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Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . .      536 

Question  put,  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn :  "  —  The  House 
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said  Resolution:" — The  House  divided;  Ayes  245,  Noes  79;  Ma- 
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Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"— (ITr.  Dodds)  . .     647 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  the  third  time, 
and  passed. 

Belfaht  Main  Drainage  Bill  (3y  Order) — Lords  Amendments  [Adjourned 
Debate] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [28th  April], 
''That  the  Lords  Amendments  be  now  taken  into  consideration:'' — 
Question  again  proposed  : — "DehaXe  resumed  ..  ..     651 

After  short  debate.  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  now," 
and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  **on  Monday  20th 
June," — {Mr.  Conway.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  *  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
— After  further  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  *  on  Monday  20th  June,'  be  there  added," 
put,  and  agreed  to : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  217]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  [^Progress  l^ih  May']  [Eleventh  Nioht]     . .     7S1 
After  long  time  spent  thoroin,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

Duke  of  Connaught's  Leave  Bill  [Bill  228]— 

Order  for  Committee  read: — Moved,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair,"— (/Str  yoA»  (?or#<)  ..  ...  ..788 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  •toneidered  in 
Committee  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     788 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"— (5»r  John  Goret)  . .     789 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

East  India  Stock  Conversion  Bill  [Bill  267]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered     . .  . .  . .  . .     789 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time," — [^Sir  John  Gorst:)  — 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  the  third 

time,  9Ji^  passed, 

Bublic  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis)  Bill  [Bill  136]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Plunket)        . .     790 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee  of  Seven  Members,  Four  to  be 
.  nominated  by  the  House  and  Three  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

First  Oflfenders  {re'Committed)  Bill  [Bill  189]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  [^Progress  lOth  May']  . .  . .      803 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next. 

Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amendment  (No.  2) 
Bill  [Bill  176]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  [^Progress  19M  May]  , ,  . .     805 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported. 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  taken  into  Consideration,  as  amended,  on 
Monday,  6th  June, — {Sir  James  Corry)     ..  ..  ..814 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  **6th  June,"  and  add  the 
word  **next," — {Mr.  Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  *  6th  June '  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived : — Question, 
**That  the  word  *next'  be  there  added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put: — Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  taken  into 
Consideration  upon  Monday  next. 

Deeds  of  Arrangement  Registration  Bill  [Bill  231] — 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  [^Progress  ISth  May]  . .  . .     815 

After  short  time  spent  therein.  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


Local  (Jovemment  Provisional  Orders  (No.  4)  BiXL— Ordered  {Mr.  Lomj,  Mr. 

Ritchie) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  269]  . .  . .  . .       818 

Conveyancinsf  (Scotland)  Acts  Amendment  Bill-Ordercd  (The  Lord  Advocate, 

Mr.  8olie:tor  General /or  Scotland)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  270]        ..       818 
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BuTTEB  Substitutes  Bill  (Select  Committee) — 

Ordered,  That  it  bo  an  Instruction  to  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Batter  Substituteg 
Bill,  that  they  have  power  to  oongolidate  the  Butter  Substitutes  Bill  and  the 
Oleomargarine  (Fraudulent  Sale)  Bill  into  one  Bill,— (A/r.  Solater- Booth,) 

Forestry — 

Select  Committee  nominated  /^-List  of  the  Committee  ••  .,  ••      818 

[2.25.] 

LOEDS,  SATURDAY,  MAY  21. 

Business  of  the  House — 

Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  considered^  and  dUpensed  with  for  the 
remainder  of  this  day's  sitting. 

Bake  of  Connanght's  Leave  Bill— 
East  India  Stock  Conversion  Bill— 

Read  1* :  Then  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  having  been  dispensed  with  for  the 
remainder  of  this  day's  sitting,  moved  that  the  Bills  be  now  read  2* ;  agreed  to  ;  Bills 
read  2*  accordingly :  Committee  negatived  ;  Bills  read  3*,  and  paned. 

[4.15.] 

COMMONS,  SUNDAY,  MAY  22. 

This  being  the  day  on  which  the  House  had  Besolved,  in  Celebration  of 
the  Fiftieth  Year  of  Iler  Majesty's  Beign,  to  attend  Divine  Service  at 
the  Church  of  St.  Margaret,  Westminster,  Mr.  Speaker  and  the  Mem- 
bers assnmbled  in  the  House,  and  proceeded  thence  to  the  Church, 
when  a  Sermon  was  preached  before  the  House  by  the  Lord  Bishop  of 
Bipon. 

LOBDS,  MONDAY,  MAY  23. 

Egypt — The  Bumoured  Anglo-Turkish  Convention — Question,  The  Earl 
of  Bosebery ;  Answer,  The  Prime  Minister  and  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  . .  . .     820 

Hyde  Fark  Corner  (New  Streets)  Bill  (No.  79)— 

House  in  Committee  (according  to  Order)    . .  . .  . .     820 

Ifocedy  **  To  disagree  to  the  Amendments  proposed  by  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill," — {Ths  Lord  Henniker:) — Motion  agreed  to;  Amend- 
ments negatived ;  Bill  reported  without  Amendment,  and  to  be  read  3* 
on  Thursday  the  9th  of  June  next. 

Tithe  Rent-Charge  Bill  (No.  54)— 

Moved,  ''That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee  upon  the 
said  Bill,"— (2:^  Marquess  of  Salisbury)    . .  . .  . .     823 

After  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Amendments  made ;  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Friday  the  lOth 
of  June  next ;  and  Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended.     (No.  110.) 

Africa  (South) — Affairs  of  Swaziland— Question,  Observations,  Viscount 
Midleton;  Beply,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (The 
Earl  of  Onslow)  . .  . .  . .  . .     852 

Allotments   for    Cottagers   Bill    [u.l.]— Presented  {The    Earl  of  Jersey) ;   read   1» 

(No.  109)  ..  ••  ..  ••  ••     853 

Private  and  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Bills — 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  92.  and  93.  be  suspended ;  and  that  the  time  for 
depositing  petitions  praying  to  be  heard  against  Private  and  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation Bills,  which  would  otherwise  expire  during  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
at  Whitsuntide,  bo  extended  to  the  first  day  on  which  the  House  shall  sit  after  the 
recess. 

[9.O.] 
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Jubilee  Thanksgiving  Service  (Westminster  Abbey) — 

Moved,  **  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  consider  what  means  shall  be 
adopted  for  the  attendance  of  this  House  at  the  Jubilee  Thanksgiving  Service  in 
Westminster  Abbey  on  the  2l8t  day  of  June :  and  that  Mr.  William  Henry  'Smith, 
Mr.  Childers,  Mr.  David  Plunket,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Viscount  Lewisham,  Mr. 
Marjoribanks,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bcntinck,  Sir  Frederick  Mappin,  and  Mr.  Craig  Sellar 
be  Members  of  the  said  Committee  ;  Five  to  be  the  quorum,'*— (Jfr.  W.  H,  Smith)  ..      906 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 
Jubilee  Service  in  St.  Margaret's  CnuRcn— 

Moved,  "That  Iho  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to  the  Right  Reverend  William  Boyd 
Carpenter,  D.D.  Lord  Bishop  of  Ripoii«  for  the  Sermon  preached  by  him  on  Sunday 
before  this  House,  at  St.  Margaret's,  Westminster,  and  that  he  be  desired  to  print  the 
same ;  and,  that  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith  and  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews  do  acquaint 
him  therewith,"— (ifr.  jr. -ff.  iSmiM)  .•  ..  ..907 

Motion  agreed  to. 
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be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  SIst  day  of 
1888,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Post  Office  Services,  the  Expenses 
b  Office  Savings  Banks,  and  Government  Annuities  and  Insurances,  and  the 


which  will  come  in  course  of  ^apnent  during  the  year^ending  on  the  SIst  day  of 
March  j----~--  •  ...«.,.         ^  ._ 

of  Post 

Ck)llection  of  the  Post  Office  Revenue "  . .  . .     io79 

After  long  debate.  Moved,  ••  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,820.670,  bo  granted  for 
the  said  Services," — (Mr,  PiekeragiU :) — After  further  short  debate,  Question  put : 
—  The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  31,  Noes  111;  Majority  80.— (Div.  List, 
No.  186.)  '  [9.55.  P.M.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed      ..  ..  ..  ..1159 

After  short  debate.  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £509,341,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Post  Office  Packet  Service.— After  short 
debate.  Vote  a]^r«f<< /o  ..  ..  ..  ..     1161 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,600,248, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1888,  for  the  Salaries  and  Working  Expenses  of  the  Post  Office  Telegraph 
Service"  ..  ..  ..  ..  .,     1163 

After  short  debate,  Moved^  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,475,248,  bejgranted  for 
the  said  Service,'*— (Z>r.  Cameron  :) — Question  put : — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes 
60,  Noes  132 ;  Majority  72.— (Div.  List,  No.  186.)  [10.45.  p.m.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed     ..  ..  ..  ..1170 

After  short  debate.  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Movedy  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— (ifr. 
Jackson :) — Motion  agreed  to, 

Sesolutions  to  be  reported    To-morrow:  Committee  to  sit  again  upon 
Wednesday, 

Customs  and  Inland  He  venue  Bill  [Bill  241]— 

Ifoved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  ..  ..  ..  ,.    1184 

Alter  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and 
committed  for  Thursday. 

Trusts  (Scotland)  Act  (1867)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  225]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     . .  . .  •  •  . .   1203 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended;  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Thursday. 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 
IJune  6.]  Fa^e 

Corn  Sales  BiU  [Bill  91]— 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Order  for  the  Seoond  Beading  be  discharged," — {Mr, 

Rankin)  . .  . .  . ,  , .  . .   1204 

Motion  agreed  to : — Order  discharged : — Bill  tcithdrawn. 

MOTIONS. 


Army  and  Navy  Estimates — Nomination  of  Select  Committee — 

Moved,  **  That  the  Select  Committee  do  consist  of  Nineteen  Members," — 

{Mr.  W,  m  Smith)  . .  . .  . .  . .  1204 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''Nineteen,"  in  order  to 

insert  the  words  **  Twenty-five, "—(1/r.  3fa8on,) 
Question  proposed,    ''  That  the  word   *  Nineteen '  stand  part  of  the 

Question  :  "—After  short  debate.  Question  put :«— The  House  divided; 

Ayes  120.  Noes  31 ;  Majority  89.— (Div.  List,  No.  187.) 
Main  Questionput,  and  agreed  to. 
Lord  George  Hamilton,  Ijord  Eandolph  Churchill,  Mr.  Edward  Stanhope, 

Mr.  Childers,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Jackson, 

Mr.  Caine,  and  Sir  William  Crossman,  nominated  Members  of  the 

Committee. 
Question  proposed,    ''That  Mr.  Jenninga  be  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee :  " — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Question,  ''  That  Mr.  A.  Qathome- Hardy,  Mr.  James  Campbell,  Captain 

Cotton,  Admiral  Mayne,  Dr.  Cameron,  and  Sir  William  Plowden  be 

Members  of  the  Committee,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Question  proposed,  ''  That  Mr.  Picton  be  a  Member  of  the  Committee :  " 

— Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Question,    ''That  Colonel  Nolan  and  Mr.  Sexton  be  Members  of  the 

Committee,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Question  proposed,  "That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons, 

papers,  and  records  ;  Five  to  be  the  quorum :  " — After  short  debate, 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders  (No.  2)  Wl— Ordered  (Baron  Henry  De 

JFormMj  Mr,  Jackton) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  276]  . .  . .     1215 

ICetropolis  (Cable*  Street,  Shad  well)  Provisional  Order  Wl— Ordered  {Mr, 

Stuart'  Worthy,  Mr,  Secretary  Matthews) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  277]    1215 

Metropolis  (Shelton  Street,  St.  Giles's)  Provisional  Order  'BUl-'Ordered  {Mr, 

Stuart-  JFortley,  Mr.  Seentary  Matthews) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  278]    1215 

[1.60.] 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  7. 
NOTICE    OF  MOTION. 

Business  of  the  House— Notice  of  Motion,  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton  . .  1216 

QUESTIONS. 

Celebration  of  the  Jubilee  Yeab  of  Heb  Majesty's  Eeiqn — The 
EoYAL  Irish  Constabulaby — Circulae  of  the  Ikspectob  General — 
Questions,  Mr.  Conyheare ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  ..  ..  ..  ..  1216 

VOL.  COOXV.    [thihd  sEBiBfl.]  [    «    ] 
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[Jiiiw  7.]  T^ 

Trinidad — The  Pitch  Lake— Question,  Mr.  Baden-Powell;  Answer,  The 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  . .  1217 

United  States— Emigration  of  Pauper  Families  from  Ireland — Ques- 
tions, Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  . .  . .  . .  . .  1211 

National  Education  (Ireland) — Classification  of  Teachers — Question, 
Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  121S 

Poor  Belief  (Ireland)  Inquiry  Commission — The  Eefort — Question, 
Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1219 

Egypt  —  The  Soudan— The  Arabs    of    Suakin — Question,  Mr.  Dillon ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James 
Fergusson)     . .  . .  . .  . .   1219 

Employers'  Liability  Act — ^Eenbwal  and  Amendment  —  Question,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  . .  . .  . .  . .   1220 

Excise  ' —  Adulteration  of  Beer — Questions,  Mr.  Bonsor,  Mr.  Quilter  ; 

Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Qoschen)  . .   1220 

Proclaimed  Meetings  (Ireland)— Protestant  Home  Rule  Association, 
KiLKEEL— Questions,  Mr.  M'Cartan  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) . .  . .  . .  . .   1221 

War  Office — Army  Contracts— Contract  for  Sword  Bayonets — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  • .  . .  . .  1223 

Post   Office   (Ireland) — Telegraph   Line  to  Charlestown— Question, 

Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  . .   1223 

Parliament — Remuneration  of  Witnesses  attending  Parliamentary 
Committees  —  Question,  Mr.  Lawson ;  Answer,  The  Parliamentary 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Akers-Douglas)  . .  . .    J  224 

The  Parks  (Metropolis) — Enclosures  in  Regent's  Park — Question,  Mr. 

Lawson  ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  . .    1224 

War  Office — ^The  Ohesil  Beach  (Portland) — Removal  of  Wrecks — 
Question,  Colonel  Hambro ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .  . .  . .   1225 

India — The  Pisheen  Valley  Railroad — Question,  Mr.  Munro-Ferguson ; 

Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)       . .   1225 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) — Court  of  Queen's  Bench — Change  of 
Venue — Questions,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  . .  . .  . ,    1226 

University  of  Glasgow — Appointment  to  the  Professorship  of  Scots 
Law — Question,  Mr.  Caldwell ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  . .  . .  . .  . .    1226 

War  Office  (Ordnance  Department)  —  Defective  Weapons— Sword 
Bayonets  of  the  City  of  London  Artillery  Volunteers— Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)       . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1226 

Education  Department — Drawing  in  Elementary  Schools — Question, 
Mr.  Conway ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1227 

Evictions   (Ireland) — Evictions  in  Co.  Mayo  —  Questions,  Mr.  Dillon  ; 

Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .    1228 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens — Kew  Gardens — Partial  Closure 
ON  Whit  MoNDAY-^Question,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answer,  The  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)     , .  . .  . .   1229 

Metropolitan  Police— Sergeant  Murphy — Qnestiou,  Mr.  Conybeare; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Departmout  (Mr. 
Matthews)      .,  ..  ..  ,,  ..  1229 


DABtiE  Ot  OOifTENW. 

(^June  7.]  Pdifo 

Public  Business — Legislation  of  the  Session — Questions,  Mr.  E.  Bobert- 
son,  Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  Burt ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .  . .   1230 

Jubilee  Thanksgiving  Service  (Westminster  Abbey) — Accident  to  a 
Workman — Question,  Mr.  Conybeare ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .  . .   1231 

EoYPT  —  The  Anglo-Turkish  Convention  —  France  and  the  New 
Hebrides — The  Papers — Question,  Mr.  John  Morley ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .   1232 

Jubilee  Thanksgiving  Service  (Westminster  Abbey) — Accommodation 
FOR  Servants  of  this  House — Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)      . .  . .   1232 

The  Sfxect  Committee  on  Market  Tolls — Nomination  of  the  Com- 
mittee— Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .  . .   1232 

Post  Office — East  India  and  China  Mail  Contract  —  Questions,  Mr. 
Provand,  Dr.  Clark;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.H.Smith)  ..  ..  ..  ..  1232 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  217]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  [^ProgreM  2Zrd  May"]  [Thirteenth  Night]  . ,   1233 

After  long  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 

MOTION. 


East  India  and  China  Mail  Contract — Eesoltjtion — 

Moved,  **  That  the  Contract  dated  the  18th  day  of  March  1887,  for  the  conveyance  of 
the  East  India  and  China  Mails,  be  approved/' — {Mr,Jaekton)        ••  ..   1334 

Moved t  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Dr.  Clark :) — Question 
put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


First  Offenders  Bill  [Bill  189]— 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now  considered," — {Mr.  Howard 
Vincent  :)—QMe%iiQTL  put,  and  agreed  to      . ,  . .  . .   1334 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time," — 
{Mr.  Howard  Vincent:) — Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," 
— {3Ir.  Radcliffe  Cooke:) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Debate  a^- 
journed  till  Thursday. 

Deeds  of  Arrangement  Registration  Bill  [Bill  231]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  {_Progress  20 tk  May']  . .  . .   1340 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be  printed.     [Bill  283.] 

MOTIONS. 
Oybter  and  Hussel  Fisheries  Provisional  Order  BiU—Ordeieti  {Baron  Henry  De 

Womu,  Mr.  Jackson) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  279]     •  •  . .     1344 


TABtE  0^  OONtfiKTS. 
IJune  7.]  pagi 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  5)  BiH—Ordered  {^fr.  Long,  Mr. 

Ritchie) ;  preunUd^  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  280]  . ,  . .     1345 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  6)  'BOl—Ordered  (Mr.  Long,  Mr. 

Ritchie) ;  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  281]  .  •  ,.     134d 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  7)  'BiM—Ordered  (Mr,  Long,  Mr. 

Ritchie) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  282]  . .  •  •     134$ 

Law  Agents  (Scotland)  Act  (1873)  Amendment  Bill  —  Ordered  {Mr.  j.  B. 

Balfour,  Sir  Lyon  Flap/air,  Dr.  Cameron,    Mr.  Maldane,  Mr.    Edmund  Robertson)', 
presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  284]  . .  ..  . .     1345 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  (No-  2)  WHL— Ordered  {Mr.  MundeUa,  Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan,  Mr.  Richard,  Sir  Eussey  Vivian,  Mr.  Rathbone,  Mr.  Stuart  Rendel,  Mr. 
William  Abraham) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  285]       . .  .  •     1345 


[2.45.] 


COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  8. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


ifanehetter  Ship  Canal  Bill — 

Moved,  *'That  the  Standing  Orders  be  suspended,  and  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  enable  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal  Company  to  raise  a  portion  of  their 
capital  by  means  of  preference  shares,  and  that  Mr.  Houldsworth,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright, 
Sir  James  Ferg^usson,  Sir  Henry  Roscoe,  the  Honourable  Alan  de  Tatton  Egorton, 
Mr.  Addison,  and  Mr.  Elliott  Lees  do  prepare  and  bring  it  in,*' — {Mr.  Houldsworth)     1345 

After  short  debate,  Question  pat,  and  agreed  to. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Standing  Orders  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  the  first  time," — {l^r.  Houldeworth :) — Question  put,  and 
agreed  to : — Bill  read  the  first  time. 

Moved,  <'  That  Standing  Orders  62,  204,  223,  and  235  be  suspended,  and 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Houldsworth :) — After 
short  debate,  Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 


QUESTION. 


CoAh  Mines — The  Colliery  Acoibekt  at  Mothe&well  —  Question,  Mr. 
D.  Crawford ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  . .  •  •  . .  . .    1352 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  217]— 

'BiVL  considered  in  Gommiiiee  [^Progress  1th  June]  [Fourteenth  Night]  .,   1353 

After  some  time  spent  therein,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of 
the  clock,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to  report  Progress;  Committee 
to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  38]— 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read  . .  . .  . ,   1414 

After  short  debate,  Second  Eeading  deferred  till  Thursday  23rd  June« 


TABUB  OP  00N1?ENTS. 

iJune  8.]  Pag6 

MOTION. 


Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (No.  8)  BiU-^Ord^red  {Jfr.  Long,  Mr, 

Ritchie) ;  preseniedf  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  286]  ••  ..    1415 

[5.69.] 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  JUNE  9. 
Smoke  Nuisance  Abatement  (Metropolis)  Bill  (No.  •13)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  a  Committee  read  . .  1416 

After  short  debate,  Order  discharged;  House  to  be  in  Committee  on 
Itonday  next.  [4.45.] 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  JUNE  9. 

QUESTIONS.  \ 

NoBTH  American  Fisheries — Canada  and  the  United  States — The 
Fishery  Disputes — A  New  Commission — Questions,  Mr.  Gourley; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James 
Fergusson)     ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1417 

Evictions  (Ireland) — Misconduct  of  an  "  Emergency  Man  " — Questions, 
Mr.  Hooper;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King-Harman)       ..  ..  ..  .,1417 

Ibish  Land  Commission  —  Glebe  Land  Purchasers  —  Questions,  Mr. 
Dillon ;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King-Harman)      . .  . .  . .  . .   1418 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens  —  Greenwich  Park  —  Questions, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh;  Answers,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr. 
Plunket)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1419 

Harbour  Loans— Memorandum  of  Board  of  Trade,  1886 — Questions, 
Mr.  R.  W.  Duff;  Answers,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)         . .  , .  , ,  . .  . .   1420 

Ceylon — Dock  Accommodation  at  Colombo — Question,  Sir  Roper  Leth- 
bridge  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)         ..  ,.  ..  ..      '  ..  1420 

Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Inquiry  Commission,  1887 — Compound  Ratino  of 
Occupiers— Questions,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  Edward 
Harrington  ;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King-Harman),  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)         . .  . .  . .  , .  . .  1421 

Evictions  (Ireland)— Evictions  at  Bodyke — Question,  Mr.  Conybeare ; 
Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel 
King-Harman)  . .  . .  . .  • .   1423 

North  Sea  Fisheries  Convention,  1882  —  The  East  Coast  Drift  Net 
Fisheries  —  Question,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  .  •   1424 

Public  Works  (Ireland)— The  Government  Subvention  of  £50,000 — 
Arterial  Drainage  (The  Barrow  Valley  and  the  Bann) — Questions, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy,  Mr.  P.  M'Donald ;  Answers, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Qoschen)  . .  . ,   1425 

Egypt — The  Soudan  Campaign,  1885  —  The  Khedive's  Bronze  Stab  — 
Question,  Colonel  Bridgeman ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)        . .  . .  . .  . .   1427 

The  Magistracy  (England  and  Wales)— Lords  Lieutenant  of  Counties 
— Question,  Mr.  J.  Roberts ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  .  •  • .  1427 


TABLt!  OP  OONIeNTS. 

[yune  9.]  Fa<fe 

The  Paris  Exhibition,  1889 — Question,  Mr.  Labouchere;   Answer,   The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  . .    1428 

War  Office — ^The  Eoyal  Engineers — Transfer  of  Lieutenant  Gordon 
OF  THE  EoYAL  Marine  Artillery  —  Quostion,  Sir  Henry  Tyler;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .   1428 
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Monday  next,"— (iVr.  T,  M,  Healy.) 
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After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amendment  (No.  2) 
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MOTION. 


Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ibeland)  [Expenses] — 
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LORDS,  FEIDAY,  JUNE  10. 
Dog  Owners  Bill  (No.  91)— 
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Question,  The  Earl  of  Carnarvon;  Reply,  The  Prime  Minister  and 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (^The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) ; 
Questions,  The  Earl  of  Kimberley ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
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COMMONS,  FEIDAY,  JUNE  10. 
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Outside  ox  Public  Ground— Question,  Mr.  Puleatou  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Ccmmissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) ;  Questions,  Mr.  W. 
Lowther,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healj;  [No  reply]  . .  . .   1692 

BoYAL   Grants — ^The  Select   Committee— Question,  Mr.  E.  Bobertson; 
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Public  Business — Arrangement  of  Business — Coal  Mines,  &o.  Begula- 
tion  Bill— Questions,  Mr.  Mason,  Mr.  F.  8.  Powell,  Mr.  Burt ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . ,  1598 

MOTION. 


Business  of  the  House— Procedure  on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
(Ireland)  Bill — Eesolution — 

Movedt  **  That,  at  Ten  o'clock  p.m.  on  Friday  the  1 7th  day  of  June,  if  the  Criminal 
Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  be  not  previously  reported  from  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  the  Chairman  shall  put  forthwith  the  Question  or  Questions  on  any 
Amendment  or  Motion  already  proposed  from  the  Chair.  He  shall  next  proceed  and 
successively  put  forthwith  the  Questions,  That  any  Clause  then  under  consideration, 
and  each  remaining  Clause  in  the  Bill,  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  unless  Progress  be 
moved  as  hereinafter  provided.  After  the  Clauses  are  disposed  of  he  shall  forthwith 
report  the  Bill,  as  amended,  to  the  House. 

**  From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Order,  no  Motion,  That  the  Chairman  do  leave  the 
Chair,  or  do  report  Progress,  shall  be  allowed  unless  moved  by  one  of  the  Members  in 
charge  of  the  Bill,  and  the  Question  on  such  Motion  shall  be  put  forthwith. 

"  If  Progress  be  reported  on  the  17th  June,  the  Chairman  shall  put  this  Order  in  force 
in  any  subsequent  sitting  of  the  Committee," — {Mr.  William  Henry  Smith)  . .    1594 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  "  That,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add 
the  words  **  inasmuch  as  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  is  designed  to 
deprive  the  Irish  people  permanently  of  their  constitutional  rights,  this  House  declines 
to  sanction  the  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  to  deprive  the  Chair,  during 
the  discussions  in  Committee  on  the  said  Bill,  of  the  power  which,  since  the  opening 
of  these  discussions,  the  Chair  has  felt  called  upon  repeatedly  to  exercise,  in  opposition 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  for  the  protection  of  freedom  of  debate  in  this  House, 
and  the  maintenance  of  the  rights  of  minorities,*' — {Mr,  Farmll.) 

After  short  debate,  Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  '  at  Ten  o'clock 
p.m. '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " — After  further  debate,  Moved, 
**That  the  Question  be  now  put," — (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith:) — Question 
put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  284,  Noes  167  ;  Majority  117.— (Div. 
List,  No.  214.) 

Question  put,  '*  That  the  words  '  at  Ten  o'clock  p.m.'  stand  part  of  the 
Question  :  " — The  House  divided;  Ayes  301,  Noes  181 ;  Majority  120. 
—(Div.  List,  No.  215.) 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  ''17th"  and  insert  "  24th," — {Mr. 
Chance.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That '  l7th '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " — ^After 
short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  268,  Noes  113; 
Majority  155.— (Div.  List,  No.  216.) 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''shall,"  and 
insert  the  words  *'  may,  if  he  thinks  fit,  having^  regard  to  the  Bule 
of  Closure  of  the  18th  March,  1887,"— (ifr.  William  Redmond.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  'shall '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " — 
After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Question  be  now  put," — {Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith:) — Question  put: — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  258,  Noes  91 ; 
Majority  167.— (Div.  List,  No.  217.)  [1. 10  a.m.] 

VOL.  CCOXV.       [thibd  sbbies.]       [   /    ] 
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Question  put,  ''That  the  word  'shall'  stand  part  of  the  Question:" — 
The  House  dtvidtfd;  Ayes  255,  Noes  94;  Majority  161.— (Div.  list. 
No.  218.)  [1.25  a.m.] 

Moved,  "  That  the  Main  Question  be  now  put," — {Mr.  W,  JST.  Smtth :) 
— Question  put: — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  250,  Noes  91 ;  Majority 
159.— (Div.  list,  No.  219.)  [1.40  a.m.] 

Main  Question  put :  — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  245,  Noes  93  ;  Majority 
152.  [1.55  A.M.J 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  • .   1671 

Ordered f  That,  at  Ten  o'clock  p.m.  on  Friday  the  17th  day  of  Jane,  if  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  (Ireland)  BUI  be  not  preyioasly  reported  from  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  the  Chairman  shall  put  forthwith  the  Question  or  Questions  on  any 
Amendment  or  Motion  already  proposed  from  the  Chair.  He  shall  next  proceed  and 
successively  put  forthwith  the  Questions,  That  any  Clause  then  under  consideration, 
and  each  remaining  Clause  in  the  Bill,  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  unless  Progress  be 
moTcd  as  hereinafter  prorided.  After  the  Clauses  are  disposed  of,  he  shall  forthwith 
report  the  Bill,  as  amended,  to  the  House. 

From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Order,  no  Motion  That  the  Chairman  do  leare  the 
Chair,  or  do  report  Progress,  shall  be  allowed,  unless  moved  by  one  of  the  Members 
in  charge  of  the  Bill,  and  the  Question  on  such  Motion  shall  be  put  forthwith. 

If  Progress  be  reported  on  the  17th  June,  the  Chairman  shall  put  this  Order  in  force  in 
any  subsequent  sitting  of  the  Committee. 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAT. 


Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  217]— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  "  That  this  House  will,  upon  Monday 
next,  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  on  the  Bill," — (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  ..  ..  ,.  ..  ..   1674 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  upon  Monday  next,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  word  ''  To-morrow," — {Mr.  T.  M.  Healy^) — instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  " That  the  words  'upon  Monday  next '  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — After  short  debate,  Moved,  ''That  the  Question  be 
now  put," — {Mr.  W.  H.  Smith:) — Question  put : — ^The  House  divided; 
Ayes  202,  Noes  73  ;  Majority  129.— (Div.  List,  No.  221.)      [2.10  a.m.] 

Question  put,  "  That  this  House  will,  upon  Monday  next,  resolve  itself 
into  the  said  Committee :  " — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  203,  Noes  72  ; 
Majority  131.— (Div.  List,  No.  222.)  [2.25  a.m.] 

MOTION. 


Adjournment  op  the  House— 

Moved,  "That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .   1677 

Moved,  '*That  the  Question  be  now  put," — {Mr.  W.  JI.  Smith:) — Ques- 
tion put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  203,  Noes  71 ;  Majority  132. 
—(Div.  List,  No.  223.)  [2.40  a.m.] 

Question  put,  *'  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  :  " — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  203,  Noes  71 ;  Majority  132.— (Div.  List,  No.  224.)      [2.65  a.m.] 

[3.10.] 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  13. 

Central  Asia — ^Affairs  of  Afghanistan — Question,  The  Earl  of  Rosebery ; 

Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  Jndia  (Viscount  Cross)  . .   1678 
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Irish  Land  Law  Bill  (No.  106)— 

House  in  Committee  (on  Ee-commitment)  according  to  Order  . .   1679 

Amendments  made;  the  Beport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Friday  the  \st 
of  July  next ;  and  Bill  to  "be  printed  as  amended.    (No.  122.)      [8.45.] 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JUNE  13. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


Manchester  Skip   Canal  Bill  (Jby   Order) — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [8th  June], 
'<  That  Standing  Orders  62,  204,  223,  and  235  be  suspended,  and  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (^Mr.  ITouldswarth :) — Question 
again  proposed :  —Debate  resumed  . .  . .  . .   1706 

Amendment  proposed, 

After  the  words  "  Standing  Orders,"  to  add  the  words  <'  204  and  235  be  suspended,  and 
that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Private  Bills,**— (ifr. 
Selater-Boolh.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question  :  " — After  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — 
Amendment  made,  by  leaving  out  204  and  223. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put  and  agreed  to. 
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QUARMES  BILL.— (No.  83.) 
(The  Lord  Sudeley.) 
SEOOND   BBADINQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

LoBD  SUDELEY,  in  moving  that  the 
BrU  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  he 
viahed  to  explain  that  the  object  of  the 

YOL.  OOGXY.    [thibd  sebies.! 


Bill  was  merely  to  oblige  quarries  dan- 
gerous to  the  public  in  open  and  unpro- 
tected land,  or  within  50  yards  of  a 
highway  or  public  resort,  to  be  securely 
fenced  for  the  prevention  of  accidents. 
He  wished  further  to  say  that  county 
Coroners  had  constantly  reported  a  num- 
ber of  fatal  accidents  arising  from  this 
cause,  and  also  that  the  Bill  had  passed 
through  the  House  of  Commons. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read2\" 
— (7%tf  Lord  Sudeley,) 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
said,  he  rose  to  oppose  the  Motion,  on 
account  of  the  looseness  of  the  definitions 
of  a  quarry,  as  an  opening  in  the  ground 
from  which  stone  had  been  taken.  In 
Wales,  where  there  were  walls  and  no 
hedges,  every  farm  had  a  small  quarry. 
The  definitions  went  on  to  include  sand 
holes  and  gravel  pits,  which  were  not 
dangerous,  and  mentioned  openings  from 
which  clay  had  been  taken — ihat  is  to 
say,  ponds.    In  Cheshire,  and  parts  of 
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the  adjoining  counties,  almost  every 
field  had  a  marl  pit,  if  not  two  or  three 
of  them.  These  ponds  required  to  be 
kept  open  for  cattle.  Even  if  they  were 
railed  in,  that  would  not  keep  out 
children;  neither  would  poles,  which, 
being  constantly  stolen,  so  as  to  leave 
gaps,  be  any  protection  to  children,  who 
would  get  through  or  under  any  fence. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'. 

POLICE  FORCE  ENFRANCHISEMENT 
BlLL.-(No.  77.) 
{^The  Earl  of  Harrowhy.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ing  read. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
seoond  time,  said,  he  believed  that  the 
measure  would  meet  with  the  accept- 
ance of  their  Lordships.  He  trusted 
their  Lordships  would  give  it  a  favour- 
able consideration  on  the  ground  that  it 
was  one  of  the  very  comparativelj'  small 
company  of  Bills  which  had  as  yet 
reached  them  from  ''another  place*' 
that  Session.  Including  Provisional 
Orders  only  21  Bills  had  yet  come  up 
from  the  other  House  to  their  Lord- 
ships; whereas,  he  understood  that 
their  Lordships  had  forwarded  54  to  the 
other  House.  The  present  Bill  had  had 
the  support  ofthree  Secretaries  of  State, 
and  upon  its  own  merits  also,  it  well 
deserved  a  second  reading.  Soldiers, 
Bailors,  Bevenue  officers,  and  postmen,  all 
now  had  the  right  to  exercise  the  fran- 
chise, and  it  was  only  fair  and  just  that 
that  right  should  be  extended  to  the 
Police  Force.  He,  therefore,  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  give  the  Bill  a  second 
reading.  The  police,  as  a  rule,  were 
respected  by  all  but  the  evildoers. 
There  was  no  body  of  men  in  this  coun- 
try who  were  more  law-loving  and  more 
worthy  of  the  great  trust  of  the  fran* 
chise,  and  there  was  reason  to  believe 
that  they  felt  deeply  the  fact  of  their 
being  deprived  of  it.  He  would  con- 
clude by  moving  the  second  reading  of 
the  BiU. 

Moved, ''  That  the  Bill  be  nowread2*." 
— {The  iSarl  of  Uarrowhy,) 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said,  he  did 
not  rise  to  oppose  the  Bill ;  but  he  oon- 
fesaed  that  he  thought  it  required  a  J 
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very  great  deal  of  consideration.  The 
nature  of  the  duties  of  the  police 
were  such  as  to  make  it  a  serious 
question  whether  it  was  consistent  with 
those  duties  whether  they  should  be  ad- 
mitted to  the  franchise.  He  admitted 
that,  as  a  body,  the  police  would  bear  a 
not  unfavourable  comparison  with  other 
classes  who  now  possessed  the  franchise; 
but  supposing  that,  at  a  contested  elec- 
tion, there  was  a  disturbance  in  which 
the  police  were  called  upon  to  act  for 
the  restoration  of  order,  surely,  it  would 
be  better  that  that  duty  should  be  par- 
formed  by  a  body  of  men  taking  no  part 
in  the  election,  and  quite  independent 
of  either  Party,  than  by  a  body  of  men 
who  took  part  in  the  contest,  and  were 
interested  on  one  side  or  the  other.  He 
called  attention  to  the  position  of  soldiers 
in  the  Army  as  being  a  case  analogous 
to  that  of  the  police. 

The  Earl  op  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  the  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary  were  not  included  in  the 
Bill,  although  every  word  which  had 
been  said  in  praise  of  the  Police  of 
Great  Britain  could  be  said  with  greater 
force  in  favour  of  the  Hoyal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, to  whom  not  only  the  Gt)- 
vernment,  but  every  respectable  man, 
woman,  and  child  in  Ireland,  owed  a 
deep  debt  of  gratitude.  He  was  sure 
that  by  their  omission  from  the  provi- 
sions of  that  Bill,  there  was  no  inten- 
tion of  casting  a  slur  on  that  excellent 
body  of  men  ;  but  he  trusted  that  they 
would  hear  from  the  Government  that  it 
was  their  intention,  at  the  earliest  op- 
portunity, to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing 
separately  with  the  Eoyal  Irish  Con- 
stabulary and  putting  them  on  an  equal 
footing  with  their  brethren  in  England 
and  Scotland. 

Lord  BRABOURNE  gave  a  warm 
support  to  the  Bill,  but  said,  that  he  only 
rose  in  consequence  of  the  remark  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Selborne)  with  regard  to  soldiers.  With 
great  submission  to  the  noble  Earl,  he 
would  remind  him  that  recent  decisions 
in  the  Registration  Courts  had  estab- 
lished the  right  of  soldiers  to  vote  at  Par- 
liamentary Elections,  if  duly  qualified. 
What  this  Bill  proposed  to  do  was,  not 
to  give  votes  to  men  because  they  were 
policemen,  but  to  enact  that,  if  other- 
wise duly  qualified,  they  should  not  be 
disfranchised  on  account  of  their  beings 
policemen. 
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The  Eakl  of  SELBOENE  said,  he 
wished  to  explain  that  his  remarks  were 
not  applied  to  policemen  generally,  but 
only  to  those  who  might  be  on  duty 
during  elections. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2'  accord- 
ingly, and  eommitted  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  To-morrow, 

INDIA-THE  LAND  ACQUISITION  ACT 
—EXPROPRIATION  OF  ZEMINDARS 
AT  ARNI  GHAT.  MUSSOORIE. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  STANLEY  op  ALDERLEY,  in 
rising  to  present  a  Petition ;  and  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  it  was 
true  that  at  Mussoorie  there  were  three 
men  in  possession  of  a  cultivatory  hold- 
ing of  *iOO  bighas,  at  a  fixed  rent  of  Hs.  5 
to  Ks.  8  a-year,  and  of  very  considerable 
value.  The  land  was  taken  away  by 
Qovemment  under  the  Land  Acquisition 
Act,  and  Mr.  Laidman  assessed  the  com- 
pensation to  be  given.  In  the  result  he 
awarded  !Rs'.3,300  to  the  person  entitled 
to  receive  the  reut,  and  Its.  2,400  to  the 
tenants,  and  out  of  this  Es.  2,400  he  gave 
all  but  Rs.  900  to  the  creditor  of  one  of 
the  tenants,  so  that  the  three,  who  were 
formerly  in  a  position  of  comparative 
opulence,  were  turned  out  upon  tlie 
world  as  beggars  ;  and,  if  it  is  true,  whe- 
ther he  will  direct  that  these  men  be 
compensated ;  also,  if  he  will  inquire 
whether  Mr.  Laidman's  Court  was  one 
duly  qualified  under  the  Land  Acquisi- 
tion Act  for  hearing  the  case  ;  and  whe- 
ther the  public  notices  and  proclamations 
required  by  the  Act  had  been  made; 
also  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  if  he 
will  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  the  Lieu- 
tenant Governor  of  the  North  -  West 
Provinces,  Sir  Alfred  Lyall — (1)  in  re- 
spect to  the  Ami  Ghat  expropriation ; 
(2)  his  ordering  Mr.  Laidman  to  prose- 
cute Captain  Hearsey ;  (3)  his  promotion 
of  Mr.  Laidman  after  the  trial ;  (4)  the 
secret  Circular  tohis  judicial  subordinates 
commenting  adversely  on  the  judgment 
of  the  Chief  Justice  ?  said,  according  to 
the  Notice,  he  had  the  honour  to  present 
a  Petition  from  Captain  Hearsey,  asking 
for  redr«.'ss  on  account  of  the  acts  of  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  of  the  North-West 
Provinces.  Captain  Hearsey's  family 
had  been  attainted  in  1745  on  account 
of  the  presence  of  some  of  them  at  the 
Battle  of  Culloden.  Since  then  they  had 
settled  in  Jndia^   and   10  of  his  rela- 


tives had  served  in  the  Indian  Army. 
His    father    was    General    Sir    J.    B. 
Hearsey,    who    played   a  considerable 
part  in  the  Mutiny.      The  case  which 
he  had  to  lay  before  the   House  con- 
sisted   of   two    separate    complaints  — 
first,  with  regard  to  the  spoliation  of  the 
Arni  Ghat  Zemindars  for  the  purpose  of 
providing  a  better  botanical  garden  for 
Mussoorie  ;    and,  secondly,  with  respect 
to  the  conduct  of  Sir  Alfred  Lyall,  as  it 
arose    out  of    the  spoliation   of    these 
Zemindars.     The  noble  Viscount  the  Se- 
cretary of   State    for    India   (Viscount 
Cross)  would  not  be  able  to  deny  the 
description  of  the  injury  suffered  by  those 
Zemindars  given  in  the  Notice  Paper, 
because  these  words  were  taken  from  the 
summing  up  of  the  Chief  Justice  in  a 
trial  arising  out  of  the  first  wron^i:  done 
to  the  Zemindars.     This  Chief  Justice 
was  then  the  Chief  Justice  at  Allahabad, 
and   he  had   since   become    the    Chief 
Justice  of  Calcutta.    The  wrong  done  to 
the  three  brothers  who  owned  Arni  Ghat 
was  that  they  were  forcibly  deprived, 
under  the  Land  Acquisition  Act,  of  land 
and  house3  valued  at  Es.22,000  for  a 
nominal  sum  of  Ils.5,700.  That  this  sum 
was  entirely  inadequate  was  clear  from 
the  fact  that  the  three  assessors  of  all 
the  parties  agreed  in  stating  that  this 
property,   which    was    irrigated,    could 
produce    400    maunds    of     wheat    per 
annum   besides    other   crops.      At   the 
price  for  wheat  in  the  locality,  at  20 
years'   purohase — the  basis  laid   down 
in    the    Land    Acquisition    Act  —  this 
gave   Ks.20,000  and  Rs.2,000   for  the 
houses  on  it.     Another  proof  consisted 
in  the  factthat  the  old  discarded  botanical 
garden  had  since  been  sold  for  Ps.l 0,000 ; 
yet  it  must  have  been  inferior  to  Arni 
Ghat,  or  it  would  not  have  been  aban- 
doned for  Arni  Ghat.     There  was  yet  a 
further  injustice  done  to  these  unfortu- 
nate Zemindars.     A  certain  mohunt  or 
priest  had  a  chief  rent  of  Ks.5  on  Arni 
Ghat,  the  payment  of  which  should  have 
been  continued  by  the  Government  on 
behalf  of  the  botanical  gardens,  as  would 
have  happened  in  the  case  of  a  Scotch 
feu  or  an  English  chief  rent ;  or  the  chief 
rent  might  have  been  extinguished  at  25 
years'  purchase,  which  would  have  been 
Es.l25  ;  but,  instead  of  that,  Mr.  Laid- 
main,  the  Judge  of  the   Small   Causes 
Court  which  settled  this  cape,  assigned 
E8.3,300,  or  the  larger  half  of  the  pur- 
chase money — K9.5,700~  to  tho  mofiuut 
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or  owner  of  the  chief  rent  of  Rs.S.     He  took  shelter  in  the   Barlow.gunj    bazaar-a 

between  Ks. 5  and  the  Ks. 5  to  Kg.  8  a-year  ^j^^  y^^^  landlord,  the  Government  of  India." 
mentioned  by  the  Chief  Justice.     By  the 

deed — of  which  he  had  in  his  hand  a  This  description  might  possibly  remind 
translation —  their  Lordships  of  t^o  Glenbeigh  evic- 
"  The  high  priest  and  ruler  and  chief  mohunt  ^ons ;  but  there  was  this  difference— 
of  the  Gum  Guddee,  by  name  Saroop  Dass,  the  person  who  caused  those  evictions 
gave  a  grant  by  deed  of  the  village  of  Arni  was  owed  five  years'  rent,  and  would 
Ghatto  Dilloo,  for  which  the  ruler  of  the  Gurn  ^^y^  taken  half-a-year's  rent,  so  that  he 
Guddee  shall  receive  year  by  year  the  sum  of  evicting  for  a  10th  part  of  what 
Government  rupees  five  only.  If  any  Zemindar  »»«•«  ^y^**  ©  i  .  .i  r\  t  t 
shall  disturb  or  annoy  Dilloo  (in  his  possession)  was  his  own  ;  but  the  Ciovemment  Of 
the  ruler  (of  the  Gum  Guddee)  shall  fine  that  the  North- West  Provinces  had  evicted 
individual:  all  other  claims  (with  the  exception  for  what  was  not  their  own,  and  for 
of  the  five  rupees)  are  given  absolutely  and  free  ^j^j^jj^  ^y^  ^^^  ^^^  paid  a  22nd 
by  the  mler  of  the  Gum  Guddee.  He  was  sure  that  his  noble 
The  other  Es.3  referred  to  by  the  Chief  priend  the  late  Secretary  of  State  for 
Justice  as  occasionally  given  were  a  j^dia  would  not  defend  this  eviction, 
"  nuzzur,"  or  voluntary  offering  to  the  because  he  and  others  were  pledged  by 
priest.  The  motive  alleged  for  this  gra-  their  Leader  to  the  doctrine  that  evic- 
tuitous  injustice  was  that  this  mohunt  tions  justified  the  Plan  of  the  Campaign, 
was  in  the  habit  of  lending  elephants,  He  was  not  aware  that  there  was  any 
carriages,  and  other  conveniences  to  record  of  any  public  utterances  of  the 
Indian  oflScials.  Of  the  remaining  sum  ^oble  Viscount  the  Secretary  of  State 
of  E8.2,400,  the  Judge  assigned  the  f^^  jn^ja  as  to  evictions  ;  but  he  was  too 
greater  part  to  the  creditors  of  one  of  faithful  and  devoted  an  adherent  of  the 
the  three  brothers  or  owners,  and  he  prime  Minister  to  separate  himself 
also  ordered  Rs.234  to  be  deducted  for  f^m  '^^  poijcy ;  and  he  only  asked  the 
Government  costs,  though  it  was  said  that  j^Mq  Viscount  to  carry  out  in  India  the 
this  was  contrary  to  the  Land  Acquisi-  admirable  provision  of  the  Land  Bill  for 
tion  Act,  and  some  Rs.  900  was  all  that  Ireland,  which  would  shortly  be  before 
was  left  for  the  owners.  It  might  be  the  House,  for  paper  evictions  by  legal 
asked  why  the  three  dispossessed  Zemin-  process  converting  a  tenant  into  a  care- 
dors  did  not  avail  themselves  of  their  taker,  and  that  no  actual  evictions  should 
right  of  appeal?  It  was  the  extreme  take  pi  ace  in  India  under  the  Land  Acqui- 
poverty  to  which  they  were  reduced  gition  Act  until  all  the  appeals  had  been 
which  deprived  them  of  this  resource,  heard  and  the  cases  legally  concluded. 
They  had  not  the  means  to  fee  counsel  There  were  two  things  which  the  India 
to  place  their  case  before  the  High  Office  might  suggest  to  the  Secretary  of 
Court.  Captain  Hearsey's  letter  says  gtate  in  answer  to  the  case  he  had  now 
of  the  eviction,  after  the  decree  of  Mr.  stated.  One  was,  that  the  three  brothers 
Laidman  ^  were  not  the  owners,  but  only  occupancy 


'*  In  the  beginning  of  November,  1882 — the 
men  had  refused,  at  my  advice,  to  quit  their 
houses  and  homes —the  superintendent  of  the 
Dhoon  sent  for  all  the  males  of  the  village  to 
his  office,  which  was  in  Mussoorie,  about  four 
miles  off,  and,  as  in  duty  bound,  they  attended. 
It  was  a  cold  winter  day,  alternate  heavy 
showers  of  sleet  and  rain  deluged  and  froze  the 
earth,  the  wind  cut  like  a  razor.  During 
the  absence  of  the  men,  at  the  order  of  the 
local  authorities,  certain  Mahomedan  coolies, 
Awghanies,  broke  open  their  doors,  thrust  the 
women  and  children  out  into  the  cold  winter 
blast,  and  pitched  their  clothes,  bedding,  cook- 
ing utensils,  and  stores  of  food  after  them  into 
the  rain  and  sleet.  When  the  men  returned  late 
in  the  afternoon  from  the  superintendent's  office, 
they  found  their  women  and  children  waiting  in 
the  open  in  the  soaking  rain  for  their  arrival, 
their  winter  store  of  food  damaged  by  rain,  and 
they  and  their  wives  and  little  ones  homeless 
and  shelterless.    I  believe  for  that  night  they 

Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley 


tenants ;  and  the  other,  that  whatever 
was  done  to  them  was  done  in  due  course 
of  law.  It  would  be  a  mere  quibble, 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  would  not 
succeed  in  inducing  anyone  to  believe, 
to  assert  that  a  chief  rent  of  Es.  5  con- 
stituted the  owner  of  it  the  owner  of  the 
whole  property ;  or  considering  the  deed 
granting  Arni  Q-hat  in  perpetuity  for  a 
chief  rent  of  Bs.5,  that  the  owner  of  the 
chief  rent  had  any  further  interest  in  or 
claim  to  interference  with  the  property  ; 
or  that  persons  owning  land  in  per- 
petuity, subject  to  the  trifling  chief  rent 
of  Ks.d,  were  not  the  real  owners.  Those 
who  received  the  chief  rents  of  Scotch 
feus  were  termed  superior  landlords,  but 
they  had  no  rights  over  the  land  beyond  _ 
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receiving  those  chief  rents.  The  mohunt, 
therefore,  ought  not  to  have  had  an 
assessor  to  value  Ami  Ghat;  but  this 
was  done  in  order  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  North-West  Provinces  an 
extra  voice  against  the  Zemindars'  as- 
sessor. As  to  this  expropriation  having 
been  carried  out  according  to  law,  it  was 
stated,  in  opposition  to  that  view,  that 
the  Small  Causes  Court  in  which  this 
spoliation  was  decreed  was  not  a  Court 
competent  under  the  Act  to  try  such  a 
case.  It  was  also  stated  that  the  notices 
and  proclamations  required  by  the  Act 
were  not  made  in  this  case.  Notice  had 
to  be  given  in  the  Government  Gazette^ 
and  also  by  beat  of  drum,  or  by  notices 
posted  on  the  buildings  on  the  estate  or 
elsewhere,  that  the  land  is  to  be  so 
taken.  That  many  abuses  had  taken 
place  under  this  Act  was  shown  by 
the  Circular  recently  issued  and  pub- 
lished last  month  by  the  Board  of  Ee- 
venue,  calling  upon  the  collectors  and 
commissioners  to  exercise  more  personal 
supervision  in  cases  arising  out  of  the 
Land  Acquisition  Act.  Now,  though 
this  expropriation  took  place  a  good 
while  ago,  it  was  only  comparatively 
lately  that  the  affair  got  into  the  Indian 
newspapers ;  and  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  knew  nothing  of  it, 
and  it  was  never  brought  under  his 
notice.  The  whole  responsibility  of  this 
injustice  and  oppression,  if  it  should  be 
upheld,  would,  therefore,  belong  to  the 
noble  Viscount  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India.  By  responsibility,  he  did  not 
mean  responsibility  to  Parliament,  which 
was  an  obsolete  and  unmeaning  phrase, 
but  that  responsibility  in  the  next  world 
which  could  not  be  evaded,  and  which 
the  noble  Viscount  would  not  be  inclined 
to  deride.  He  would  now  relate  the 
administrative  abuses  and  arbitrary  con- 
duct to  which  this  spoliation  led  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  of  the  North-West 
Provinces.  Mr.  Laidman,  who  had  de- 
cided this  case  against  the  three  Zemin- 
dars of  Arni  Ghat,  in  subsequent  pro- 
ceedings on  the  9th  of  February,  1885, 
addressed  these  Bajpoots  from  the 
Bench  with  the  words — *'  Soor!  bad- 
mash  !  haramzadeh !  "  or,  '^  ]?igs !  black- 
guards! bastards!  you  have  appealed 
our  decree  to  the  High  Court ; "  then  he 
repeated  the  bad  words,  and  told  the 
peon  to  turn  them  out  of  Court.  Captain 
Hearsey,  who  was  present  in  Court,  and 
who  had  befriended  these  Bajpoots, 
wrote  a  letter  to  The  fyiatetman  of  Calcutta 


narrating  these  unseemly  words  from 
the  Judicial  Bench.  For  this,  Sir  Alfred 
Lyall  directed  Mr.  Laidman  to  prose- 
cute Captain  Hearsey  for  defamation  ; 
he  could  not  brook  any  criticism  even  of 
an  unworthy  member  of  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice. Accordingly,  Captain  Hearsey 
was  prosecuted  in  July,  1885.  The 
Chief  Justice  summed  up  against  the 
prosecution,  and  the  jury  acquitted  Cap- 
tain Hearsey  in  five  minutes.  There 
were  seven  Christian  and  two  Native 
jurors ;  the  foreman  was  the  local  ma- 
nager of  the  Agra  Savings  Bank,  and 
another  juror  was  connected  with  an- 
other bank.  It  was  naturally  to 
have  been  expected  that  Sir  Alfred 
Lyall  "^  should  have  bowed  to  this 
judicial  decision  ;  but  their  Lordships 
would  be  astonished  to  learn  that 
he  replied  by  promoting  Mr.  Laidman 
to  a  higher  post,  with  additional 
salary  of  Es.300  a  month,  although 
he  had  just  been  shown  to  be  unfit 
for  the  Bench,  and  tainted  with  per- 
jury. It  was  also  stated  that  he  re- 
mitted, or  ordered  to  be  refunded  to  Mr. 
Laidman,  the  costs  which  had  been  given 
against  him  in  the  recent  trial.  If  the 
Secretary  of  State  should  find  that  Mr. 
Laidman's  costs  had  been  repaid  to  him 
out  of  public  money,  woula  he  direct 
that  Captain  Hearsey  also  should  be 
reimbursed  the  Hs.3,000  that  he  had 
to  pay  for  his  defence  ?  Not  satisfied 
with  that  he  wrote  a  Minute  or  Beso- 
lution,  condemnatory  of  or  adversely 
criticizing  the  Chief  Justice's  judgment, 
and  sent  it  round  in  a  semi-secret  way 
to  his  judicial  subordinates,  for  it  was 
sent  round  to  them  by  a  messenger,  with 
orders  that  they  were  to  take  note  of  it, 
but  not  take  a  copy  of  it.  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  would  hardly  be  able  to 
uphold  or  excuse  this  method  of  the 
Lieutenant  Governor  of  a  Province  of 
securing  the  respect  of  the  junior  mem- 
bers of  the  Judicial  Body  for  the  Chief 
Justice.  Their  Lordships  would  pro- 
bably be  told — and,  if  so,  he  should  en- 
tirely concur  with  the  statement — that 
Sir  Alfred  Lyall  was  a  man  of  great 
ability,  culture,  and  energy,  and  an 
ornament  of  the  Indian  Civil  Service  ; 
but  he  had  the  defect  of  caring  more  for 
the  interests  of  the  Civil  Service  than  for 
the  interests  of  the  people  of  India ;  and 
in  these  affairs  he  seemed  to  have  lost 
his  judgment  and  to  have  exemplified 
the  saying — Corruptio  oplimi  pessima. 
Sir  iJfred  Lyall  had,  however^  done  an 
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injury  to  the  Indian  Civil  Service,  since  Captain  Hearsey  stated,  in  a  Memorial 

the  PiOv-s  had  coutrasted   his  conduct  received  from  him,  that  lie  had  sent  to 

w*lh  that  of  Lord  Eoay  in  the  Cambay  the  Viceroy  a  Petition  for  transmission 

case;   and  many  would  be  led  to  say  to  the  Secretary  of  State.  He  (Viscount 

that  the   Lieutenant  Governorships  of  Cross)    did   not   propose   to   take  any 

Bengal  and  the  North- West  Provinces  action,  unless  he  received  a  represen- 

ought  to  be  filled  up  by  men  f lesh  from  tation  on  the  subject  from  or   through 

England,  and  not  by  members  of  the  the   Government  of  India  in  the  ordi- 

Civil  Service.  The  wrong  done  under  the  nary  course. 

sanction  of  the  liieutenant  Governor  Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
had  borne  fruit,  and  formed  a  precedent,  said,  that  he  was  satisfied  with  the 
Quite  recently,  the  municipality  of  Mus-  noble  Viscount's  reply,  as  the  matter 
soorie,  when  wanting  a  piece  of  land  for  was  under  the  examination  of  the  Indian 
the  disposal  of  their  sewage,  offered  Government,  and  he  would  withdraw 
Rs.  10,000  to  their  Vice  President  for  a  the  Motion.  The  noble  Viscount,  how- 
piece  belonging  to  him;  later  they  ever,  had  been  misinformed  as  to  the 
wanted  to  take   for  Rs.  1,000    only   a  appeal. 

plot  from  the  villagers  of  Kiajr  Kuly,        Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  wUh- 

half   the   size   of  that  for   which   they  drawn, 
had  offered  Rs.  10,000.     These  villagers 

escaped  from  expropriation,  because  the        ^RISH  LAND  LAW  BILL.-(No.  68.) 
medical  officer  would  not  allow  this  land  »».,    r    ^  n  -      c,c»,^^ 

to  be  used  for  the  purpose,  as  it  would  ^^^^  ^''^  ^''"^'^  ^''^>  ^'"^  Cadogan.) 

have  contaminated  the  water  going  to  committee. 

the  Goorkha  lines.     The    municipality       Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 

was  now  attempting  to  expropriate  some  put  into  Committee  read, 
other  villagers  for  an  inadequate  price,        ^o^  INOHIQUIN  said,  he  wished 

and  although  the  matter  was  not  legally  ^^      .^^  ^^^  ^j^^^  ^j^^^  ^,^^  Bi^  ^^  ^^^ 

concluded,  the  municipality  had  taken  ^  ^^^^^^  ^^         ^^^  Majesty's  Govern- 

possession  of  the  land  and   placed  its  ^^^^  ^^^   ^^^^^^^  ^^J^  ^^^^  y^^  ^^. 

hlthuponit.    He  concluded  by  moving  ^j^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^  important  part  of 

for  a  copy  of  Sir  Alfred  Lyall  s  Resolu-  ^^^  ^y^  j^  ^  ^^^^^^  ^     /'  r^,, 

tion   on   the  Judgment    of    the    Chief  ^^^  proposed  to  omit  the  three  Clauses 

•'^®^^^®-  21,  22,  and  23  in  the  Bill,  dealing  with 

Moved,  ''  For  a  Copy  of  Sir  Alfred  tho  power  of  the  Court  to  stay  eviction. 

Lyairs  Resolution  on  the  Judgment  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  County  Court,  and 

the  Chief  Justice."— (7%<j  Lord  Stanley  the  power,  in  certain  cases,  to  continue 

o/Alderktf,)  the  tenant  in  his  holding,  notwithstaud- 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  fob  iog  his  bankruptcy,  and  substitute  new 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross),  in  reply,  said,  clauses  for  them  of  vital  importance  to 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  enter  into  the  Irish  landlords  generally.  Now  those 
subject  of  future  legislation,  or  discuss  clauses  had  been  in  tho  hands  of  noble 
the  question  generally  ;  he  would  con-  Lords  but  a  very  short  time,  and  they 
tent  himself  with  simply  answering  the  contained  very  important  provisions 
Question  put  before  him.  On  the  first  indeed,  and,  although  he  for  one  and, 
two  clauses  of  the  Question,  it  would  be  he  believed,  other  Irish  landlords  were 
enough  to  say  that  the  decision  of  the  perfectly  ready  to  consider  those  Amend- 
subordinate  Judge  of  Dehra  Dun  in  the  ments,  if  poiisible,  in  a  favourable  man- 
case  referred  to  by  tho  noble  Lord  was  ner,  they  still  folt  that  the  Amend- 
appealed  against  in  tho  Higli  Court  of  meats  in  question  were  of  such  vital 
the  North-West  Provinces  by  the  ten-  importance  that  some  time  ought  to  be 
ants;  that  their  appeal  was  dismissed  given,  not  only  for  Irish  Landlords  to 
with  costs,  their  own  counsel  admitting  consult  among  themselves  as  to  whether 
that  he  had  no  case  ;  and  that  if  there  they  met  the  objections  previously 
had  been  in  the  decision  appealed  raised,  but  also  that  they  might  be  able 
against  either  any  failure  in  substantial  to  refer  the  new  clauses  to  those  in  Ire- 
justice  or  any  defect  in  the  form  of  pro-  land  who  were  best  able  to  judge,  in 
cedure,  it  would  certainly  have  been  order  that  they  might  have  their  opi- 
taken  notice  of  by  the  High  Court.  As  nions  to  strengthem  them  in  any  action 
regards  tho  third  clause  of  the  Question,  they  might  think  fit  to  take  in   that 

Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley 
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House.  He  wished  to  know  whether, 
Bupposiog  their  Lordehips  agreed  to 
accept  temporarily  those  three  clauses, 
the  Government  would  consent  to  re- 
commit the  Bill  subsequently  in  order 
that  noble  lords  might  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  carefully  considering  them, 
and,  perhaps,  proposing  Amendments 
upon  them  if  they  were  so  advised. 

ViscouKT  MIDLETONsaid,  he  tliought 
the  Amendments  met  the  objections 
raised  on  the  second  reading  only  to  a 
limited  extent.  Ho  objected  to  the 
clauses  as  they  now  stood,  however,  not 
on  the  ground  that  he  did  not  wish  to 
see  some  equitable  jurisdiction  given  to 
County  Court  Judges,  or  whoever  were 
to  be  the  authorities  eventually  under 
the  Act ;  but,  because  he  did  not  believe 
that  those  County  Court  Judges  could 
overtake  the  work  which  would  be 
thrown  upon  them  if  the  clauses  passed 
in  their  present  form.  He  had  taken 
considerable  trouble  to  ascertain,  and 
found  that  authorities  in  Ireland  and 
elsewhere  entirely  coincided  with  him  on 
that  point.  Time  ought  to  be  given  for 
inquiries  into  the  matter,  and  he  should 
be  exceedingly  glad  if  the  Government 
could  see  their  way  to  accept  the  sugges- 
tion of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Inchi- 
quin)  and  leave  those  subjects  an  open 
question  until  the  other  clauses,  to  which 
fie  believed  very  little  serious  objection 
would  now  be  made,  had  been  con- 
sidered. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  would 
suggest  as  the  most  convenient  way  outof 
the  difficulty,  that  their  Lordships  should 
that  evening  proceed  seriatim  with  the 
first  20  clauses  of  the  Bill,  and  that  on 
coming  then  to  the  three  new  clauses, 
the  Government  should  consent  to  re- 
port Progress,  in  order  that  they  might 
resume  again  on  Thursday  next.  In 
doing  that  they  would  have  made  very 
considerable  progress  with  the  measure, 
and  one  of  the  objects  that  would  be 
accomplished  by  that  course  would  be 
that  their  Lordships  would  be  able  to 
consider  those  very  important  and  inter 
esting  clauses,  which  required  to  be 
weighed  in  every  line  before  becoming 
the  law  of  the  land,  besides  which  they 
shoidd  have  a  statement  and  explanation 
from  the  Government  of  the  real  import 
and  bearing  of  the  clauses. 

The  Ea.rl  of  MILLTOWN  was  under- 
stood  to  express  himself  in  a  similar 
•ensQ. 


The  PEIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) said,  that  lie  agreed  with  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord 
Fitzgerald)  that  they  should  go  into 
Committee  at  once  ;  but  with  regard  to 
the  question  as  to  what  their  Lordships 
should  do  when  they  came  to  the  2l8t 
clause,  he  should  be  sorry  if  the  House 
then  came  to  a  Resolution  such  as  that 
suggested  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  to  adjourn  for  another  considerable 
period.  He  did  not  think  anything 
would  be  gained  by  that  course.  If 
noble  Lords  were  not  able  to  ascertain 
the  import  and  bearing  of  the  clauses 
now,  they  were  not  likely  to  do  so  by 
Friday.  The  Government  felt  the  ex- 
treme difficulty  of  the  subject  in  framing 
the  clauses  so  as  to  meet  every  view. 
That  had  been  felt  by  everybody  who 
had  attempted  to  deal  with  it.  It  was 
not  only  difficult  in  itself,  by  reason  of 
the  state  of  the  law,  but  on  account  of 
the  strangely  varying  testimony  with 
respect  to  the  probable  bearing  of  each 
portion  of  the  clauses  as  originally 
drawn.  It  required,  they  might  say, 
an  expert  to  know  what  Irish  tenants 
would  do,  and  what  Irish  County  Court 
Judges  would  do ;  but  ttie  worst  of  it 
was  that  experts  were  not  yet  agreed 
upon  the  subject,  and  they  directly 
differed  with  each  other  upon  it,  and, 
therefore,  there  was  undoubtedly  more 
than  usual  perplexity  and  difficulty  in 
adapting  the  language  of  the  clauses  to 
the  necessities  of  the  legislation  the  Go- 
vernment had  in  view.  Ho  should  be 
extremely  sorry  if  their  Lordships,  when 
they  reached  these  clauses,  were  to  ad- 
journ. What  the  Government  wanted 
was  not  an  adjournment,  but  discussion, 
in  order  to  hear  from  noble  Lords  pre- 
cisely what  were  the  objections  which 
they  took  to  the  new  clauses.  By  an 
adjournment  before  they  came  to  the 
clauses,  they  would  be  as  much  in  the 
dark  as  ever  as  to  what  noble  Lords 
thought.  It  was  important  to  know 
what  the  danger  was  which  certain 
noble  Lords  anticipated  ;  and  they  could 
not  consider  how  the  language  of  the 
clauses  should  best  be  drawn,  in  order 
to  meet  these  apprehensions  until  they 
knew  where  the  danger  lay.  He  would, 
therefore,  deprecate  any  proposal  which 
would  prevent  a  full  discussion  of  the 
clauses.    If,  after  the  clauses  had  been 
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diecassed,  and  they  had  gone  through 
the  Bill,  it  should  be  the  pleasure  of 
the  House  to  recommit  the  Bill  as  to 
these  clauses,  that  would  be  perfectly  in 
Order,  and  might,  perhaps,  meet  the 
views  of  some  of  those  who  had  spoken 
on  this  subject.  It  was  the  desire  of 
the  Government  to  give  every  facility 
for  bringing  this  Bill  into  accordance 
with  the  feelings  of  noble  Lords  so  far 
as  it  was  consistent  with  the  main  object 
of  the  Bill.  He  would,  therefore,  re- 
commend that  they  should  go  on  with 
the  Bill  that  night ;  and  if  they  did  not 
finish  it,  they  might  do  so  on  Friday, 
and  might  then  recommit  it  to  some  day 
after  that. 

The  Earl  of  KILMOREY  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  al- 
low an  adjournment  after  reaching  the 
21sk  clause,  in  consideration  of  the  vital 
importance  of  the  question  to  those  who 
were  Irish  landowners. 

House  in  Oommittee. 

Abrakoement  of  Glauses. 

Amendments  of  General  Application. 

Olause  1  (Leaseholders). 

Lord  FITZGERALD,  in  moving,  as 
an  Amendment,  in  page  1,  line  12,  after 
the  word  "holding,"  the  insertion  of  the 
words  '*  and  if  such  lessee  so  elects," 
said,  the  effect  of  it  would  be  that  it 
should  only  be  on  the  desire  of  the 
leaseholder  that  he  should  be  admitted 
to  the  benefits  of  the  Act  of  1881.  No 
application  for  revision  of  a  lease  could 
thus  be  made  by  a  landlord.  The  im- 
portance of  this  Bill  could  not  be  over- 
estimated, and  every  word  of  it  required 
to  be  considered,  and  every  provision 
read,  with  the  greatest  care.  The 
original  idea  of  the  Act  of  1881  had 
been  to  provide  protection  to  yearly 
tenants  against  what  might  prove  to  be 
excessive  rents,  and  also  to  give  them 
security  of  tenure.  He  could  never  see 
why  leaseholders  were  not  admitted  to 
the  benefits  of  the  Aot  of  1881  ;  but  he 
would  point  out  that  they  ought  only  to 
be  so  on  different  torms  from  those  given 
to  yearly  tenants.  That  exclusion  had 
created  great  discontent.  It  was  now 
proposed  that  leaseholders,  without 
waiting  for  the  expiration  of  their 
leases,  8}ir)uld  be  at  once  brou;|^ht  within 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  He  only  re- 
gretted that  the  principle  was  not  carried 
further,  and  extended  to  all  leases,  with- 
out hnny  confinol  to  those   expiring 

TA3  Mjirjiicis  of  Salitbwi/ 


within  60  years  of  the  passing  of  the 
Land  Act.  A  Bill  extending  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  of  1881  to  all  lease- 
holders at  the  election  of  the  lessee  had 
been  read  a  second  time  with  the  assent 
of  the  Leader  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  it  was  backed  by  Mr.  T.  W. 
Russell,  Lord  Ernest  Hamilton,  Mr. 
Lea,  Mr.  Johnston,  and  Mr.  Sinclair, 
all  Members,  he  believed,  representing 
the  North  of  Ireland.  There  was,  how- 
ever, a  large  class  of  leaseholders  who 
did  not  want  their  leases  interfered 
with,  and  who  looked  with  alarm  at  this 
impending  legislation  which  would  re- 
duce them  to  yearly  tenancies.  In  some 
cases,  where  the  leaseholder  would  find 
his  lease  broken  without  his  having  a 
voice  in  the  matter,  the  rent  he  would 
have  to  pay  might  be  larger  than  that 
which  he  had  paid  before,  owing  to  his 
having  had  a  lease  fixed  at  a  low  rent. 
He,  therefore,  proposed  the  Amendment 
to  meet  such  cases  of  leaseholders  who 
did  not  wish  to  have  their  leases  broken. 

Amendment  moved^  in  page  1,  line  12, 
after  (''holding,")  to  insert  (**and  if 
such  lessee  so  elects.") — {The  Lwrd  Fits- 
gerald.) 

The  lord  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadooan)  said,  that  the  Government 
found  it  impossible  to  accede  to  the 
Amendment ;  because,  if  it  were  carried 
out,  it  would  result  in  a  one-sided  and 
unfair  state  of  things.  No  doubt,  it  was 
the  object  of  the  Bill  to  give  relief  in 
cases  where  it  was  required ;  but  he  was 
not  aware  that  that  relief  should  be  given 
to  the  leaseholder  and  not  to  the  landlord. 
If  the  Amendment  were  agreed  to,  the 
tenant  would  have  a  right  to  go  into  the 
Land  Court  and  have  his  lease  broken, 
whereas  the  landlord  would  have  no  such 
right  to  break  a  lease  if  he  so  desired. 
Ho  therefore  hoped  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  Fitzgerald)  would 
not  press  the  Amendment. 

Lord  HERSOHELL  said,  he  thought 
that,  in  one  sense,  it  might  be  described 
as  one-sided ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  if 
tlie  clause  were  adopted  without  amend- 
ment, it  would  result  in  a  great  hard- 
ship to  many  tenants  who  were  now 
holding  under  leases,  because  it  was  not 
a  mere  question  of  rent.  By  the  Act  of 
1 88 1 ,  a  landlord  could  resume  possession 
of  a  farm  for  his  own  purposes,  or  for 
those  of  a  relation  ;  and  a  farm  held  by 
a  leaseholder  would  be  placed  in  thd 
same  position.    The  object  of  the  Bill 
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was  to  produce  satisfaction  and  content, 
by  the  giving  of  relief  to  leaseholders ; 
but  unless  the  Amendment  was  agp*eed 
to,  though  the  clause  would  give  great 
satisfaction  to  those  who  were  entitled 
to  go  into  Court  and  have  their  rents  re- 
duced, it  would  produce  great  dissatis- 
faction amongst  others  who  came  to  get 
the  reverse  of  a  benefit  in  order  that 
their  neighbours  might  be  benefited.  It 
was  not  merely  that  the  landlord  would 
be  entitled  to  have  the  rent  fixed  in  the 
lease  raised,  but  the  clause  would,  under 
certain  circumstances,  entitle  him  to  re- 
sume possession.  r**No,  no!"]  Yes; 
for  the  tenant  would  be  thrown  into  the 
position  of  a  tenant  under  the  Land  Act 
of  1881,  and  that  measure  enabled  a 
landlord,  for  certain  purposes,  to  resume 
possession.  The  clause,  unless  altered 
as  suggested  by  the  Amendment,  would 
create  great  disatisfaction  and  discon- 
tent. 

Thb  Earl  of  LEITRIM:  said,  that,  in 
the  interests  of  the  Irish  landlords,  they 
ought  to  support  the  Amendment.  It 
might  appear  rather  one-sided;  but 
BtiU,  with  nis  knowledge  of  the  North 
of  Ireland,  he  thought  the  clause  required 
to  be  amended  in  the  direction  suggested. 
He  did  not  believe  the  working  of  the 
clause,  as  it  stood,  would  be  satisfac- 
tory from  the  tenants'  point  of  view 
where  land  was  held  at  a  low  rent.  It 
would  be  repugnant  to  any  good  land- 
lord to  break  his  tenant's  lease  against 
the  will  of  such  tenant ;  and,  speaking 
as  an  Irish  landlord,  he  appealed  to 
noble  Lords  who  owned  lana  in  Ireland 
to  support  the  Amendment,  as  being  the 
course  which  Irish  landlords  who  had 
not  seats  in  the  House  would  themselves 
take. 

Lord  THBING  said,  he  thought  the 
Bill  would  be  most  unfair  to  mortgagees, 
by  breaking  leases  which  might  recently 
have  been  pledged  as  valuable  securities. 

Earl  CADOQAN  said,  the  lease  would 
not  be  at  once  broken,  but  only  in  cer- 
tain eventualities. 

Lord  THEINGF,  continuing,  said,  the 
clause  would  break  every  lease  in  Ire- 
land, even  if  the  tenant  was  perfectly 
satisfied  with  his  position.  [^Ministerial 
ertei  of  *•  No,  no ! "]  Such  would,  un- 
doubtedly, be  the  effect  of  the  Bill.  It 
would  work  immense  injustice. 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  said,  he 
felt  bound  to  corroborate  the  statement 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Thring).     The  clause  would  at  once 


break  every  lease  in  Ireland,  for  all 
would  be  brought  under  the  direct  action 
of  the  Bill.  He  could  not  see  why  the  Go- 
vernment should  object  to  the  Amend- 
ment. It  was  only  in  appearance,  and 
not  in  reality,  that  the  Amendment  was 
one-sided.  The  fact  that  the  law  en- 
abled A  to  have  his  lease  broken  ought 
in  no  way  to  pjive  the  landlord  the  right 
of  breaking  B's  lease  against  B's  will. 
Because  one  leaseholder  got  his  rent  re- 
duced, another  leaseholder  ought  not  to 
be  liable  to  have  his  raised.  If  one  man 
were  concerned  in  both  operations,  it 
would  be  just,  but  different  men  were 
concerned.  He  could  not  imagine  that 
there  was  a  landlord  in  Ireland  who, 
having  given  a  beneficial  lease  to  a  re- 
spectable tenant,  would  wish  to  break 
it,  merely  because  another  tenant,  whose 
circumstances  were  different, was  enabled 
by  law  to  get  rid  of  his  lease.  He  under- 
stood and  appreciated  the  reasons  which 
induced  the  Government  to  admit  lease- 
holders to  the  benefits  of  the  Land  Act ; 
but  he  could  not  approve  the  limitation 
of  those  benefits  in  the  manner  proposed 
by  this  clause.  The  Government  had 
accepted  the  state  of  the  law  as  they  had 
inherited  it  from  their  Predecessors,  and 
were  not  responsible  for  it.  They  retained 
their  former  objection  to  the  principle  ; 
but  they  thought  it  necessary  to  admit 
these  leaseholders  to  the  benefit  of  the 
Act.  He  could  not  admit  that  it  was  a 
real  and  just  corollary  that  when  lease- 
holders wished  to  remain  with  their 
leases,  they  should  be  forced  to  give  them 
up. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND  (Lord  Ashbourne)  said,  that  by 
the  legislation  introduced  in  1881,  the 
holders  of  leases  which  would  expire  in 
60  years  after  that  date  were  given  the 
right  of  continuing  in  possession  as  pre- 
sent tenants  after  the  expiration  of  the 
lease.  The  present  Bill  assumed  that 
the  60  years  had  now  expired,  and  gave 
at  once  to  leaseholders  the  same  status 
which  they  would  acquire  under  the 
Act  of  1881  after  the  lapse  of  more 
than  50  years.  They  would,  in  fact, 
become  present  tenants,  subject  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  of  the  leases  held 
by  them.  Under  the  clause  under  con- 
sideration the  provisions  of  each  lease 
would,  therefore,  remain  effective  until 
either  the  landlord  or  the  tenant  should 
object  to  them.  He  would  ask  if  it  was 
reasonable  to  have  an  entirely  one-sided 
arrangement  by  which  one  of  the  parties 
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would  have  the  right  to  examine  iDto 
the  rent,  while  the  other  would  be  de- 
nied the  riglit  of  saying  a  word  on  the 
subject  ?  The  unanimous  report  of  the 
Cowper  Commission  was  to  the  efFect 
that  lessors,  as  well  as  lessees,  should 
have  a  right  of  application,  and  all  the 
evidence  that  he  had  read  taken  by  the 
Commission  supported  that  part  of  the 
Heport  The  broad  question  before  them 
was  whether  they  were  to  give  an  option 
to  the  tenant  alone,  and  give  no  voice 
to  the  landlord.  To  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  unable  to  assent,  and,  there- 
fore, they  could  not  agree  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend. 

Tub  Duke  of  AHQYLL  said,  his  first 
feeling  on  reading  the  clause  was  en- 
tirely in  favour  oi  the  contention  of  the 
Government ;  but  further  consideration, 
and  hearing  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Leitrim)  to-night,  had 
induced    grave    doubts    in   his    mind, 
whether  this  would  be  a  power  which 
the    landlords    of   Ireland     would    be 
able  to  exercise.    Most  of  the  witnesses 
examined  before  Lord  Cowper's  Com- 
mission had  also  expressed  the  opinion 
that  the  right  to  break  a  lease  ought 
not  to  be  given  to  the  landlord.    If  a 
landlord  had  one  tenant  holding  on  a 
lease  at  a  rent  which  would  probably  be 
reduced  on  application,  and  two  others 
holding  on  very  low  rents,  he  asked  any 
of  their  Lordships  whether,  if  ho  were 
placed  in  that  position,  and  the  tenant 
holding  at  a  high  rent  went  and  got  his 
lease  broken,  he  would  go  to  the  other 
two  tenants  and  say  that  because  the 
one  tenant  had  got  his  lease  broken, 
and  his  rent  reviewed,   he  must  take 
proceedings  in  order  to  have  their  rents 
reviewed  also  ?    So  strong  was  his  feel- 
ing in  favour  of  covenant,  that  he  should 
feel  that  to  be  a  dishonourable  act.    No 
Act  of  Parliameut  would  ever   induce 
him  to  go  to  these  men  and  address 
them  in  such  language.     He  rejoiced  to 
hear  from  a  noble  Earl,  who  was  an 
Irish  landlord,  the  true  sentiment  which 
he  believed  would  animate  the  great 
majority  of  Irish  landlords.     He  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  felt  strongly  against  the 
whole  principle  of  the  clause.     He  ad- 
mitted the  argument  that  if  leases  were 
broken  in  Ireland  at  all,  they  should  bo 
broken  all  over  the  country  ;  but,  look- 
ing at  its  abstract  application,  he  felt 
that  the  clause  as  it  now  stood,  and  with- 
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out  the  Amendment,  would  be  likely  to 
create  the  greatest  possible  dissatisfac- 
tion in  particular  parts  of  Ireland,  and, 
at  the  Eatne  time,  fail  to  supply  honour* 
able  and  generous  landlords  with  any 
advantage.  Good  landlords  would  never 
break  one  man's  lease  with  a  view  to  an 
augmentation  of  rent  because  the  leases 
of  other  tenants  had  been  broken  with 
the  result  that  their  rents  had  been  re- 
duced. To  break  a  lease  with  such  an 
object  in  view  would  be  what  he  would 
again  call  a  dishonourable  act,  and  he 
did  not  think  so  meanly  of  Irish  land- 
lords as  to  believe  them  to  be  capable  of 
it. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
sincerely  hoped  the  Government  would 
see  their  way  to  retain  the  provision  in 
thoir  Bill.  If  there  was  an  advantage 
given  to  one  side  it  should  be  given  to 
the  other.  He  maintained  that  a  man 
had  a  right  to  elect  whether  he  would 
come  under  the  Bill  or  not. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN  said, 
that  the  clause  made  it  possible  to  break 
all  leases  ;  but  he  would  ask — was  there 
a  single  landlord  who,  because  he  lost 
over  one  lease,  would  break  another 
lease  to  the  disadvantage  of  his  tenants  ? 
He  thought  that  was  a  sufficient  argu- 
ment to  make  him  vote  for  his  noble 
Friend. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
hoped  they  would  have  some  notice 
taken  of  the  point  raised  as  to  mort- 
gages. 

Lord  MACNAGHTEN  expressed  the 
hope  that  the  Government  would  accept 
the  Amendment.  

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  would  point  out  that,  besides  the 
rights  of  tenants,  there  were  also  rights 
of  public  law  to  be  considered  ;  and  the 
question  was,  what  had  they  a  right  to 
do  in  respect  to  those  landlords  who  were 
not  all  represented  in  that  House,  and 
whose  rights  deserved  consideration  from 
them  as  well  as  the  rights  of  tenants. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Thring)  said  that  the  Government 
did  not  dissemble  their  dislike  to  the  Act 
of  18S1  ;  but  he  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) must  say  that  that  Act,  so  far  as 
it  dealt  with  fair  rent,  professed,  at  least, 
to  be  scrupulously  impartial  between 
landlord  and  tenant;  and  it  provided 
that,  if  the  tenant  might  obtain  a  re- 
duction of  too  large  a  rent,  the  landlord 
might  obtain  an  increase  of  too  smaU  i^ 
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Teat.  The  object  of  the  Act,  in  short, 
was  to  give  a  fair  rent.  Well,  it  was 
found  by  a  great  many  leaseholders  that 
it  was  a  great  hardship  on  them  to  be 
excluded  from  that  legislation,  and  there- 
fore it  was  proposed  that  they  should  be 
put  in  the  same  position  as  the  tenants 
whose  lot  they  envied.  But  the  Govern- 
ment were  now  told  that  they  were  not 
to  follow  the  precedent  of  the  Act  of 
1881  ;  that  they  were  to  enable  the  rent 
to  be  reduced  when  too  high,  but  that 
they  were  not  to  let  it  be  raised  if  it 
were  too  low.  On  what  ground  was  that 
proposed  ?  If  the  landlords  were  a  race 
with  no  rights,  then  he  could  understand 
it ;  but  if  Parliament  was  to  bold  the 
balance  between  the  two  parties,  surely 
Parliament  would  first  treat  the  lease- 
holders as  they  had  treated  the  tenants- 
at- will,  and  allow  rents  to  be  raised  when 
they  ought  to  be  raised,  and  lowered 
when  they  ought  to  be  lowered.  As  to 
mortgagees,  it  was  said — '*  Suppose  that 
the  mortgage  had  been  obtamed  upon 
the  property  subject  to  this  low  rent;  if 
you  raise  the  rent,  you  destroy  the 
security  of  the  mortgagee."  Well,  but 
it  did  not  occur  to  the  noble  Lord  who 
said  that,  that  the  same  thing  might 
happen  in  the  opposite  direction,  and 
that  where  a  landlord  had  leased  his 
property  and  built  himself  a  comfortable 
house,  and  possibly  mortgaged  his  land 
on  the  security  of  the  leases,  he  might 
find,  if  this  Amendment  were  adopted, 
his  house  too  large  for  him  and  his 
mortgages  broken.  He  would  remind 
the  Committee  that  there  were  poor  land- 
lords as  well  as  poor  tenants  in  Ireland, 
and  he  wanted  them  to  mete  out  to  the 
poor  landlords  the  same  justice  that  they 
meted  out  to  the  poor  tenant.  He  asked 
for  no  advantage  for  the  one  over  the 
other  in  dealing  between  man  and  man. 
The  Eabl  of  SELBOENE  said,  he 
would  point  out  that  in  the  case  of  yearly 
tenants,  either  party  could,  by  a  short 
notice,  .put  an  end  to  the  tenancy ;  and 
as  within  those  limits  of  time,  either 
party  could  alter  the  terms  of  the  hold- 
ing, it  was  manifestly  reasonable  to  say 
that  that  there  should  be  the  reciprocal 
right  to  £^  into  Court  and  have  the  rent 
revised.  But  now  they  had  two  classes 
to  consider  besides  the  landlords.  They 
had  the  tenants,  who  had  a  fixed  term 
and  wished  to  give  it  up,  and  they  had 
the  tenants  who  had  a  fixed  term  and 
did  not  wish  to  give  it  ttp ;  and  he  oould 


not  see  why  they  should  g^ve  away  the 
estate  of  the  one  because  they  thought 
there  were  reasons  of  policy  for  helping 
the  other  to  relieve  themselves  from  a 
position  in  which  they  did  not  like  to 
remain. 

Earl  COWPER  said,  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission had  recommended  that  on  every 
occasion  when  the  rents  had  been  made 
as  low,  or  lower  than  Griffith's  valua- 
tion, the  landlord  should  not  have  power 
to  bring  the  tenants  into  Court.  The 
Government  had  paid  no  attention  to 
that  recommendation.  As  he  had  to 
decide  between  the  Amendment  and 
allowing  leases  of  all  kinds,  however 
low,  to  be  brought  into  Court,  he  thought 
he  should  be  acting  least  contrary  to  the 
recommendation  which  he  had  signed, 
in  common  with  the  other  Members  of 
the  Commission,  if  he  voted  for  the 
Amendment. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  divided: 
-—Contents  62 ;  Not-Contents  130:  Ma- 
jority 68. 
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HaUbury,  L.  {L,  Chan'  Ha  warden,  V.      {E.  ds 

eellor.)  Mont  ait.) 

Cranbrook,  V.    (L.  Sidmouth,  V. 

President.)  Torrington,  V. 
Cadogan,  E.  (L.  Privy 

Seal.)  Alington,  L. 

Ardllaun,  L. 

BackinghamandCban-  ABbboume,  L. 

dos,  D.  Aveland,  L. 

Portland,  D.  Balfour  of  Hurley,  L. 

Balinhard*  L.   (Js. 

Abercom,  M.  (2).  Aber-  SSoutheth  ) 

corn.)  Braybrooke,  L. 

Abergavenny,  M.  Brodrick,  L.  ( V.\Midle- 

Bristol,  M.  t(m.) 

Hertford,  M.  Brougham  and  Vaux, 

Salisbury,  M.  L. 

Carysfort,      L.       [E. 

Amherst,  E.  Carytfort.) 

Annesley,  E.  Chelmsford,  L. 

Aylesford,  E.  Clanwilliam,  L.     (E, 

Bathurst,  E.  ClantoUliam.) 

Belmore,  E.  Clifton,  L.  {S.  Dam- 

Buckinghamshire,  E.  Uy.) 

Clonmell,  E.  Cloncurry,  L. 

Coventry,  E.  Colchester,  L. 

Dartmouth,  E.  Colville  of  Culross,  L. 

Dartrey,  E.  de  Ros,  L. 

Denbigh,  E.  Deramore,  L. 

Doncaster,  E.  (Z>.  BuC'  Digby,  L. 

eUtteh    and    Queent^  Dinevor,  L. 

herry.)  Egerton,  L. 

Feversham,  E.  EUenborough,  L. 

Hare  wood,  E.  Esher,  L. 

Harrowby,  E.  Fermanagh,    L.      (£,'. 

Kilmorey,  E.  Eme.\ 

Lanesborough,  E.  Foxfora,  L:  {E.  Lime' 

Lindsay,  E.  riek.)         [Teller.] 

Lucan,  E.  Gage,  L.     (V,  Oage.) 

Macclesfield,  E.  Granard,  L.    {E,  Ora^ 

Mar,  E.  nard.) 

Mar  and  Kellie,  E.  Harlech,  L. 

MiUtown,  E.  Harris,  L. 

Morton,  E.  Hartismere,    L.      {L, 

Nelson,  E.  Henniker.) 

Northesk,  E.  Hillingdon,  L. 

Onslow,  E.  Hopetoun,  L.       (E. 

Orkney,  E.  Hopetoun.) 

Pembroke  and  Mont-  Howard  de  Walden,  L. 

gromery,  E.  Hylton,  L. 

Powis,  E.  Inchiquin,  L. 

Kavensworth,  E.  Kenlis,  L.  (M,  Head' 

Romnoy,  E.  fort.) 

liosse,  E.  Ker,  L.   {M.  Lothian,) 

Kosslyn,  E.  Kintore,  L.    (J?.  Kin' 

Scarborough,  E.  tore.)           {Teller.'] 

Stanhope,  E.  Lamington,  L. 

Strathmore  and  King-  Leconfield,  L. 

horn,  E.  Lurgan,  L. 

Tankerville,  E.  Lyveden,  L. 

Verulam,  E.  Massy,  L. 

Waldegrave,  E.  Minster,        L.       (JT. 

Yarborougb,  E.  Conyngham.) 

Zetland,  E.  Montagu  of  Beaulieu, 

L. 

Bangor,  V.  Moore,  L.    (M,  Droy- 

Bridport,  V.  heda.) 

Cross,  V.  Mostyn,  L. 

Exmoulh,  V.  O'Neill,  L. 

Gough,  V.  Penryhn,  L. 

Hardinge,  V.  Polwarlh,  L. 


Stratheden  and  Camp* 
bell,  L. 

Templemore,  L. 

Tollemache,  L. 

Wemyss,  L.  ( B. 

Wemyee.) 

Wigan,  Ij.  {E.  Craw- 
ford and  Balearree.) 

Winmarleighy  L. 

Wynford,  L. 

Zouche  of  Haxyng- 
worih,  li. 


Rodney,  L. 

RoRS,  L.  {E.  Glasgow.) 

Rossmore,  L. 

Rowton,  L. 

Saint  Oswald,  L. 

Saltersford,  L.     {B, 

Courtown.) 
Scarsdale,  L. 
Shute,  L.  ( V,  Barring' 

ton.) 
Sinclair,  L. 
Stanley  of  Preston,  L. 
Stewart  of  Garlics,  L. 

{E.  Galloway.) 

Amendment  disagreed  to. 

Amendment  tnoved^  in  page  1,  line  13, 
after  (**  conditions,")  insert  (''and  sub- 
ject to  the  same  right  of  resumption.") 
--{The  Lord  Privy  Seal,) 

Lord  HEHSGHELL  said,  he  objected 
to  the  Amendment  that  it  would  not 
merely  make  a  leaseholder  a  present 
tenant,  but  would  make  him  a  present 
tenant  with  something  less  than  the 
rights  of  a  present  tenant,  because  tho 
landlord  would  have  a  special  and  ex- 
ceptional right  of  resumption. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
it  would  be  better  that  the  Amendment 
should  stand  over  till  the  Keport. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Oonmiit- 
tee)  withdrawn. 

Lord  FITZGEKALD  said,  that  in 
consequence  of  the  decision  at  which 
their  Lordships  had  arrived,  he  would 
not  move  the  next  Amendment  which 
stood  on  the  Paper  in  his  name. 

The  Earl  of  BELMOEE  moyed  an 
Amendment,  providing  that  the  lessee 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  a  preeent 
tenant  where  substantial  consideration 
^*is  shown  by  the  said  lease  to  have 
been  given  therefor  to  the  lessor  by  the 
lessee,"  and  such  lessee  objects  to  being 
deemed  a  present  tenant. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  1,  line  18,  to  leave  out  (''has  been 
given  for  the  said  lease/')  and  insert  ("  is  shown 
by  the  said  lease  to  have  been  given  thenlor  to 
the  lessor  by  the  lessee.*')— ( The  Earl  of  Bd' 
tnore.) 

Eabl  CADOG an  said,  he  thought  the 
noble  Earl  might,  perhaps,  be  satisfied 
with  the  Amendment  he  (Earl  Cadogan) 
had  put  on  the  Paper  dealing  with  this 
point.  The  Government  preferrei  that 
Amendment  to  the  one  moved  by  the 
noble  Earl. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 
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On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Privy 
Sbal  (Earl  Oadogan),  the  following 
Amendment  made : — In  line  19,  after 
(*' lease,") insert  (''to  the  lessor  or  with 
his  knowledge  "). 

The  Duke  of  ABQYLL,  in  moving 
an  Amendment  providing  that  the  lessee 
shall  not  be  deemed  to  be  a  **  present 
tenant "  where  substantial  consideration 
has  been  given  for  the  lease  ''by  the 
lessee,  or  by  the  lessor,  and  such  lessee 
or  lessor  objects  to  the  tenant  beiug 
deemed  a  present  tenant/'  said,  the 
principle  involved  in  the  Proviso  was 
that,  in  fixing  a  fair  rent,  the  Act  of 
1 88 1  laid  down  that  the  Court  should  hear 
the  persons,  and  having  regard  to  the 
interests  of  the  landlord  and  the  tenant 
respectively,  and  considering  all  the  cir- 
camstanoes  of  the  case  and  the  holding, 
might  determine  what  a  fair  rent  was. 
Undoubtedly,  under  those  general  words, 
the  Ck>urt  ought  to  consider  what  was 
paid  on  the  one  hand  by  the  landlord, 
and  on  the  other  by  the  tenant.  But  it 
was  a  great  fallacy  to  suppose  that  the 
tenant's  was  the  only  case  worthy  of 
consideration,  and  he  thought  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Court  should  be  drawn  to  the 
valuable  consideration,  in  the  form  of 
permanent  improvements  or  otherwise, 
given  by  the  landlord.  His  object, 
therefore,  was  to  protect  the  landlord  in 
all  cases  where  he  had  given  such  valu- 
able consideration.  In  this  connection, 
he  would  relate  two  instances  which  had 
been  brought  to  his  notice,  of  tenants  of 
Lord  Lan»iowne,  against  whom  such  an 
indecent  and  unjust  persecution  was 
being  carried  on,  a  persecution  which, 
in  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  was 
thjB  most  outrageous  that  had  occurred. 
He  happened  to  have  heard  of  the  cases 
that  morning,  not  from  Lord  Lansdowne, 
because  he  had  had  no  communication 
with  him,  but  from  another  source.  Of 
the  two  persons  who  were  leaders  in  the 
agitation,  one  was  a  person  named  Dunn, 
who  held  five  contiguous  farms.  The 
agitators  pretended  that  all  the  agita- 
tion was  in  favour  of  poor  men  holding 
small  holdinga;  but  Uie  principal  agi- 
tator against  Lord  Lansdowne  was  what 
might  well  be  called  a  land-grabber, 
paying  a  rent  of  £1,367.  He  was  a 
capitimst  farmer,  and  not  a  poor  man  at 
all;  and  he  had  enjoyed  a  long  lease 
during  prosperous  times.  Look  at  the 
ou^y  to  which  Lord  Lansdowne,  had 


been  put  regarding  these  farms.  Lord 
Lansdowne  had  laid  out  £2,625  on  the 
drainage  of  these  farms,  which  sum  he 
received  by  loan  from  the  Gh)vernment 
at  6)^  per  cent,  and  for  which  Lord 
Lansdowne  was  only  charging  Mr.  Dunn 
2}  per  cent,  thereby  actually  losing 
money  largely  on  the  transaction  by 
which  this  gentleman  benefited.  The 
other  gentleman  to  whom  he  referred 
was  Mr.  Kilbride.  This  gentleman  held 
two  farms  at  a  rent  of  £760.  What 
had  Lord  Lansdowne  laid  out  on  these 
farms?  It  was  commonly,  but  most 
unjustly,  said  that  landlords  in  Ireland 
never  spent  any  money  on  their  estates. 
Lord  Lansdowne,  in  this  case,  had 
laid  out  no  less  a  sum  than  £3,179, 
which  he  had  borrowed  at  6^  per  cent. 
He  had  only  charged  this  gentleman, 
who  was  hounding  Irishmen  in  Canada 
against  the  Viceroy,  4  per  cent,  he  him- 
self paying  the  balance  of  2^^  per  cent. 
He  maintained  it  was  monstrous,  when 
there  were  plenty  of  oases  undoubtedly 
in  Ireland  of  this  kind  where  landlords 
had  expended  large  sums,  that  the 
attention  of  the  Courts  should  not  be 
directed  by  the  Act  of  Parliament  to 
cases  where  the  landlord  had  given 
valuable  consideration,  as  well  as  to 
those  cases  where  the  improvements  had 
been  effected  by  the  tenants.  Even  if 
Lord  Lansdowne  had  not  laid  out  a  single 
sixpence  he  held  that  there  was  a  case 
for  compensation.  He  did  not  know 
the  length  of  the  leases  of  those  gentle- 
men or  when  they  expired ;  but  looking 
at  the  prices  of  agricultural  produce 
during  the  last  30  years,  he  knew  that 
at  least  during  20  of  those  years,  prices 
were  so  high  that  there  was  keen  com- 
petition for  every  vacant  farm.  Seeing 
that  such  tenants  had  enjoyed  the 
benefit  of  high  prices  during  20  years, 
it  was  neither  just  nor  reasonable  that 
they  should  be  allowed  to  come  into 
Court,  and  plead  the  recent  exceptional 
prices,  and  get  a  judicial  rent  without 
the  attention  of  the  Court  being  directed 
to  circumstances  so  clamant  as  this,  and 
without  provision  being  made  for  the 
landlords  as  regards  their  expenditures. 
The  reason  of  the  case  was  quite 
manifest,  and  he  would  conclude,  there- 
fore, by  moving  the  Amendment  standing 
in  his  name. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  page  1 ,  lino  19,  to  leave  out  from  f ''  lease  ") 
to  end  of  tl^e  Proviso,  and   insert  (^*by  the 
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lessee  or  by  the  lessor,  and  sach  lessee  or  lessor 
objects  to  the  tenant  being  deemed  a  present 
tenant.")— (2%*Z>«A-c  of  Argyll.) 

Earl  OADOGAN  said,  he  quite  ap- 
preciated the  point  put  by  the  noble 
JDuke,  and,  undoubtedly,  no  better  illus- 
tration could  be  given  of  the  object  of 
the  Amendment  than  that  of  the  case 
of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Lansdowne),  which  had  created  so  much 
sympathy  all  over  the  country.  He 
would  suggest,  however,  to  the  noble 
Duke  that  his  object  was  met  by  the 
first  paragraph  on  page  2 — 

''  Provided  also,  that  when  under  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section  an  application  is  made  to 
the  Court  to  fix  a  judicial  rent  for  a  holding 
held  under  a  lease,  the  Court  shall  disallow  such 
application  if  the  Court  is  satisfied  that  the 
landlord  or  his  predecessors  in  title  has  or  have 
made  permanent  improvements  on  the  holding, 
the  unexhausted  value  of  which  improvements 
is  at  the  time  of  making  such  application  not 
less  than  four  times  the  yearly  rent  of  the 
holding." 

If  those  words  were  not  adequate  to 
meet  the  case  put  by  the  noble  Duke, 
the  Government,  sympathizing  with  the 
object,  would  consider  the  desirability 
of  amending  them. 

The  Di7K£  of  ARGYLL  said,  he  did 
not  think  the  object  he  had  in  view 
would  be  met  by  the  words  quoted ;  but 
he  would  not  press  his  Amendment  at 
the  present  stage. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) icilhdrawn. 

LoBD  FITZGERALD  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  omit  altogether  the  first 
paragraph  on  page  2,  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Cadogan).  He  urged 
that  whereas  the  Bill  was  promoted  with 
a  view  to  removing  discontent  and  every 
sense  of  injustice,  the  paragraph  in 
question  would  involve  a  most  com- 
plicated inquiry  and  litigation,  and  be  a 
source  of  dissatisfaction  besides  being 
wholly  unnecessary. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  to  omit 
the  first  sub-section. — {The  Lord  Fitz- 
gerald.) 

Lord  CASTLETOWN  earnestly  con- 
demned the  tribunals  which  had  to  carry 
out  the  Act  of  18dl. 

Thk  Marquess  op  SALISBURY  said, 
that  in  the  particular  case  of  improve- 
ments mentioned  in  the  clause,  it  was 
necessary  that  they  should  have  some 
technical  words,  as  there  was  a  natural 


prejudice  in  all  minds  against  people 
who  did  not  follow  the  ordinary  praotioe 
of  the  country-side,  and  therefore  he 
thought  that  they  could  hardly  trust  the 
Court  to  deal  with  the  matter  without 
words  of  this  nature  being  inserted. 
Whether  four  times  the  yearly  rent  was 
not  too  much  for  a  calculation  of  the 
unexhausted  value  of  the  improvements, 
he  was  not  certain,  and  they  were  willing 
to  consider  any  Amendments  upon  thai 
subject.  Some  limitation,  however,  wu 
necessary.  He  would  frankly  confess  to 
noble  Lords  from  Ireland,  that  it  was 
not  merely  a  care  for  Irish  property  that 
had  led  the  Government  to  introdaoe 
this  clause.  They  were  not  only  anadoiu 
to  do  what  was  popular  and  was  the 
cause  of  contentment,  but  also  to  leave 
upon  the  Statute  Book  nothing  but  pro- 
visions that  were  just  in  themselves; 
because  they  knew  from  experience,  that 
injustice  was  prolific,  and  that  an  unjust 
enactment  placed  upon  the  Statute  Book 
would  produce  others  still  more  unjust 
He  was  anxious  that  they  should  draw  a 
broad  line  of  distinction  between  what 
was  alleged  to  have  created  the  neoeesitj 
for  such  legislation  in  Ireland — namely, 
the  practice  of  the  tenants  making  im- 
provements, and  the  case  which  existed 
in  both  parts  of  this  Island.  It  was  veiy 
important  that  that  distinction  should 
be  clearly  established,  and,  therefore, 
that  some  such  provision  as  this  should 
be  placed  on  the  Statute  Book,  especially 
when  they  were  taking  such  an  ezcep- 
tional  step  as  breaking  leases. 

Thb  Earl  of  EOf  BERLEY  said,  he 
felt  bound  to  protest  against  the  idea 
that  they  had  Courts  in  Ireland  adminis- 
tering Land  Laws  which  could  not  be 
trusted,  and  he  thought  that  any  legis- 
lation which  rested  upon  that  contention 
must  be  vicious.  If  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment held  the  view  that  the  Courts 
were  not  to  be  trusted,  their  proper 
course  would  have  been  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  reform  those  Courts. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  hoped 
that  there  would  be  no  misconstruction 
placed  upon  his  words.  What  he  did  say 
was,  that  some  of  those  who  had  to  cany 
out  those  Acts  were  liable,  as  all  men 
were,  to  a  prejudice  in  this  one  par- 
ticular case. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
that  it  was  a  very  unsafe  thing  to  legis- 
late on  the  principle  of  distrust  of  the 
Courts.    One  resiut  of  the  clause  would 
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be,  that  the  present  tenants  created  by 
the  Bill  would  be  on  a  different  footing 
from  all  other  present  tenants  in  Ireland 
under  the  Act  of  1881,  and  confusion 
would  be  almost  certain  to  ensue.  The 
proposal  contained  in  the  clause,  he 
considered  a  most  unadvisable  one  to 
niaKO 

Lord  FITZaEEALD  defended  the 
Courts,  which,  he  said,  were  presided 
OFor  by  men  of  very  hipfh  character. 

-TnB  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  what 
he  gathered  from  the  evidence  before 
the  Oowper  Commission  was  that  no 
Courts  were  competent  to  decide  in  this 
case,  not  because  they  were  dishonest, 
but  because  Parliament  had  given  them 
a  function  which  no  Court  could  dis- 
charge. Their  Lordships  would  remem- 
ber that  within  two  years  after  the 
operation  of  this  Act,  the  Ulster  tenants 
came  in  a  body  to  Sir  George  Trevelyan, 
then  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, and  remonstrated  with  him  on 
the  rents  which  were  then  fixed  by  the 
Commissioners,  and  urged  that  they  were 
great  supporters  of  the  Government  of 
the  day.  Did  the  House  not  remember 
that,  instead  of  the  matter  being  treated 
as  one  for  judicial  decision,  it  was  con- 
sidered as  one  for  political  action,  and 
that  Sir  George  Trevelyan,  honest  and 
honourable  man  as  he  was,  was  obliged 
to  fence  with  them  ?  He  told  them  the 
Executive  Government  had  nothing  to 
do  with  rents;  but  before  the  deputa- 
tion left  his  room,,  he  distinctly  said  the 
Government  would  keep  an  eye  on  these 
valuations,  and  if  they  found  the  in- 
terests of  the  tenants  were  not  protected, 
they  would  know  how  to  apply  a  re- 
medy. That  was  the  spirit  in  which  the 
matter  was  regarded. 

Eahl  spencer  said,  that  his  recol- 
lection of  the  incident  referred  to  was 
that  the  deputation  that  waited  upon 
the  Chief  Secretary  complained  of  the 
system  under  which  valuators  had  been 
appointed  to  the  Courts.  The  answer 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  was  explained 
in  the  subsequent  debate  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  when  it  was  shown  that 
the  appointment  of  valuators  had  not 
enabled  the  Commissioners  to  dispose  of 
the  cases  with  sufficient  speed.  In  fact, 
he  stated  in  the  House  of  Commons 
that  as  due  expedition  was  not  shown, 
the  Commissioners,  in  conjunction  with 
the  Government,  had  decided  to  alter 
and  reconstitute  the  Sub -Commission. 


LoRT>  CASTLETOWN  said,  that  the 
principal  work  under  the  Land  Act  fell 
upon  the  Land  Commissioners,  and  those 
were  the  men  in  whom  they  had  no  con- 
fidence. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) toithdratcn. 

Amendment  moved,  to  add,  at  the  end 
of  the  Clause  L,  the  following  Proviso : — 

"  Provided,  That  this  section  shall  not  apply 
to  any  lease  made  before  the  passinp:  of  said  Act 
of  1881,  where  the  Court  shall  be  satisfied  that, 
by  agreement  between  the  landlord  and  the 
tenant  of  the  holding,  entered  into  and  made 
after  the  passing  of  said  Act  of  1881,  the  rent 
reserved  by  the  lease  has  been  reduced  for  the 
residue  of  the  term.** — {The  Earl  of  Erne.) 

Earl  CADOGAN:  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment,  because  he 
thought  it  was  unnecessary.  He  did  not 
see  why  the  fact  that  a  landlord  had 
entered  into  an  agreement  with  his 
tenant  to.  reduce  the  rent  fixed  by  the 
lease  should  disentitle  the  tenant  to  have 
a  fair  rent  fixed.  If  the  reduction  made 
to  the  tenant  by  the  landlord  brought 
the  rent  down  to  a  fair  rent,  then  this 
Court  would  not  interfere  with  it; 
whereas,  if  the  reduction  did  not  bring 
it  quite  down  to  a  fair  rent,  the  Com- 
missioners would  only  reduce  it  to  that 
point. 

The  Earl  of  COEK  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Amendment  would  be  only  fair 
towards  landlords  who,  like  himself,  had 
come  to  amicable  terms  with  their 
tenants.  It  would  be  rather  hard  that, 
having  reduced  their  rents  for  some 
years  past,  they  should  now  be  placed  in 
a  worse  position  than  those  landlords 
who  had  refused  to  reduce  the  rents  of 
those  tenants  who  held  under  leases.  It 
was  no  satisfaction  to  him  as  a  landlord 
to  know  that  he  could  go  into  Court,  for 
he  did  not  wish  to  do  so.  In  fairness  to 
those  landlords  who  had  acted  generously, 
some  such  provision  as  that  proposed  by 
the  noble  Earl  ought  to  be  inserted  in 
the  Bill. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  in  no  way  could  the  clause  be  un- 
just, for  no  reduction  would  be  made  to 
a  lower  level  than  the  fair  rent.  He 
would  suggest,  therefore,  that  the  noble 
Earl  might  be  content  with  an  Amend- 
ment directing  that  diminutions  of  rent 
resulting  from  such  agreements  as  he 
contemplated  in  his  Provisi  should  be 
tfeiken  into  consideration  by  the  Court 
when  fixing  a  fair  rent. 
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Lord  BEAMWELL  said,  Jie  thoug^bt 
that  when  a  tenant  whose  rent  had  been 
reduced  in  the  circumstances  described  in 
the  Proviso,  repaired  to  the  Laud  Court 
to  seek  a  judicial  rent,  the  special  bar- 
gain between  him  and  the  landlord  ought 
to  be  treated  as  rescinded,  so  that  the 
original  and  not  the  reduced  rent  might 
be  taken  into  consideration.  To  enact 
that  would  be  to  follow  the  legal  prin- 
ciple, that  when  a  man  was  dissatisfied 
with  a  bargain,  he  could  not  retain  that 
portion  of  it  which  he  considered  bene- 
ficial to  himself,  while  seeking  to  bo  re- 
leased of  the  covenants  to  which  ho 
objected.  He  had  not  a  word  to  say 
against  those  who  had  been  reducing 
rents  in  Ireland;  but  he  was  satisfied 
that  they  felt  they  had  been  sent  on  a 
mission  of  reduction. 

Amendment  disagreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Judicial  rent  may  commence 
on  date  of  application  to  the  court), 
agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Consolidation  of  proceed- 
ings in  ejectment,  and  application  for 
fair  rent). 

Lord  FITZGERALD  moved  an 
Amendment  limiting  the  application  of 
a  clause  to  ejectments  brought  in  Civil 
Bill  Courts.  The  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment, he  explained,  was  to  prevent 
delay. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Moved,  ^'To  omit  Sub-section  2  of  the 
Clause."— (rAif  Lord  Fitzgerald.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  EHNE,  in  moving  the 
addition  of  a  new  clause  after  Clause  3, 
said,  he  thought  it  would  be  a  better 
arrangement  than  leaving  the  selection 
to  the  Judges,  and  he  hoped  the  matter 
would  be  considered  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Amendment  moted,  after  Clause  3,  to 
insert  the  following  Clause  : — 

*'  The  Lord  Liouteoant  shall  from  time  to 
time  appoint  independent  valuers  to  report  to 
the  Judges  of  the  Civil  Bill  Courts  upon  all 
matters  which  may  assist  such  Judges  in  deter- 
mining the  fair  rent  and  specified  value  of  a 
holding.  There  shall  be  paid  to  such  valuers 
such  remuneration  as  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
may,  with  the  consent  of  the  Treasury,  deter- 
mine.*'—(J'A^  EaH  of  Erne.) 


Eabl  spencer  said,  he  quite  agreed 
with  the  noble  Earl  that  it  would  be 
better  to  place  this  power  in  the  hands 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

Eabl  CADOOAN  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  out  of  place ;  the  point  would 
arise  on  Clause  29. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Oom 
mittee)  withdrawn. 

Clause  4  (Substitution  of  a  written 
notice  for  the  execution  of  an  eject- 
ment). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Pbivy 
Seal  (Earl  Cadogan)  the  following 
Amendments  made : — 

In  page  2,  line  37^  at  the  beginning  of  the 
clause  insert  (*Mn  the  case  of  any  holding  for 
which  a  judgment  in  ejectment  for  non-My« 
ment  of  rent  has  been  recovered '*) ;  ana  in 
page  3,  line  4,  leave  out  from  ("apoa  ")  to  the 
end  of  the  line,  and  insert  ("every  pertoa 
served  with  the  writ  or  prooess  in  sach  eject- 
ment"). 

Amendment  moved, 

In  line  12,  after  (« caretaker"^  inaeit 
('*  When  a  person  is  deemed  to  have  been  pat 
into  possession  of  land  as  a  caretaker  under  tSus 
section,  he  may  be  removed  from  poaooorion  at 
any  time  in  the  manner  provided  by  law  for  the 
recovery  of  possession  of  premises  occupied  by 
a  caretaker ;  or,  at  the  expiration  of  tiie  period 
of  redemption,  but  not  sooner,  the  poosenum 
of  such  land  may  be  recoverad  by  a  writ  of 
possession  in  the  prescribed  form  under  the 
said  judgment  in  ejectment  for  non-payment  of 
rent  save  as  aforesaid."^  2%^  Lord  iVi>y  Seal, 
Earl  Cadogan,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

LoBD  INCKIQUIN  said,  he  troBied 
their  Lordships  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  that  very  im- 
portant clause  when  the  Bill  was  re- 
committed. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Power  of  surrender  by  mid- 
dleman). 

Eabl  CADOOAN,  in  Sub-seetion  8, 
providing  that  the  person  to  whom  a 
surrender  is  proposed  to  be  made  shall 
not  be  bound  thereby  unless  written 
notice  of  the  intention  to  surrender  be 
served  within  three  months  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  or  within  three 
months  after  the  making  of  the  rednc* 
tion  of  rent  upon  which  the  right  to 
surrender  is  founded,  proposed,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  ''six  months''  be 
substituted  for  ''  three  months  "  in  both 
cases. 
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Amendment  moved ,  in  page  4,  lines 
42  and  43,  leaye  out  (*Uhree ")  and 
insert  ('•  six.")— (2%«  Xorrf  Privy  Seal, 
£arl  Cadogan,) 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  proposed 
an  Amendment,  providing  that  where  a 
person  claimed  to  surrender  his  holding, 
part  of  which  is  sub-let,  the  Court  shall 
determine  the  fair  rent  of  the  part  not 
sub-let  as  if  it  constituted  a  holding,  and 
the  person  surrendering  were  the  tenant 
and  the  person  to  whom  the  surrender 
is  proposed  to  be  made  were  the  land- 
lord of  the  holding,  and  such  person  so 
claiming  shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  tenant 
of  a  present  tenancy,  and  such  holding 
shall  be  subject  to  all  the  provisions  of 
the  said  Act  of  1881  with  regard  to 
present  tenancies,  provided  that  such 
person  has  not  sub-let  any  portion  of  his 
holding  without  the  consent  of  his  land- 
lord. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  4,  leave  out  from  ("sublet'*)  in 
line  6 down  to  the  second  ("he")  in  line  8  ; 
page  5,  Sub-section  (9.),  line  la,  after  ("hold- 
ing*') add  ("and  such  person  so  claiming 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  tenant  of  a  present 
tenancy,  and  such  holding  shall  be  subject 
to  all  the  provisions  of  the  8:iid  Act  of  1881, 
with  regard  to  present  tenancies,  provided  that 
such  person  has  not  sublet  any  portion  of  his 
holding  without  the  consent  of  his  landlord.") 
—{The  Earl  of  MUUown.) 

Lord  ASHBOUENE  said,  he  felt 
bound  to  oppose  the  Amendment,  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  neither  fair  nor 
reasonable. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Lord  CLONCUEEY,  in  moving  to 
add  the  following  sub-section  to  the 
clause : — 

*^The  tenant  of  any  holding  held  under  a 
contract  of  tenancy  made  since  the  passing  of 
the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870, 
and  made  subject  to  Section  12  or  Section  15 
of  that  Act,  may  surrender  his  estate  in  the 
holding,  subject  to  the  provisions  of  this 
section/' 

said,  that  the  provision  would  only  apply 
to  a  small  number  of  tenants,  and  enable 
them  to  give  back  the  land  to  the  owner 
when  they  found  that  they  could  not 
make  any  profitable  use  of  it.  He 
thought  it  was  a  subject  worthy  the 
consideration  of  the  Government  whe- 
ther, by  extending  this  clause  to  the 
class  of  tenants  to  which  he  referred, 
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they  would  not  conduce  to   the  peace 
and  order  of  the  country. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  o,  line  15,  after  ("holding  ")  insert — 
"  (10.)  The  tenant  of  any  holding  held  under 
a  contract  of  tenancy,  made  since  the  passing 
of  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act, 
1870,  and  made  subject  to  section  twelve  or 
section  fifteen  of  that  Act,  may  surrender  his 
estate  in  the  holding,  subject  to  the  provisions 
of  this  section."— (r^tf  Lord  Cloneurry.) 

Eahl  cadogan  said,  he  was  very 
unwilling  to  decline  any  Amendment 
proposed  by  his  noble  Friend,  but  he 
could  not  accept  the  proposal  which  had 
been  made  with  respect  to  this  particular 
clause.  If  his  noble  Friend  brought  up 
a  separate  clause  on  the  Eeport  stage 
the  CJovernment  would  consider  it ;  but 
at  present,  he  regretted  to  say,  they 
must  oppose  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
m\iieQ)'%cithdrawn, 

On  the  Motion  of  TheLord  Fitzgerald, 
the  following  Amendment  made  : — To 
add  the  following  section  at  the  end  of 
clause : — 

<^  Where  any  estate  in  land  is  surrendered 
under  this  section  all  sub -tenants  of  the  person 
surrendering  such  estate  shall  thereupon  be- 
come tenants  to  the  person  to  whom  such 
surrender  is  made  at  the  rents  and  subject  to 
the  conditions  of  their  sub-tenancies  under  tho 
person  so  surrendering.'' 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  to  insert  the 
following  new  clauses  in  page  5,  after 
Clause  5 : — 

"  (6.)  During  the  continuance  of  a  statutory 
term  in  a  tenancy,  application  by  the  landlord 
to  authorize  the  resumption  of  a  holding,  or 
any  part  thereof,  by  him  for  some  purpose 
having  relation  to  the  good  of  the  holding  or  of 
the  estate  shall  be  entertained  by  the  court,  the 
modification  in  Section  8,  Sub-section  3,  of  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  notwith- 
standing. 

'*(7.)  Where  the  rent  of  any  holding  has 
been  or  may  be  increased,  in  respect  of  capital 
laid  out  by  the  landlord  under  agreement  with 
the  tenant,  as  provided  by  Section  5  of  the 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  the  rent  fixed 
by  such  agreement  shall  be  deemed  a  fair  rent 
during  the  term  specified  in  such  agreement, 
and  until  the  expiry  of  such  term  no  applica- 
tion for  the  alteration  of  such  rent  shall  be 
entertained  by  the  court." — {T/te  Luke  of 
Argyll.) 

Lord  ASHBOUENE  said,  he  would 
admit  that  the  question  raised  by  the 
Amendment  was  one  of  considerable  im- 
portftnce;   but  he  would  suggest  that, 
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pending  the  careful  coneideration  of  it 
by  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  and  himself,  it 
might  not  be  pressed  in  the  mGantime. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
supported  tho  Amendment  in  the  inte- 
rest of  the  labourers,  for  whom  it  was 
difRcult  to  procure  gardens  and  allot- 
ments near  villages  as  the  law  stood  at 
present. 

Lord  INCHIQUIN  said,  he  trusted 
the  Government  would  favourably  con- 
sider the  Amendment,  which  he  likewise 
regarded  as  affording  tho  most  important 
means  of  providing  accommodation  for 
the  labourers. 

The  Dcke  of  ARGYLL  said,  that, 
while  unwilling  to  press  the  Amendment 
in  face  of  the  opposition  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  further  consider  the 
point.  It  was  not  in  the  interest  of  the 
landlords  alone,  but  in  the  interest  of  all 
parties,  that  around  all  towns  and  cities 
in  Ireland,  as  elsewhere,  there  should 
be  ground  available  for  building  exten- 
fiions. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Amendment  moved, 

After  Clause  6,  to  insert  as  a  new  clause — 
*^  The  provisions  of  the  twenty-first  section  of 
the  Act  of  1881  with  regard  to  leases,  the 
acceptance  of  which  hy  tenants  was  procured 
by  threat  of  eviction  or  undue  influence,  shall 
apply  to  all  grants  in  perpetuity  executed  since 
the  first  day  of  January,  1869,  the  execution  of 
which  has  been  so  procured,  provided  that  ap- 
plication to  the  Court  bo  made  within  six 
months  after  the  passing  of  this  Act.*' — {T/te 
£arl  of  Milltown.) 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  noble  Earl  would  withdraw  this 
clause.  He  (Lord  Ashbourne)  thought 
that,  under  all  the  circumstances,  it 
would  be  desirable  not  to  complicate 
the  Bill  by  the  insertion  of  such  a 
clause. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  6  (Town  parks). 

Lord  INCHIQUIN,  in  moving  an 
Amendment  by  which  any  parcel  of 
land  let  as  accommodation  land,  and  not 
as  a  farm,  contiguous  to  any  village  or 
town,  should  be  deemed  to  constitute  a 
town  park,  and  not  a  present  tenancy, 
said,  that  his  object  was  similar  to  that 
which  the  noble  Duke  opposite  (the 
Duke  of  Argyll)  had  in  view  in  a  former 
Amendment,  except  that  it  did  not  pro- 
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vide  for  town  buildings'  eztenaions,  but 
almost  exclusively  for  allotments.  The 
Amendment  was  simply  to  enable  the 
landlords  to  let  any  land  as  accommoda- 
tion land  when  it  was  contigaous  to 
buildings,  villages,  and  towns. 

Amendment  movcdy 

In  page  5,  line  20,  after  ("1881")  insert 
(''and  any  parcel  of  land  which  has  been  or 
may  hereafter  be  let  as  accommodation  land, 
and  not  as  a  farm,  contiguous  to  any  village 
or  town,  shall  be  deemed  to  constitute  a  '  town 
park  *  and  shall  not  bo  deemed  to  be  a  *  present 
tenancy  *  within  the  meaning  of  the  said  Act.") 
( T/ie  Lord  Inchiquiu.) 

The  Earl  of  BELMOEE  said,  he 
thought  that  if  town  parks  were  to  he 
abolished,  it  should  be  directly,  and  not 
by  a  side  wind.  The  clause  in  the  Bill 
did  not  alter  the  law  with  regard  to  town 
parks,  but  merely  defined  what  the  law 
was.  He  preferred  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice,  and  which 
he  was  proceeding  to  read,  when 

TuE  CHAIRMAN  of  UOMMITTEES: 
We  are  now  considering  the  Amendment 
of  tho  noble  Lord  (Lord  Inchiquin). 

Lord  MACNAQHTEN  opposed  tho 
Amendment. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE,  in  opposing 
the  Amendment  on  behalf  of  the  €k>- 
vornment,  said,  although  it  was  only 
intended  as  an  addition  to  the  clause, 
it  seemed  to  contradict  the  clause  itself, 
and  to  offer  an  absolutely  new  definition 
of  the  purpose  of  accommodation  land. 
It  was  also  an  absolutely  new  departure 
in  the  law  of  Ireland.  The  Qovem- 
ment  could  not  advise  the  Committee  to 
accept  it. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  di- 
vided: — Contents  16;  Not- Contents  76  : 
Majority  60. 

Amendment  disagreed  to. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  CI  ause 
6,  and  insert  following  clause — 

"  A  parcel  of  land  shall  not  he  deemed  to 
constitute  a  town  park  unless  it  is  or  has  been 
used  suhstantially  as  accommodation  land,  and 
is  in  other  respects  within  the  definition  of  the 
expression  *  town  park '  in  the  Land  Law 
(Ireland)  Act,  1881  :  Provided  always,  that  no 
parcel  of  land  shall  lose,  or  he  deemed  to  have 
lost,  its  character  of  a  town  park  hy  reason  only 
that  the  p«rson  in  occupation  of  the  same  shall 
have  ceased  after  he  became  tenant  thereof  to 
live  in  such  city  or  town,  or  the  suburbs  thereof, 
as  in  the  said  definition  mentioned,  or  by  reason 
of  the  holding  becoming  vested  by  succession, 
assignment,  bequest,  or  act  and  operation  of 
law  in  some  person  not  residing  in  such  city  or 
town,  or  the  suburbs  thereof.'* — [The  Bmrl of 
Belmore.) 
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The  Eabl  of  B£LM0RE  said,  that  powers  to  the  trustees  as  to  the  inyest- 

the  difficulty  sought   to  be  cured  was  ment  of  trust  moneys, 

that  caused  by  the  words  **  let  to  be  a        j        i.         j 

used  "  in  the  clause  as  it  now  stood  in  Amendment  moved, 

the  BiU.    Similar  words  had  been  used  J""  P?«®  ^'  ^^°^  f » ,^^^^  ("  '^^P^yf  ")  '^""^^^ 

«,:4k    .^««^^^*   4.^   -   •    ^   r«            •      au  (or  in    any    debentures  or  debenture  stock 

Wilh   respect  to  grazing   farms    m    the  issued  under  the  Local  Loans  Act,    1875.  or  in 

Liand  Act  of  1870;  and  the  Courts  had  any    corporation    or    township    stock  of    any 

held  that  the  only  way  to  prove  such  Municipal  Corporation  or  township  in  Groat 

letting    was    by    the   production    of   an  BriUin  or  Ireland  issued  under  the  authority  of 

agreement  in  writing,  which,  in  the  case  J^^^f'^  °^  ParlUment.")-(r/..  Lord  Ca.th^ 
of  town  parks,  could  hardly  ever  be 

done.    As  regarded  the  latter  part  of  Lobd  ASHBOURNE  said,  he  had  no 
the  Amendment,  it  had  been  recently  objection    provided    it  was  reasonably 
reluctantly  decided  to  be  the  law,  by  safe.     He  did    not  know   whether  the 
the  Head  Commission erp,  on  appeal,  at  noble  Lord  had  taken   advice  on  the 
Omagh,  that  a  person  who  had  resided  subject ;  but    he  should  be  glad  if  he 
in  a  town,  when  he  originally  took  a  would  communicate  with  him  between 
town  park,  could,  by  simply  going  to  °<^w  and  the  Report, 
reside  in  the  country,  take  the  town  park  Amendment    (by  leave  of  the  Com* 
with  him  out  of  the  definition  as  given  mittee)  withdraun. 
in  the  Land  Act  of  1881,  in  breach  of  Clause  agreed  to. 
the  intention  of  that  Act.     The  Amend- 
ment he  proposed  was  to  meet  that  state  Lord  CASTLETOWN  moved,  as  an 
of  things.  Amendment,  after  Clause  7  to  insert  the 

Earl  CADOGAN  said,  he  could  not  following:— 

agree  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  '*  The  Land  Commission  may  make  an  advance 

noble  Earl,  but  he  agreed  that  it  was  a  J?  *  ^®°*°^  7^?  \«  Purchasing  his  holding  of 

▼erv  serious  aubieot     and  thfi   Govftrn-  tl^e  whole  principal  sum  or  price  payable  by  the 

▼ery  senoiw  SUOjecC,    ana   tne   UOvern-  tenant,  without  requiring  the  repayment  of  the 

ment  would  be  quite  willmg  to  amend  advance  to  be  secured  by  a  guarantee  deposit, 

their  own  clause  in  order  to  meet  the  if  the  Land  Commission  are  satisfied  that  tho 

views  of  the  noble  Earl,  and  he  would  security  is  reasonably  sufficient  without  such 

bring  up  a  new  clause  for  that  purpose  ^^P^®*** 

on  Report.  He  thought  it  was  a  perfectly  legitimate 

TnR  DuKB  OF  ABEECORN  said,  he  demand  to  ask  the  Government  to 
was  glad  that  the  Government  were  advance  the  whole  of  the  purchase- 
going  to  consider  the  matter,  because  the  money  on  the  ternis  provided  in  the  pro- 
subject  uf  town  parks  was  of  the  greatest  posed  clause,  as  the  owner  or  occupier 
importance  in  Ireland.  might  have  all  his  capital  invested  in  the 

The  Earl  of  BELMOEE   accepted  holding,  and  might  be  unable  to  deposit 

the     noble     Earl's    (Earl    Cadogan's)  the  one-fifth  of  the  price  required  by  the 

offer.  Act  of  1885.     He  had  great  pleasure  in 

-          _        ,,,,            /.xi-i^  bearing  high  testimony  to  the  regular 

Amendment    (by  leave  of  the  Com-  ^nd  honourable  manner  in  which  loans 

m\i\Ae)  withdrawn.  ^^^^    paid    ia    instalments     by    Irish 

Clause  agreed  to.  borrowers,  and  would  refer  to  Mr.  Henry 

Fowler,  late  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 

Purchase  of  Land.  who  had  declared  that  he  was  perfectly 

^,           ^f  /r        L        L     £               I  astonished  at  the  regularity  with  which 

Clai«e  7  (iQvestment  of    guarantee  ^^^^  j^^^^  ^^^  j^^^^f ^^  ^^J^  been  paid. 

deposit;.  ^^^  which   would  compare  favourably 

Lord  CASTLETOWN  proposed   an  with  the  way  in  which  loans  were  paid 

Amendment  to  give  power  to  invest,  in  in  any  other  portion  of  the    Empire, 

addition  to  the  securities  mentioned  in  What  he  (Lord   Castletown)   proposed 

the  Bill,  in  any  debentures  or  debenture  was  that  they  should  assent  to  the  whole 

stock  issued  under  the  Local  Loans  Act,  loans  where  there  was  ample  security. 

1875  or  in  any  Corporation  or  township  Amendment  moved, 

stocky  of  any  Municipal  Corporation  or  ^             -     *.     r,t         »   -      .  *  ,i     • 

township  in   Great  Britain   or  Ireland  /^^  page  o    afer  Clause  7,  insert  following 

iiuwuDUA|/   Au    yjxxjav  ^M.Lv^       kjm.    ^^*»ux«  clause  ;— **  The  Land  Commission  may   make 

issued  under  the  authority  ot  any  Act  ot  g^  advance  to  a  tenant  who  is  purchasing  his 

Parliament.       That  would  give  wider  holding  of  the  whole  principal  sum  or  price 
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pajrable  \>j  the  tonant,  without  requiriag  th 
repaynieDtof  tho  advanco  to  be  secured  by 
gnamitee  depont,  if  the  Land  ComniiuioD  ar 
ntiifled  that  the  securitj  ii  reaioiiabl; 
■nfBcieot  without  luch  deposit." — {Tht  Lor 
OHlUlaum.) 

The  Earl  of  BELMOBE  said,  it  ha< 
been  pointed  out  to  him  that  the  fact  o 
a  deposit  of  one-fifth  being  requirod  ii 
all  cases  interfered  with  the  sale  o 
mortgaged  estates,  because  the  mort 
gagees  generally  wanted  their  mone; 
down.     He  supported  the  Amendment. 

LoBD  A8HB0UENE  said,  he  wai 
afraid  it  was  quite  impossible  to  accep 
the  Amendment.  In  the  Act  of  188^ 
Tarioua  attempts  had  been  made  to  dea 
with  this  very  question,  and  great  diffi 
cultf  was  felt  as  to  how  the  whole  of  thi 
purchase -money  oould  be  adranced  ii 
Bafety.  It  was  thought  one-flfth  wa^ 
required  as  seouritj.     No  such 


and  discussed  in  connection  with  the 
Land  Purchase  Act  of  1885,  and  manj 
representations  were  made  on  the  auh- 
ject.  The  people  who  ware  not  ownen 
of  head  rents  were  willing  that  they 
should  be  sub-divided ;  but  those  who 
owned  head  rents  objected  to  it  Toy 
much,  urging  that  it  would  enormDnaly 
diminish  the  ralue  of  their  property,  if. 


for  example,  a  head  rent  of  £100  or 
£200,  payable  at  present  by  one  per- 
son, were  mode  payable  by  a  large 
number  of  persons,  which  would  neces- 
sitate the  employment  of  an  agent  for 
the  purpose.  It  was,  therefore,  said 
that  tt  would  be  unjust  to  fritter  away 
in  that  manner  the  property  of  the 
owners  of  head  rents  who  were  in  the 
possession  of  a  secure  income  without 
any  trouble  to  themselres.  Under  all 
the  circumstances,  although  he  quite 
recognized  and  sympathiEed  with  the 
object  in  view,  he  feared  it  was  not 
practicable  to  deal  with  the  matter  in 
the  way  now  suggested. 

The  Earl  of  BELUOBE  had  come 
»  the  conclusion,  having  given  a  good 
Clause  B  (Trust  funds  may  be  applied     deal  of  attention  to  the  matter,  that  it 

aa  a  guarantee  deposit)  ogretd  to.  would  be  necessary  to  introduce  com- 

Clause  9  (Duty  of  Land  Commiasioi     pulsory  sale  of  head  rents  on  fair  terms. 

With  respect  to  enforcement  of  arrears] 


ment  aa  that  proposed  in  the  Amend- 
ment eould  be  made  without  the  eer' 
examination  of  it  by  the  Treasury. 

Amendment  [by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 


agrttd  to,  with  Amendments. 

Clause  10  (Expediting  proceedings  on 
sales)  agreed  to,  with  Amendments. 

Clause  11  (Crown  rents,  quit  rents, 
and  tithe  rent  charge). 

IiOSD  MONTBAGLE,  in  moving  as  an 


Earl  BPENOER  said,  he  feared  that 
long  as  those  head  rents  existed  it 
would  be  almost  impossible  to  get  a 
satisfactory  system  of  purchase  of  land 
by  the  occupier,  and  if  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Ashbourne) 
could  remove  that  partioular  difficulty, 
much  would  be  done  to  focilitate  the 


AmendmenttoiDsertafter  "quitreSt"  the  'O'^i^B  <>'  e«<=h  *  V^'em  m  Lrelond. 

words  "head  rent,"  said, thatdiffioultiee  Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com* 

had  arisen  in  dealing  with  the  owners  ol  mittee)  withdrawn. 
head  rents  in  many  instances,  and  he 

had  known  cases  where  the  sale  of  land  Oa  the  Motion  of  The  Load  Peity 

had  been  stopped  through  the  owner  of  Seal    (E^rl    Oadogan)    the    following 

the  head  rent  refusing  to  sell  on  any  Amendments  made: — In  lines  16,  18, 

terms  whatever,  while,  ■*"  """■- n»"l   '^■*    ■f^'"'  f'rmt.  plin™»"\  inaart 


1  other  cases,    and  24,  after  ("rent  charge")  insert 
a  practically  prohibitive  price  hod  been    '■''■'  ■  "' 

demanded,   which   came    to    the  same 

serving 

the  Oovernment ;  and  he  thought 
something    ought  to  be  done  to  carry 
farther  the  principle  they  had  adopted 
in  regard  to  that  question. 

Amendment  moved,  in  pagie  7,  line  16, 
after("  quit  rent  ")!inaert("  head  rent.") 
~{TA»  Lord  MonttagU.) 

Loan  ASHBOtTBNE  said,  that  that 
question  had  been  very  fully  considered 


"  Land  Improvement  Charge  "). 

„.    ,  „       .  Lord  CASTLETOWN  proposed  an 

That  was  a  serious  matter,  de-  ^^end ment  for  the  purpose  of  provid- 
the  attention  o  the  House  and  •  ^^at  when  any  holding  sofd  to  a 
?ernment;  and  he  thought  that  .^^^^j  ^^^^^  ^^^  £^„^  j^^^  (Ireland) 
^ote  was  subject  with  other  lands  to  any 
!7rown  rent,  quit  rent,  tithe  rent  charge, 
Irainage  charge,  "terminable  annuity 
>r  rent  charge,  '  the  Land  Commisaioa 
nay  apportion  such  rent  or  charge  be- 
ween  the  holding  and  the  other  land  in 
luch  manner  as  seemed  to  them  equi- 
able, 
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Amendment  moved.  Clause  15  (Writ  of  possession)  agreed 

In  page  7,  line  16,  leave  out  ("  or")  and  in  ^0, 

«ame  line  after    (^  drainage  charge  ")   insert  Clause  1 6  (Specific  performance), 

("terminable  annuity  or  rent  charge.  ) — The  \    r            r                       j 

Lard  Castlstoum.)  On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Oastle- 

LoED  ASHBOUENE  said,  he  could  town,  the  following  Amendment  made  :- 

not  accept  the  Amendment,  because  it  ^""ff?,^.?:  ^'""^  J^^  *^*^^i^    7^^^^    )  .'°- 

would  interfere  with  private  rights.    He  «f  ^  (    either  before  or  after  the  passing 

TTould,   however,  consider  the   matter.  ^^^^  ^f,^    ^^^^""^  A^u^\^'''^  x*"^® 

and  communicate  with  his  noble  Friend  ^^*  (    "    )  *^^  ^^««^  (    ^^«  ^«^^  ^• 

before  the  Eeport  stage.  The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  proposed 

A_^  J        .   ,,      ,            J   XL     n  to  add  to  the  clause  words  providincr 

Amendment  (by  leave  of   the  Com-  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  j^and  Commission  refusi 

mittee)  mthdrawn,  ^^  sanction  a  sale  agreed  upon  by  the 

On  the  Motion  of   The  Lord  Privy  landlord  and  tenant,  they  shall,  upon 

Seal     (Earl   Oadogan)    the    following  ^^^  application   of    either  landlord   or 

Amendment  made:— In  line  26,  at  end  tenant,  state  the  grounds  upon  which 

of  line,  add  as  a  new  sub-section —  ®^c^  refusal  is  based.    He  held  that  this 

.,  .„  .  vr        V          L'          M.        J      ^-  was  only  reasonable  and  just,  and  that 

«*  (3.)  X^o  such  apportionment  or  redemption  .-  „^^  «l,*««*i„  «,^„«fwx„-  ♦kai  f^^  *.^« 

of  CroWn  rent  shall  be  made  without  the  pre-  ^\  ^^  perfectly  monstrous  that  two  gen- 

vioua  consent  of  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Ma-  tlemen  should  be  allowed  to  upset  the 

jesty's  Woods,  Forests,  and  Land  Revenues,  working  of  the  Land  Purchase  Act  with- 

and  no  such  apportionment  or  redemption  of  out  giving  any  reason  whatever, 

tithe  rentcharge  payable  to  the  Land  Ck>mmis-  a          j 

sion,  or  of   Land  Improvement  Charge  or  of  Amendment  moved, 

drainage  charge  payable  to  the  Commissioners  of  In  page  8,  line   32,  after  (''Commission*') 

Public  Works,  shall  be  made  without  the  pre-  add— ("When  the  Land  Commission  refuse  to 

vious  consant    of    the  Commissioners  of    the  sanction  such  sale  as  aforesaid,  they  shall,  upon 

Treasury.                              ^          ^  the  application  of   either  landlord  or  tenant, 

'*For  the  purpose  of  this  section,  the  Com-  state  the  grounds  upon  which  such  refusal  is 

roissioners  of  the  Treasury  may  from  time  to  based.'*)  — (TAc -Ear/ o/  MUltown.) 

time  make  rules  for  regulating  the  mode  of  a  arriirkTTTJxn?       'j    *l 

giving  consents,  and  the  terms  upon  which  con-  JUORD  Aoili)UUxCJNiij  saia,  it  was  im- 

sents  shall  be  given.''  possible  for  the  Government  to  accept 

Amendment  moved,  to  add  at  end  of  ^^®  Amendment. 

Clause  the  following  sub-section  : —  Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 

"The  Land  Commission  ma^,  if  they  think  ' 

it  expedient,  order  the  redemption  of  any  head  Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

rent,  or  any  apportioned  part  thereof,  at  a  price  t            trrvxTm-n  a  nr  -n     • 

to  be  fixed  by  arbitration  in  the  manner  pro-  .    LoBD    MONTE AGLB.   in  moving  to 

vided    by   the   Lands    Clauses    Consolidation  insert  after  Clause  16  a  clause  providing 

Acts."  that  upon  the  completion  of  any  sale 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  he  would  the^  PuJcha^srof^Llndflrefan^^ 

lt?;hS^cr/n^^^^^  ISSS,  the  «««  to  each  holding,  «  well 

bSW  mt^rtLrefore  .ik  the  noble  «"  ^««^'''  "^o'tg^ge^'  "^  other  charges 

stage,  and  must,  therelore,  asJt  tne  noble  effecting  it,  should  be  recorded  in  the 

Lord  not  to  press  the  Amendment  on  ^^^^  ^  ^^^^  ^an^  Commission,  and  not 

a  ^^^^j^                                         ij  in  the  Eegistry  of  Deeds,  and  that  the 

LoBD  M9NTEAGLE  said,  he  would  ^and  Commission    should  make  rules 

not  press  his  Amendment  at  that  stage.  ^^^  ^reaeribe  forms  for  the  purpose  of 

Amendment  (hy  leave  of  the  Com-  carrying  this  provision  into  effect,  con- 

mittee)  withdrawn,  tended  that  it  was  in  the  interest  both 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to.  ^^  ^^^f  ^T^*^  ^^'l  *^  }^  the  purchasers 

'  and  of   the  vendor  that    the  security 

Clause  12  (Limit  on  the  amount  of  should  be  as  good  as  possible.     In  his 

advance  by  the  Land  Commission) ;  and  opinion,  this  was  a  singularly  favourable 

Clause  13  (Charging  order  for  securing  opportunity  for  providing  machinery  for 

repayment  of  an  advance),  separately  the  registering  of  land  which  was  pur- 

0 greed  to,  chased. 

Clause  14  (Priority  of  charge  fvr  ad-  Amendment  moved,  after  Clause   16, 

▼anoe)  Hruck  out  of  the  Bill.  page  8,  insert  the  following  Clause :— 
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*'  (1.)  Upon  the  completion  of  any  sale  under 
tho  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Acts,  or  the  Purchase 
of  Land  (Ireland)  Act,  1885,  the  title  to  each 
holding  shall  bo  recorded  in  the  office  of  the 
Land  Commission,  in  such  manner  and  form  as 
the  Land  Commission  shall  prescribe. 

**  (2.)  The  vesting  order  or  conveyance  trans- 
ferring such  holding  shall  not  bo  registered  in 
the  Registry  of  Deeds,  but  in  lieu  thereof  a 
memorandum  stating  that  each  vesting  order  or 
conveyance  has  been  made  and  recorded,  shall 
be  lodged  by  the  Land  Commission  in  tho 
Registry  of  Deeds,  and  shall  bo  registered 
therein. 

**(3.)  From  and  after  tho  recording  of  any 
such  title  to  a  holding  as  aforesaid,  tho  opera- 
tion of  the  statutes  relating  to  the  Registry  of 
Deeds  in  Ireland  shall,  as  from  the  date  of  such 
recording  and  with  respect  to  any  subsequent 
dealings  with  such  liolding  by  way  of  transfer 
or  charge  or  otherwise  howsoever,  cease  to  be 
applicable  thereto. 

*'  (4.)  All  transfers  and  mortgages  of  any 
holding  so  recorded,  and  all  charges,  incum- 
brances, bonds,  writings,  deeds,  and  things 
whatsoever  which  may  commence  to  afTcct  such 
holdings  after  the  recording  of  the  title  thereto, 
shall  be  recorded  in  the  office  of  the  Land  Com- 
mission, and  shall  not  be  registered  either  in  the 
Registry  of  Deeds  or  in  the  Registry  of 
Judgments. 

"  (5.)  All  such  transfers,  mortgages,  charges, 
incumbrances,  bonds,  writings,  deeds,  and 
things,  shall,  as  between  themselves,  take 
priority  according  to  the  date  at  which  they  are 
recorded. 

'*(6.)  Tho  Land  Commission  shall  make  rules 
and  proscribe  forms  for  tho  purpose  of  carrying 
into  eflfoct  the  provisions  of  this  section.'* — 
{The  Lnrd  Monteagle.) 

Lord  CASTLETOWN  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  oppo- 
site (Lord  Ashbourne)  would  make  such 
arrangements  with  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners as  would  enable  them  to  register 
the  transfer  of  holdings,  so  that  in 
future  any  holding  could  be  easily  traced. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  that  this 
was  a  matter  which  required  close  and 
nice  coDsideration,  on  account  of  the 
question  of  priorities  which  was  intro- 
duced by  the  section.  He  could  not  in- 
terfere with  the  arrangements  of  the 
Land  Commissioners  ;  but  he  would  con- 
sider tho  question  and  would  apply  to 
those  upon  whom  it  was  sought  to  cast 
the  administration  of  this  matter.  Tho 
proposed  clause,  he  thought,  was  not 
workable. 

Lord  THRING  said,  he  thought  that 
it  was  desirable,  in  the  interest  of  both 
tenant  and  landlord,  that  there  should 
be  a  system  of  registry  of  title.  He 
could  not  seo  that  there  was  the  slightest 
difficulty  in  the  way. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  did  not 
know  how  it  could  be  given  effect  to ; 


but  the  object  which  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Monteagle)  sought  to  obtain  by 
this  Amendment  was  one  of  the  utmost 
importance.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (Lord  Ashbourne)  bad  said  that 
he  would  obtain  the  opinion  of  the 
Land  Commission  upon  it;  and  he 
(Lord  Herschell)  would  admit  that  it 
was  necessary  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite  should  consult  with  those 
whose  business  it  was  to  administer  the 
Act ;  but,  as  that  body  might  naturally 
see  with  an  exaggerating  eye  the  diffi- 
culties that  might  arise,  he  hoped  at  the 
same  time  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  would  exercise  his  own  independent 
judgment  in  the  matter. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  that  a 
system  of  registration  must  be  compul- 
sory to  be  of  any  effect,  and  he  thought 
that  this  was  a  good  opportunity  for 
establishing  it. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee) withdrawn, 

jippeaU. 

Clause  17  (Provision  for  hearing  of 
appeals  under  the  Land  Act). 

Earl  SPENCER  said,  that  it  might 
be  convenient  if  he  made  some  general 
remarks  upon  the  clause  before  they 
came  to  the  Amendments  which  were 
upon  the  Paper.  The  Government  were 
strengthening  the  Appeal  Courts  of  the 
Land  Commission,  with  the  view,  pre- 
sumably, of  meeting  tho  amount  of  work 
that  would  come  before  it  if  this  Bill 
became  law.  At  the  present  moment  he 
understood  that  the  arrears  pending  be- 
fore the  Commission  numbered  only 
3,000,  and  he  expected  that  the  Com- 
mission would  shortly  reduce  them.  He 
further  understood  that  a  certain  ar- 
rangement with  regard  to  three  months' 
notice  would  still  further  clear  the  list 
of  a  great  many  cases.  He  would  like 
to  hear  the  views  of  the  Government 
with  regard  to  this  matter.  He  thought 
that  tho  clause  as  it  stood  left  a  great 
deal  too  much  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Irish  Government.  It  practically  left  it 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  constitute 
two  Courts  for  the  purpose  of  hearing 
appeals.  If  he  was  not  mistaken,  he 
believed  that  under  the  Act  of  1881  it 
was  necessary  that  tho  Courts  of  Appeal 
should  consist  of  three  persons,  ana  he 
imagined  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  now  that  the  Courts  should 
be  so  constituted.    In  his  opinion  the 
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Lord  Lieutenant  had  too  much  power 
thrown  upon  him.  Judges  of  the  High 
Court  could  be  introduced  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  out  the  Act ;  and  if  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  were  given  the  powers 
which  it  was  proposed  to  confer  upon 
him,  he  might  even  make  one  of  them 
preside  over  the  Court.  He  did  not  sup- 
pose, however,  that  that  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government.  The  Court  had 
ori^nallj  consisted  of  Mr.  Justice 
O'Hagan,  Mr.  Vernon  —  whose  death 
they  all  deplored,  and  who  had  done 
Buoh  admirable  service — and  Mr.  Litton. 
Mr.  Litton  had  now  been  engaged  for 
many  years  as  one  of  the  Chief  Com- 
missioners, and  it  would  be  unfair  that 
he  should  be  liable  to  be  superseded 
in  the  Presidency  of  the  second  Court. 
With  his  great  experience  and  legal 
knowledge  it  would  be  far  better  that 
he  should  preside  in  a  second  Court  of 
Appeal  than  that  even  a  Judge  of  the 
High  Court  should  do  8o.  Then  thn 
clause  provided  that  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant might  nominate  a  County  Court 
Judge  to  be  a  member  of  the  Court  to 
hear  appeals.  There  wore  County  Court 
Judges  and  County  Court  Judges,  and 
it  would  bo  well  if  the  names  of  the 
County  Court  Judges  eligible  to  be  so 
nominated  were  put  into  the  Bill.  He 
reserved  his  right  to  move  Amendments 
to  this  clause  on  the  lleport. 

LoBD  ASHBOUENE  said,  that  one 
of  the  complaints  about  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Land  Act  of  1881  had  been 
the  delay  in  the  hearing  of  appeals, 
which  was  often  as  long  as  three  years. 
There  were  now  as  many  as  8,000  or 
4,000  appeals  waiting  to  be  heard,  and, 
therefore,  it  was  deemed  advisable  to 
take  powers  in  this  Bill  for  constituting, 
if  necessary,  a  second  Court  of  Appeal 
to  expedite  their  hearing.  Mr.  Justice 
O'Hagan  would  naturally  preside  in  one 
Court,  and  the  Judge  of  the  High 
Court,  who  would  be  called  upon  to 
assist,  would  naturally  preside  over  the 
second,  and  would,  of  course,  take  pre- 
cedence of  Mr.  Litton.  With  regard  to 
the  County  Court  Judges,  he  could  not 
agree  that  it  would  bo  well  to  name 
them  in  the  Bill.  The  Bill  was  con- 
structed, not  on  the  basis  of  creating 
new  officers  at  great  expense,  or  to  pro- 
vide a  new  and  continuous  Appellate 
DiviBion,  but  to  give  power  to  the  Exe- 
cutive, from  time  to  time,  to  make  the 
appointments  when  the  necessity  arose 


for  them.  He  thought  the  clause  was 
one  that  was  likely  to  work  fairly  and 
satisfactorily. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  asked,  whether 
a  County  Court  Judge  called  in  to  assist 
would  take  precedence  of  Mr.  Commis- 
sioner Litton  ? 

Lord  ASHBOUENE  said,  he  had  not 
considered  that  delicate  point;  but  he 
felt  inclined  to  think  that  Mr,  Litton 
would  have  precedence  over  a  County 
Court  Judge. 

The  Earl  of  ERNE  proposed,  as  an 
Amendment,  that  the  additional  mem- 
bers of  the  Land  Commission  to  be  ap- 
pointed should  be  laymen,  and  not 
lawyers.  There  was,  he  thought,  an 
undue  proportion  of  lawyers  upon  it. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  stated 
that  they  did  not  propose  that  the  County 
Court  Judges  selected  to  administer  the 
Act  should  be  County  Court  Judges  and 
Land  Commissioners  too.  Somebody 
else  would  bo  appointed  for  the  time  to 
do  their  County  Court  work. 

Lord  ASHBOURNE  said,  he  would 
point  out  that  the  constitution  of  the 
Land  Commission  would  have  to  be  con- 
sidered in  August,  1888  ;  and  if  they 
did  not  appoint  officials  who  had  already 
posts  which  gave  them  permanence  of 
tenure,  they  must  supply  their  places 
by  men  who  would  only  be  employed 
for  a  few  months.  That  was  not 
desirable.  Hor  Majesty's  Government 
did  not  suggest  that  they  would  have 
permanent  work;  but  they  might  be 
occasionally  required  to  assist  in  the 
Commission  to  keep  down  arrears. 

Earl  CADOQAN  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment.  The  Land  Com- 
mission would  by  effluxion  of  time  come 
to  an  end  next  year,  and  it  would  then 
have  to  be  reconstituted.  It  would  not 
be  well  to  anticipate  that  now. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

The  Earl  of  ERNE  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, with  the  object  of  excluding 
County  Court  Judges  from  service  upon 
the  divisions  of  the  Land  Commission 
to  be  hereafter  constituted.  He  did  not 
for  a  moment  doubt  the  capacity  of  the 
County  Court  Judges  to  fulhl  the  duties 
which  the  clauso  would  impose  upon 
them,  but  he  thought  that  they  were  al- 
ready sufficiently  burdened  with  work. 

Viscount  DE  VESOI  supported  the 
Amendment. 
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The  Marquess  of  SALISbURY 
pointed  out  that  the  County  Court 
Judges  who  were  appointed  Land  Com- 
missioners would  not  have  to  discharge 
their  ordinary  duties,  some  other  official 
being  appointed  to  do  the  work.  Con- 
sequently, the  argument  that  they 
would  be  over-burdened  fell  to  the 
ground. 

liORD  ASHBOURNE  said,  that  the 
tribunal  must  be  composed  somehow. 
The  precedent  followed  by  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  case  was  drawn  from  a  Bill 
drafted  three  years  ago,  when  Sir 
Georgo  Trevelyan  was  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  It  was  not  thought  de- 
sirable to  fill  the  tribunal  with  officials 
who  did  not  hold  permanent  appoint- 
ments. The  Land  Commission  must  be 
reconstituted  before  August,  1888,  and 
during  the  interval  it  would  be,  well  to 
take  advantage  of  the  services  of  men 
of  experience,  whose  tenure  of  office  was 
durable.  If  the  County  Court  Judges 
were  excluded  from  the  appellate  tri- 
bunal, it  would  be  difficult,  if  not  im- 
possible, to  find  other  permanent  officials 
equally  well  fitted  to  discharge  the  func- 
tions of  that  Court.  Besides,  they 
would  only  serve  in  case  their  assistance 
was  needed  to  keep  down  appeals. 

Earl  SPENCER  said,  ho  still  main- 
tained that  it  would  be  much  better  to 
specify  accurately  the  constitution  of  the 
Court  in  the  Bill  than  to  leave  it  for 
settlement  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  He 
hoped  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
would  consent  to  name  the  County  Court 
Judges  who  would  be  appointed.  He 
also  thought  that  power  should  be  given 
to  the  Lord  Cbaocellor  to  direct  any 
Judge  appointed  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act  to  sit,  if  necessary,  in  this  Court  of 
Appeal  on  land  cases. 

Amendment  negatived. 

dauBe  agreed  to. 

Clause  18  (Remuneration  of  County 
Court  Judge). 

Clause  19  (Procedure  on  appeals). 

LoBD  CASTLETOWN  (for  T^rJ 
Sudeley),  in  moving  to  insert  words 
providing  that  tho  independent  valuer 
shall,  in  all  cases,  report  to  tho  Com- 
missioners his  opinion  as  to  the  amount 
of  the  judicial  rent  of  tho  holding,  and 
the  basis  on  which  he  has  arrived  at 
such  opinion  ;  and  shall  accompany  his 
Report  with  an  OrdDance  map  of  the 
holding,  and  a  statement  of  such  facts 


and  circumstances  as  may  be  required 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Land 
Commission  to  form  a  judgment  as  to 
the  subject-matter  of  such  Report ;  and, 
further,  that  the  appointment  of  valuers 
shall  be  vested  in  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
such  valuers  to  be  sworn  in  the  same 
manner  as  Judges  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  are  sworn,  said,  be  believed  that 
would  be  a  very  useful  provisioD,  and 
that  it  would  result  in  producing  a 
valuable  history  of  the  holding. 

Amendment  moved. 

To  add  at  the  end  of  clause — "  8ach  vainer 
shall  in  all  cases  report  to  the  Commianonerf 
bis  opinion  as  to  the  amount  of  the  judicial  rent 
of  the  holding,  and  the  basis  on  which  he  has 
arrived  at  such  opinion  ;  and  shall  accompany 
his  report  with  an  ordnance  map  of  the  hold- 
ing and  a  statement  of  such  facts  and  circum- 
stances as  may  be  required  for  the  purpoee  of 
enabling  the  Land  Commission  to  form  a  judg- 
ment as  to  the  subject-matter  of  such  report. 
Every  such  report  shall  be  filed,  and  may  be 
inspected  by  the  parties,  a  reasonable  time  be- 
fore the  sitting  of  the  Land  Commission,  or 
the  Division  thereof  which  is  to  hear  the  ap- 
peal, or  rc-hear  tho  case  to  which  such  report 
refers  ;  and  any  party  shall  be  entitled  to  an 
office  or  certified  copy  thereof  on  payment  of 
such  reasonable  charge  as  shall  be  prescribed. 

'*  The  power  of  appointing  valuers  under  tho 
Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act,  1881,  and  thia  Act,  is 
hereby  vested  in  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  who 
shall,  on  the  requisition  of  the  I^and  Commis- 
sion, exercise  the  same  ;  and  every  commis- 
sioner, Bub-commissioner,  and  valuer  appointed 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  shall  be  sworn  in 
the  same  manner  as  judges  in  the  High  Court 
of  Justice  are  now  by  law  required  to  be 
sworn."— (7'^tf  Lord  Castletown.) 

E\RL  OADOOAN  said,  he  was  under 
the  impression  that  the  object  desired 
could  be  attained  by  rules;  but  he 
should  accept  the  Amendment  with  cer- 
tain  alterations  as  to  phraseology,  which 
he  should  be  prepared  to  state  on  Be« 
port. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Bemieeion  of  Local  Bates, 

Clause  20  (Eomission  of  local  rates). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Privy 
Seal  (Earl  Cadogan)  the  following 
Amendment  made : — 

'*  (4.)  Where  any  poor  rate  is  remitted  under 
this  section  in  respect  of  land  let  at  a  rent,  the 
third  section  of  the  Act  of  the  Session  of 
the  sixth  and  seventh  years  of  the  reign  of  Her 
present  Majesty,  chapter  92,  shall  ap^y." 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Mokt- 
£AGLE,  the  following  Amendment 
made  :-^ 
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C*  5.)  No  poor-rate  collector  or  barony  con- 
stable shall  be  required  to  pay  under  his 
warrant  any  rate  or  cess  which  has  been  re- 
mitted by  an  order  under  this  section." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  that  at 
that  point  (11.30)  he  must  appeal  to  the 
noble  Marquess  at  the  head  of  the 
Oovernment  to  allow  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  in 
Committee  to  be  now  adjourned. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
said,  he  did  not  propose  that  they  should 
have  an  All-night  Sitting  on  their  Bill ; 
but  he  would  now  consent  to  report 
Progress,  and  desired  to  proceed  again 
with  the  discussion  in  Committee  to- 
morrow. With  regard  to  an  adjourn- 
ment for  the  further  consideration  of  the 
Bill,  as  had  been  hinted  at  in  some 
quarters,  over  the  Whitsun  holidays,  he 
did  not  think  that,  if  such  an  adjourn- 
ment took  place,  it  would  make  much 
difference.  This  Bill  depended  upon 
the  measure  in  the  other  House,  and  at 
present  the  sister  Bill  was  not  making 
much  progress.  They  did  not  propose 
to  send  this  Bill  to  the  other  House 
until  the  other  measure  was  safe  from 
its  dangers  there.  There  was  no  ab- 
solute pressure  for  their  speed. 

The  Earl  of  MILLTOWN  said,  he 
hoped  the  noble  Marquess  would  see  his 
way  to  go  on  with  the  Bill  after  the 
holidays.  The  amended  clauses  were  of 
vital  importance,  and  their  Lordships 
had  no  time  to  consider  Amendments. 
They  could  not  possibly  do  it  before  the 
holidays. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  had  a 
very  important  Amendment  to  propose 
on  Clause  21,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
render  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses  wholly 
unnecessary. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
said,  that  if  their  Lordships  did  not  take 
the  Bill  up  to-morrow  its  consideration 
must  be  put  off  until  after  Whitsuntide. 
The  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  had 
business  to  transact  in  Ireland,  and 
Friday  wds  the  only  other  day  con- 
veniently at  their  disposal.  On  the 
whole,  therefore,  he  thought  it  would  be 
better  to  go  on,  and  the  Bill  would  be 
put  down  for  to-morrow  (Tuesday), 
when,  if  their  Lordships  should  still  be 
of  opinion  that  there  had  not  been 
sufficient  opportunity  for  considering  the 
important  Clauses  21,  22,  and  23,  which 
followed  the  point  at  which  they  had 


adjourned,  the  Government  would  con* 
sent  either  to  adjourn  the  further  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill  until  after  Whitsun,  or 
would  have  the  measure  re- committed  in 
regard  to  those  particular  clauses. 

House  resumed;  House  to  be  again 
in  Committee  To-miyrrow. 

JUBILEE   SERVICE  IN   WESTMINSTER 

ABBEY. 

Moved,  "That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed for  the  purpose  of  arranging  the  dis- 
tribution of  tickets  of  admission  to  be  given  to 
Peers  on  the  occasion  of  the  Jubilee  Thanks- 
giving Service  to  be  held  in  Westminster  Abbey 
on  2Ist  June."— (TAe  Lord  Chamberlain.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Eleven 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
2Ionday^  I6th  3iay,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  Forest 
School,  appointed. 

SvvvLY— considered  in  Committee— AKyiY  Esti- 
mates ;  Civil  Service  Estimates;  £3,830,300, 
on  Account— Class  I. — Public  Works  and 
Buildings;  Class  II.— Salaries  and  Ex- 
penses OF  Civil  Departments  ;  Class  III. 
— Law  and  Justice;  Class  IV. — Education, 
Science,  and  Art  ;  Class  V. — Foreign  and 
Colonial  Services  ;  Class  VI. — ^Non-Epfec- 
TivE  AND  Charitable  Services  ;  Class  VII. 
—Miscellaneous  ;  Revenue  Depariments 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 
National  Debt  and  Local  Loans  *  [266]. 

First  Reading — Railway  and  Canal  Traffic* 
[265]. 

Second  JReading—Trasia  (Scotland)  Act  (1867) 
Amendment  [225];  East  India  Stock  Con- 
version* [263];  Parish  Allotments  Com- 
mittees [170],  debate  adjourned  ;  Open  Spaces 
(Dublin)  [80J. 

Provisional  Order  Bill  —  Third  Reading  — 
Pier  and  Harbour  *  [222],  and  passed. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALE8)-QUARTEa  SESSIONS  AND 
ASSIZES. 

ItfB.  SHIELEY  (Yorkshire,  W.R., 
Doncaster)  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
Whether  he  will  take  steps  to  prevent 
ordinary  Quarter  Sessions  cases  from 
being  tried  at  the  Assizes ;  and,  if  he 
will  explain  on  what  principle  or  system 
counsel  are  selected  to  conduct  Treasury 
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prosecutions  at   Quarter  Sessions  and 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight),  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  no  power  to  prevent 
ordinary  Sessions  cases  being  taken  at 
Assizes.  The  Government  intended  to 
introduce  a  Bill  on  the  subject ;  but  the 
present  state  of  Public  Business  made  it 
extremely  improbable  that  they  would 
be  able  to  do  so  at  an  early  date.  The 
selection  of  counsel  to  conduct  Treasury 
prosecutions  rested  with  the  Attorney 
General. 

BOARD  OF  NATIONAL  EDUCATION 
(IRELAND)— ANNADOWN  NATIONAL 
SCHOOL,  CO.  DOWN. 

Mr.  KER(Down,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  the  Board  of  National 
Education  (Ireland)  has  refused  to  ap- 
prove of  the  appointment  of  a  monitor 
for  the  Annadown  National  School, 
County  Down,  which  has  an  average 
attendance  for  the  last  year  far  in  ex- 
cess of  that  required  by  the  Rules  of  the 
Board,  and  that  the  master  has  generally 
between  40  and  60  pupils  to  attend  to 
without  any  assistance  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  Board  of  National  Education 
stated  they  were  obliged  to  refuse  their 
sanction  to  this  appointment,  amongst 
others,  owing  to  the  temporary  excess 
of  pupils.  The  1  st  of  July  in  each  year 
was  the  day  fixed  for  sanctioning  new 
appointments  of  monitors.  Any  repre- 
sentation then  made  by  Inspectors 
would  be  fully  considered  by  the  Com- 
missioners. 

BOARD  OF  NATIONAL  EDUCATION 
(IRELAND)-AU(iHIOaAN  NATIONAL 
SCHOOL,  CO.  TYRONE-TIIE  **  WORK- 
MISTRESS.'* 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  ho  will  Ftate 
the  grounds  upon  which  the  Board  of 
National  Education  made  an  Order, 
dated  1st  February,  1887,  altering  the 
status  of  the  workmistress  of  the  Aug- 
hiogan  National  School,  County  Tyrone, 
by  making  her  position  that  of  *^  tem- 
porary workmistress;"    and,    whether 

Mr.  Shirley 


the  average  attendance,  which  regulates 
the  status  of  such  teachers,  warranted 
the  alteration  referred  to  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  it  appeared  that  the  manager  of 
this  school  appointed  a  female  tem- 
porary assistant,  and  afterwards  ap- 
pointed a  workmistress.  The  Board  of 
National  Education  could  not,  therefore, 
under  their  rules,  pay  the  salary  of  a 
workmistress  and  a  female  temporary 
assistant  at  the  same  time ;  but  to  meet 
the  case  they  decided  to  grant  a  salary 
to  a  temporary  female  assistant  if  the 
average  attendance  was  170  children, 
and  a  salary  of  workmistress  if  the 
average  attendance  reached  200  children. 

BOARD  OF  NATIONAL  EDUCATION 
(IRELAND)— MILLTOWN  NATIONAL 
SCHOOL,  CO.  TYRONE. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  usual  to 
compel  workmistresses,  who  have  been 
already  recognized  as  such  by  the  Board 
of  National  Education,  to  submit  to  re- 
examination in  certain  branches  of  the 
subject  which  they  teach,  and  upon  what 
grounds  the  Commissioners  of  Education 
have  ordered  a  further  examination  of 
Miss  Daly,  of  the  Milltown  National 
School,  County  Tyrone,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  her  appointment  has  been 
already  ratified  by  the  Education 
Board  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  it  was  not  usual,  except  in  special 
cases,  to  compel  workmistresses  to  be 
re-examined.  In  the  case  referred  to, 
the  Commissioners  of  National  Education 
reported  that  Miss  Daly  was  merely 
examined  in  one  branch  in  which  she 
had  not  previously  obtained  a  place  in 
her  examination. 

TRAMWAYS      (IRELAND)— LINE      BE- 
TWEEN SCIIULL  AND  SKIBBEREEN. 

Mr.  GILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
it  is  a  fact  that  tho  line  of  tramway  be* 
tween  Schull  and  Skibbereen  has  become 
a  complete  failure,  owing  to  the  manner 
in  which  it  has  been  constructed  \  and. 
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whether,  oonBideriag  the  fact  that  a  Qo-  is  a  fact  that  these  alterations  havs  net 

Temment  Engineer  has  certified  that  the  jet  been  made ;  and,  will  he  take  steps 

line  has  been  properly  made,  the  Trea-  to  compel  the  Board  of  Qovemora  to 

snry  will  come  to  the  relief  of  the  rate-  cirr;  out  the  Inspector's  recommenda- 

payers,  who  are  liable  for  the  money  tions  without  further  delay  ? 
advanced    for    the   promotion   of   the       The   PAELIAMENTARY  UNDER 

scheme?  SECRETARy  (Colonel  Kikg-Harman) 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD  (Kent,   Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 

OF  TRADE  (Baron  Henry  De  WoRua)  said:  Arranf^ementa  are  being  made  to 

(LiTerpool,  East  Toxteth)  (who  replied)  have  the  necessary  improvements  carried 

said  :  An  Inspecting  Officer  of  the  Board  out  at  the  Moaaghau  District  Lunatic 

of  Trade  reported  that  the  Schull  and  Asylum.  Diphtheria  has  not,  it  appears, 

Skibbereen  Tramway  and  Light  Rail-  recently  broken  out ;  and  one  of  the  In- 

way  was  fit  for  public  traffic ;  and  in  speotors  who  viaited  the  asylum  towards 

September  last  a  certificate  to  this  effect  tbe  end  of  last  March  found  the  sanitary 

was  issued,  the  speed  of  trains  being  conditiou  of  the  patients  so  satisfactory 

limited  to  a  low  rate  over  certain  parts  that  only  four  out  of  tbe  entire  number 

of  the  line.    It  is  now  understood  that  of  485  were  confined  to  bed. 
the  traffic  has  been  stopped,  owing  to 

the  failure  of  the   engines    employed,      koads    AKD    BRIDGES    (IKELAND)— 
But,  in  coaaequence  of  representations        DERRY  BRIDGE  COJIUISaiONERS. 
made  by  20  ratepayers  of  the  district  to        ,,      ,_-,^,_-.  ,,,„  .  r,mTTT7-  -t      i 

the  Boid  of  1,A,,  order,  h.,.  bem  ,  ""n'yf^^jfv^^JTJ '^'"'''f 

given  lh.l  ..  inqui,;  .hell  be  held,  .t  f  •"?  O.tj)  ..ked  the  Oh.et  Seorelag.  to 

L  eulv  d.t.,  undet  Ih.  proyi.ion;  ot  S"  ^^  L.euloo.nt  of  M.jd,  Whe- 

lhe45lhVtioiioftheOrderinC!omicil,  *"  ""«  '^°'  .™.''"  "'"=''  "">  "?""? 

which  authorised  the  cooeltuctionof  the  ^T'^'    Co»;«i"i™e«    ate    appomteo 

j^  gives  them  the  exclusive  right  of  ferry- 

"*"""•  age  across  the  River  Foyle,  at  Derry  ? 
ASYLUMS    (IREL.VKD)  -  MONAQHAN  Tna    PARLIAMENTARY   UNDER 

DISTRICT  LUNATIC  ASVLUM.  SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kiuo-Habman) 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,   N,)  (Kent.  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 

asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  said,  that  this  Question  related  to  the 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  'iterpretation  of  an  Act  of  Parliament ; 

aware  that  Her  Majasty's  Inapeolors  of  °-'^^t  therefore,  the  hon.  Member  would 

Asylums  for   the   Poor  in   Ireland,   in  *««  that   the  Irish   Qovorament   could 

their  Annual  Report,   dated  March   9,  hardly  give  an  anawer  to  it. 
1886,  of  tho  Honaghan  District  Lunatic 
Asylum,  state — 

"  The  ceiling  in  many  pnrt«  of  the  establish- 
ljmli«luiro™ij-,.nd»m.ollh.(i()rrMor.jii         j,,     p     O'BEIEN   (Monaghan,   S.) 
Ute  tnouad  would  be  improved  II  btMrdoa,  as  the        i     i  ,,       n,  •   ,   c-         .  .      .i      t      i 

female  patient,  undress  in   ihem  previous   to  asked  the   Chief   SeCMtMy   to   the  Lord 

ffoing  to  bed.     This  tho  resident  physician  will  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,    Whether  he  IS 

SaTaattendad  to  by  bringian  tho  subject  before  aware  that  Miss   Gtertrude   Rose,  Mr. 

"*?  ?S^  at  their  next  meetinK-  Daore  Hamilton,  and  Colonel  Forster, 

"  With  referento  to  waturcloMis  and  means  i ii ]_   uv:-  ii._  ir i TT_: 

of  peraonal  ablation,  much  imnrovomsDt  is  re-  landlords  Within  the  Monaghan  Union, 

qniaite  which,  I  think,  will  be  fully  carried  ont  bavo  notihed  the  Uusrdians  ol  tbeir  in- 

bolote  the  exisUoK  building  contract  will  hare  tontion    of   evicting    65    families,    their 

terminated  ; "  tenants,  forthwith  ;    whether  it  is  true 

whether  the  dividing  walls  between  the  that  two  large  wings  of  the  workhouse 

Boveral  departments  arc  not  carried  up  at  Monaghan  are  at  present  occupied  by 

to  the  roof,  as  is  required  in  all  public  the  Monaghan  Mtlitia,    assembled   for 

institutions  in  England,  as  a  check  on  their  annual  training;  whether,  in  on- 

the  spread  of  fire ;  whether  diphtheria  sequence,  the  Guardians  will  be  unable 

has  recently  broken  out  in  the  asylum;  to    provide    accommodation    for   these 

whether  tho  resident  medical  olHcer  and  tenants  if  evicted  ;  and,  whether,  under 

Visiting    Committee     have     froquontly  tlie  circumstances,  the  Oovernment  will 

urged  the  Board  to  carry  out  the  In-  refuae  to  give  any  assistance  in  carrying 

apector's  reoommendations ;  whether  it  out  those  evictions  until  the  Militia  are 
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disbanded,  and  the  Guardians  are  thus 
enabled  to  provide  shelter  for  them  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETAEY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  It  appears  that  the  landlords 
named  have  served  the  relieving  officer 
with  notices  of  eviction  in  the  case  of  61 
families.  The  two  wings  of  the  work- 
house are  at  present  occupied  by  the 
Monaghan  Militia,  but  will  be  vacated 
by  them  on  the  28th  instant.  The 
Guardians  of  the  Union  report  that  there 
is  ample  accommodation  for  these  tenants 
in  the  workhouse,   independent  of  the 

Sort  ions  temporarily  occupied  by  the 
[ilitia,  should  there  be  a  great  influx  of 
paupers  through  the  carrying  out  of  the 
evictions.  The  Guardians,  however,  do 
not  seem  to  anticipate  that  such  an  influx 
will  result  from  the  evictions; 

LABOURERS*  ACTS  (IRELAND)— THE 

RETURN. 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  theKeturn 
showing  the  working  of  the  Labourers' 
Acts  (Ireland),  ordered  on  5th  April, 
1887,  will  bo  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

TiiE  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  information  required  for  this 
Return  is  being  obtained  from  the  Clerks 
of  Unions.  Some  of  the  clerks  have  not 
yet  supplied  it,  and  the  statement  of 
several  have  been  returned  for  explana- 
tion. It  is  not  possible  to  say  at  present 
when  the  Return  will  be  ready  to  lay 
upon  the  Table ;  but  no  time  shall  be 
lost  in  preparing  it. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— CELEBR A- 
TION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  YEAR  OF  HER 
MAJESTIES  REIGN  —  HOLIDAY  IN 
ELEMENTARY  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry)  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education,  Whether  he  will  consider  the 
propriety  of  permitting  that  when  the 
50th  anniversary  of  the  Accession  to  the 
Crown  of  Her  Qracious  Majesty  shall  be 
celebrated  in  any  elementary  schools  by 
a  whole  holiday,  the  scholars  shall,  in 
the  interest  of  the  teachers  and  of 
themselves,  have  credit  for  two  attend- 
ances, in  the  same  way  as  two  attend- 

Colonel  King- Barman 


anres  are  credited  to  scholars  when  an 
elementary  school  is  used  for  election 
purposes  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
LTAM  Hart  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford) : 
The  two  attendances  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  refers  are  credited  to  scholars  by 
a  special  provision  of  the  Code  to  meet 
the  case  of  a  compulsory  closing  of  a 
school  under  the  Ballot  Act ;  but,  glad 
as  I  should  be  to  meet  the  wishes  of 
those  who  desire  to  celebrate  the  Jubilee 
in  the  way  suggested,  I  am  advised  that 
the  Department  have  no  power  in  the 
matter,  and  that  the  holiday  must  be 
given  under  the  usual  conditions. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)-JOSEPH  WATT, 
RELIEVING  OFFICER  OF  THE  BEL- 
FAST  UNION. 

Mr.  LEAHY  (Kildare,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that  owing  to 
tho  reported  drunkenness  and  neglect  of 
duty  of  Joseph  Watt,  one  of  the  relieving 
officers  of  the  Belfast  Union,  at  a  meet- 
ing held  on  the  3rd  May,  1887,  tho 
Guard ians  decided  and  directed  that 
Watt's  conduct  for  the  ensuing  week 
should  be  closely  watched  to  see  if  any 
improvement  would  set  in,  and  that  ai 
the  result  Watt  was  drunk,  to  tho 
knowledge  of  several  officers  of  tlio 
Union  and  others,  and  did  not  attend 
to  the  Barrack  Street  Dispensary  for 
several  days;  is  he  aware  that  Watt*d 
conduct  was  brought  home  to  the  know- 
ledge of  a  large  Board  of  the  Quardians 
on  the  10th  May,  1887,  and  that  his  ser- 
vices are  still  retained  without  admoni- 
tion or  reproof ;  and,  what  action  docs 
the  Local  Government  Board  intend  to 
take  in  the  matter  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Hakmah) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  he  had  already  stated  twice,  he 
thought,  in  reply  to  Questions  on  this 
subject,  that  this  relieving  officer  was 
obliged  to  retire  from  the  meeting  of  the 
Board  on  the  drd  instant  owing  to  ill- 
ness. The  Guardians  on  the  day  in 
question  did  not  give  any  instructions 
that  Watt  should  be  watched  to  ascer- 
taiu  whether  he  was  intoxicated.  His 
non-attendance,  reported  due  to  illness, 
was  confirmed  by  a  medical  certificate, 
which  was  laid  before  the  Guardians  at 
their  meeting  on  the  10th  instant.    The 
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Local  GoTernment  Board  did  not  see  any  the  present  limited  eoope  of  the  Acts,  and 
^ound  at  the  presont  moment  for  action  it  waa,  therefore,  impossible  to  inter- 
on  their  part.  fore. 

^,   „Tm    ^.T  roST   OFFICE -PRIVATE  AND   OFFI- 

PRISONS     (IRELAND)  -  ASSAULT    ON  CIAL  POST  CARDS 

WABDEBM'CONNBLL  IN  MOUNTJOT  *^^*^  FOSl-CAKDS. 

PRISON.  ^*-  EANKIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 

tr    »r»TrTiT/>T!iTTT<iTir-/i    i\     1.  J  mlnster)  asked  the  Poatmaater  General, 

.v^^l."^o^^^^^?'^P7^?"^^^>^^  Whether  hia  attention  has  been  called 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu-  ^^  ^^  ;^^^  ^^  ^^^^^        ^  ^^^^^  s^ippliod 

tenant  of  Ireland  Whether  hia  attention  by  Full  ford,  rrinters,  at  King's  aross. 

has  been  caUed  to  the  facts  connected  ^^^   gj^            ^^^^^     ^„j     whether,    if 

w.th  the  aseanit  committed  on  warder  ^^^^  a  price  is  remunerative,    he  wiU 

M'Connell  in  Mountjoy  Prison  «n  the  ^onaider  the  question  of  reducing  the 

9th  instant  by  twoconvicts  ;  whetherit  is  ^^^^  ^f  j^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  supplied  by  the 

thefa^t,  as  eta  ed  m  the  public  Press,  ^^^^  q^       ^^ich  are  respectively  U. 

that  the  warders  life  was  saved  by  the  ^^^  g^            ^^^.^  f^,  the  yellow  and 

intervention  of  another  convict  named  white  post  cards  ? 

Tanaey  who  interfered  to  protect  him  ;  ^iie  P0STMA8TEE  GENERALfMr. 

and,  whether  It  IS  proposed  to  recognize  jj^j^^^j  (Cambridge   University) :  The 

Tansey'a  action  in  the  matterhy  the  re-  ^^^^^  ^^  ,i,ich  the  hon.  Member  refers 

"T""  S^.^r  TT»?.x^'mf  «^^^«^L  a«  not  those  issued  by  the  Post  Office 

aJ,^V^^v^n**i^"w.^^  UNDER  i,utareprivatepoet-cai^e,allowed,unde; 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  K.NO.H*R«AS  certain  conditi^a,    to   be  stamped    at 

(Kent,^l8le   of  Thanet)   (who  replied)  Somerset  House.     I   cannot    say   pro- 

BBid:  The  assault  committed  upon  ttiree  cisely  how  it  is  that  the  stationer  named 

warders   on   the    occasion    referred    to  undertakes  to  sell  these  cards  at  so  low 

foms  Uie  subject  of  an  inquiry  on  oath,  ^      j^^     ^ut  possibly  it  may  be  because 

which  has  been  adjourned  owing  to  the  ^^      bear  an  advertisement.     As    has 

lifeof  one  of  the  warders  being  not  yet  been  more  than  once  explained  to  the 

out  of  danger      Pending  the  result  of  ^           the  Post  Office  is  not  at  present 

this  inqniry,  the  Irish  Government  are  ;„  ^    ogiti^,^  to  reduce  tho  price  of  the 

nnable  to  make  any  further  statement  in  official  post-cards.    I  extremely  regret 

the  matter.  to  g^y  t^at,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  con- 

THE  TRUCK  ACTS— VIOLATION  OF 
THEIR  PROVISIONS. 


tract  has  yet  some  time  to  run. 


„   „.„„„^„  „ INLAND   REVENUE  DEPARTMENT— 

Mb  BARBOUR  (Paisley)  asked  the  COLLECTIONS  AT  LIVERPOOL.  COL- 
Ijord  Advocate,  If  his  attention  has  been 

called  to  Tk»  PaUley  Daily  Exprtit  of  the  CHESTER,  AND  CORK. 
4th  and  6th  instant,  in  which  are  alleged  Mb.  DEASY  (Mayo,  W.)  asked  the 
what  appear  to  ha  braaohea  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  When  will 
Track  Acta,  by  the  contractors  for  the  appointmenia  he  made  to  collections  of 
improvement  of  the  Biver  Cart ;  if  he  Inland  Revenue  now  vacant  at  Liver- 
has  taken  steps  to  ascertain  the  truth,  or  pool,  Colchester,  and  Cork;  and,  wilt 
otherwise,  of  these  statements ;  and,  if  the  third  class  Collectors  of  Inland  Re- 
true,  what  steps  ore  being  taken  for  the  venue,  whose  promotions  have  been 
onforcement  of  the  law  ?  deferred  by  the  non-filling  of  these 
The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe  vacancios,  be  compensated  for  their 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson)  monetary  loss  in  not  receiving  their 
(Bute)  (who  replied)  said,  the  Lord  Ad-  promotions  ? 

Tocate's  attention  had  been  called  to  the  Tiin:  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jacesoh) 
matter,  and  on  inquiry  had  been  made.  (Leeds,  N.).  in  reply,  aaid,  that  appoint- 
There  was  no  doubt  that  proceedings  menta  had  been  made  to  collections  of 
anch  as  those  to  which  the  Question  re-  Inland  Revenue  at  Liverpaol,  Colchester, 
ferred  constituted  a  distinct  breach  of  and  Cork.  The  third-class  GoUeotors  of 
the  l^uck  Acta  if  done  by  an  employer  to  Inland  Revenue,  whose  promotions  had 
whose  busineaa  the  Act  applied;  but  been  deferred  by  the  non-filling  of  tho£e 
the  work  in  question  did  not  fall  within  vacanciea,  will  not  be  compensated  for 
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their  moneUry  loss   in    not  reoeivlng 
their  promotions. 

FBANCE-THE  PAEIS  EXHIBITION  IN 
1B89. 
Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs,  Whethur  the  statement 
that  has  appeared  in  the  newspapers  is 
correct,  that  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment 
has  declined  to  take  part  officially  in  the 
French  Exhibition  of  1889;  and,  whe- 
ther, if  the  statement  be  correct,  it  is 
intended  that  henceforward  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  shall  take  no  ofK- 
oial  part  in  any  Foreien  Exhibitions,  or 
that  there  are  special  grounds  for  the 
refusal  in  this  particular  CEise  ? 

Thb  under  secretary  op 
STATE  (Sir  Jamfs  FEaarssou)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  I  informed  the  Houselast 
Thursday  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  declined  to  take  part  ofhcialty 
in  the  French  Exhibition  of  1889.  No 
such  inference  as  the  hon.  Member  sue- 
(cests  is  to  be  drawn  from  that  fact.  In 
the  present  case,  the  date  of  the  pro- 
posed. Exhibition  has  been  fixed  so  as  to 
synchronize  with  the  Centenary  of,  and 
to  commemorate,  the  French  Revolution. 
It  does  not  appear  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
rernment  appropriate  to  join  officially  in 
celebrating  political  events  in  a  foreign 
country,  where  differences  of  opinion 
exist  regarding  them. 

ADJUEALTY— POLICE   FINE  ON  A 
NAVAL  LIEUTENANT. 

Mr.  CUNNINGHAME  GRAHAM 
(Lanark,  N.W.)  askod  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  If  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  has  been 
directed  to  the  fact  that  a  Naval  Lieu- 
tenant has  been  fined  in  a  Portsmouth 
Police  Court  for  a  common  assault ;  and, 
what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Government 
propose  to  take  in  the  matter? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Georqi: 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  A  Na- 
val Lieutenant  has  been  fined  for  a  com- 
mon assault.  It  appears  that  when  out 
riding  he  came  into  collision  with  a  cart, 
and  in  a  moment  of  irritation  hit  the 
driver  with  his  riding  whip.  The  officer 
apologized  for  the  transaction,  and  has 
been  fined;  and  the  Commander-in-Chief 
has  expressed  his  disapproval  of  his  con- 
duct. I  do  not  propose  to  take  any  fur- 
ther action  in  the  matter. 


ARMY  (OltDNANCE  DEPARTBIBNT)  - 
CAPTAIN  HORTON,  INSPECTOR  OF 
SADDLERY  AT  WOOLWICH. 
CoLOKBL  HUGHES- HALLETT 
(Rochester)  asked  the  Surveyor  General 
of  the  Ordnance,  Whether  Captain  Hor- 
ton,  Riding  Master  of  the  4m  Dn^oon 
Guards,  who  has  just  been  appointed 
Inspector  of  Saddlery  at  Woolwich,  is 
still  on  the  active  list  of  his  regiment  j 
and,  whether,  as  his  service  is  only  36 
years,  315  days,  or  thereabouts,  he  ii 
entitled,  under  Article  92  of  Royal  War- 
rant of  Slat  December,  1886,  to  retire- 
ment and  full  pension  of  his  rank,  having 
attained  neither  the  required  age  nor 
length  of  service? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Nobthcote)  (ExBter) :  Captain  Hortou 
ia  at  present  temporarily  employed  as 
Inspector  of  Saddlery,  and  is  still  on  the 
active  list  of  his  regiment.  Captain 
Horton  will  be  entitled  to  retire  on  the 
pension  earned  by  20  yean'  servioe  in 
November  next. 

TITHES- DISTRAINT  FOR  NON-PAY- 
WENT,  8HINF0RD,  BERKS. 
Sir  THOMAS  GROVE  (Wilts,  Wil- 
ton) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  iat 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  imxi,  W 
reported  in  Thi  Hark  Lam  Sxprut  of 
0th  May,  that  a  distraint  for  tithee  waa 
carried  out,  on  Monday  2nd  instant,  at 
Shinford,  Berka,  by  order  of  tlie  Dean 
and  Chapter  of  Hereford,  on  property 
belonging  to  the  Reverend  6.  Body,  of 
Eldon  House,  Reading,  and  that,  incon- 
sequence of  a  large  cattle  fair  being 
held  on  the  same  day  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood,  a  rick  of  hay,  valued  at 
£70,  was  sold  for  £51,  to  the  great  loos 
of  Mr.  Body ;  whether  it  is  lawful  to 
distrain  for  tithe,  as  in  this  case,  on  the 
Monday,  the  notice  for  such  diatrunt 
having  only  been  given,  by  advertise- 
ment in  the  local  newspapers,  on  the 
Saturday  previous ;  and,  whether,  the 
notice  being  one  only  of  one  day,  the 
distraint  is  invalid  ? 

The  under  BEORETAEY  op 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuabt-Woetlet)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said:  The 
Secretary  of  State  is  in  communioatioa 
with  the  Dean  and  Chapter  as  to  the 
facte  quoted ;  but  as  yet  there  has  not 
been  time  to  receive  a  reply.  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  must  decline  to  g^ve  an 
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opinion  as  to  the  legality  of  the  pro- 
ceedings. If  the  person  distrained  upon 
feels  aggrieved,  he  has  his  remedy  at 
law. 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  YEAR 
OF  HER  MAJESTY'S  REIGN-H.R.H. 
THE  DUKE  OF  EDINBURGH. 

Sib  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire,  Lichfield)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether,  in  pursuance 
of  the  arrangements  made  in  respect  of 
His  Koyal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Con- 
naught,  it  is  also  contemplated  that  His 
Boyal  Highness  the  Commander  in  Chief 
of  the  Mediterranean  Fleet,  the  Duke 
of  Edinhurgh,  shall  receive  leave  of 
absence  from  his  post  in  order  to  be 
present  at  Her  Majesty's  Jubilee ;  whe- 
ther there  is  any  precedent  for  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief  of  this  Fleet  being 
allowed  to  come  on  leave ;  whether  any 
steps  will  be  taken  to  show  the  excep- 
tional nature  of  the  proposed  action  m 
this  case ;  and,  for  how  long  a  period 
leave  will  be  granted  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  George 
HAinLTON)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  I  have 
given  leave  to  His  Royal  Highness  the 
'  Duke  of  Edinburgh  to  come  home  and 
be  present  at  Her  Majesty's  Jubilee,  and 
arrangements  have  been  made  to  carry 
out  that  object.  The  arrangement  is  in 
accordance  with  precedent ;  and  the  ex- 
ceptional nature  of  the  occasion  so 
speaks  for  itself  as  to  render  it  unneces- 
sary to  issue  any  special  order  on  the 
subject.  The  Duke  will  be  absent  from 
his  command  about  10  days. 

Me.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
Will  the  noble  Lord  be  kind  enough  to 
say  whether  the  Duke's  pay  and  emolu- 
ments are  to  go  on  ? 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  :  No. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— RETIRED 
SERGEANTS  OF  VOLUNTEERS. 

Mb.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  it  is  intended  that 
Sergeants  of  Volunteers,  if  recommended 
by  their  Commanding  Officers,  should, 
on  retirement  after  10  years'  service,  be 
permitted  to  retain  their  rank  and  wear 
their  uniform ;  and,  if  so,  when  an  official 
communication  to  this  effect  will  be  made 
to  officers  commanding  Volunteer  Corps  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Staithofe)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
Ihere  will  appear  in  the  new  edition  of 


!  Volunteer  Regulations,  which  is  now 
being  printed,  a  Rule  authorizing  ser- 
geants of  Volunteers  retiring  after  10 
years'  service,  if  specially  recommended 
by  their  Commanding  Officers,  to  retain 
their  rank  and  wear  their  sergeants' 
uniform,  with  the  distinguishing  badge 
which  denotes  honorary  members  of  the 
Force. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND) -MIS- 
CARRIAGE OF  SUMMONSES. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  (for 
Sir  Thomas  Esmonds)  (Dublin  Co.,  S.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  How  it 
came  about  that  all  the  summonses  to 
witnesses  for  the  defence  in  the  recent 
case  between  Mr.  Hazley,  the  Postmaster 
of  Blackrock,  and  Mr.  Little,  which  were 
detained  in  the  Blackrock  Post  Office, 
managed  to  slip  into  the  same  news- 
paper; and,  if  the  newspaper  was  de- 
livered in  the  ordinary  course  of  post ; 
and,  if  so,  what  is  the  explanation  of  the 
mistake  not  being  discovered  in  time  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  In 
answer  to  the  hon.  Baronet's  further 
Question,  I  have  to  explain  that  all  the 
subpoenas  were  in  one  envelope.  The 
newspaper  into  which  the  letter  contain- 
ing them  slipped  was  delivered  at  its 
address  in  the  ordinary  course  on  the 
14th  of  April.  The  letter,  however,  was 
not  given  back  from  that  address  till  the 
16  th. 

EGYPT  —  THE    NEGOTIATIONS  — 
EVACUATION  BY  THE  BRITISH. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  an  agreement  has  been  come  to 
with  the  Porte  as  to  the  date  of  the 
evacuation  of  Egypt  by  the  British  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  I  can  give  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber no  other  answer  than  that  which  I 
gave  him  on  Friday,  when  he  asked  the 
same  Question  without  Notice. 


WAR  OFFICE-SKILLED  AND  ORDINARY 
WORKMEN  AT  ENFIELD. 

Colonel     HUGHES -HALLETT 

(Rochester)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 

for  War,  The  number  of  skilled  workmen 

employed  at  Enfield,  as  compared  with 

,  the  number  of  ordinary  labourers,  and 

I  the  relative  wages  received  by  each  class  ? 
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Tee  surveyor  GENERAL  (Mr.  consideration    in   connection  with   th« 
Nobthcote)  (Exeter)  (who replied)  said :  County  Gorernment  Bill. 
There   are    1,284  skilled  workmen  em- 
ployed at  the  Royal  Small  Arms  Factoiy  POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)— THE  TELE- 
at  Enfield,  as  compared  with  803  ordi-  GRAPH  OFFICE,  DUBLIN, 
nary  labouwra   The  wagea  of  the  former  ^     M'CAETAN  (Down.  S.)  uked 
yary  from  SJrf.  to  1,  per  honr ;  thoae  of  ^^  portmaater  General.  Whethw  ha  i. 
the  latter  from  H4.  to  9i.  ^^^^  ^^^^  6^^  firat-ola^  appointments 
POOB  LAW  (ENGLAND  AND  WALES)-  '"  ^he  Talegraph  Office^  Dublin,  which 

SALARIES  OP  POOR  LAW  OFFICERS,  wera  sanctioned  by  the  Treasury  aer^l 

ir      ITT  *  nn-iT'  't  '      i    i.'       -d  ■     \  months  aco,  nave  not  yet  been  made: 

..led  tl..P™.d.n  of  thB  Local  Gov.ro-  ^  ^    „c„cio.  io  ..m.  olB(»,  h... 

meat  Board,  WhelL,rm.d,c.laodolh.i  b,./ o„ri,d    out;    .od,    wh.lhir, 

olBcr.  .ppomfd  by  Bo.rd.  ol  Guar.  J„„ij„ri„g  Ih.  d.la,  i«  dedaring  ll,i 

dians  are  offioera  for  life,  and  whether  tbe  .  .„  °,     .i.„  -I'l-i  ~  „_™-,i  5     n 

,     .           -3   t     2.1.                  11  appointmeots,  the  clerics  promoted  will 

aalanes  paid  to  them  annually  are  un-  ^^f,                    „„„  n  *„„   ♦i,„  j., 

,.       , ,  *^           .     .-■  av               i.    r       L  receive  "  back  pay      from  the  date  on 

alterable,  except  with  the  consent  of  such  u-  u  il             -  /       ,    „             ^-       i 

a,         ,'         '^          11   .u  ■    J  a-  which  the  appointments  were  BanotioDcd 

officers,  however  greatly  their  duties  may  .     ^j^^  Treasury  ? 

bedimiuiahediwhetherheisawarGthatm  'thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 

eousequence  of  the  great  decrease  m  the  ^^^^    ^  (Cambridge  University) :  f  am 

nnmberof  paupers  (amountmg  in  some  ^^^^  ^j^^  appointments  ti  which 

cases  to  about  one-half)  during  the  last  ^^    ^^^    Member*^ Vefera  have  not  ytt 

few  years,  many  of  those  officers  are  now  ^^^^   g^^^      j,^^    j    ^          ^^^  ^^\^ 

receiving  salaries  out  of  all  proportion  to  ^^^^  ^^  g,;  ^^^^  ^^^^j,    ^  -^^^j^^  j^, 

the  duties  they  have  to  perform;  and,  „< •£„„  _„     v    „ 

,h.tj.„he,oiidb,.ii,fogt.»gg..  rd".n"r..row.dt;'s,T.sr- 

that  the  Royal  Commiseion  on  the  Oivil      - ..    ■     ^„,_  ,„„  „  j„*„  _  •    ■_- 

a      •       u     ij      a.     J  iL  ■     ■                1  of  their  new  poata  from  a  date  anterior 

Service  should  extend  their  inquiries  to  .     .._,  „_  „i,;™l  tv„„  ,„.„_„„  *v„j_t:„ 

the  quoslion  ot  th.  Sakii..  of  Aor  Law  '?  'S'^  »''  '''!i''''  "J')^  "••'  °°  ""'  ^"""' 

Offloir.;  ot  whether  he  will,  by  a  clau.e  '■""  ^  "«»"i"i«l- 

si^aries  of  their  officers  aeoOTding  to  the  Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  £.) 
duties  required  of  them  ?  asked  the  First  Lord  ot  the  Treasury, 
The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Whether,  in  consideration  of  the  short- 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  District  ness  of  the  Recess  at  Easter,  the  Go- 
medical  officers  and  relieving  officers  are,  vernment  will  inform  the  House  as  to 
speaking  generally,  appointed  for  life,  the  date  and  probable  duration  of  the 
subject,  of  course,  to  the  proper  per-  adjournment  at  Whitsuntide  P 
formanca  of  their  duties,  and  their  The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
salaries  cannot  be  reduced  without  their  SuiTn)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  Sir,  the 
consent.  It  is  not  the  case  that  there  Government  have  felt  soma  bedtatian 
has  been,  on  the  whole,  "a  great  de-  in  deciding  on  the  proposals  to  be  made 
crease  in  the  number  of  paupers  during  to  the  House  as  to  a  Whitsuntide  Be 
the  last  few  years,"  although,  no  doubt,  cess,  as,  although  the  holiday  at  Eiaster 
in  particular  instances  this  has  been  so.  was  a  very  short  one,  it  must  bs  ad- 
Neitherisit  thecase,  inmyopintoQ,  that  mitted  that  the  condition  of  Publie 
many  of  these  officers  are  receiving  Business,  taken  alone,  would  not  war- 
salaries  "out  of  proportion"  to  the  duties  rant  the  GoTernment  in  proposing  a 
they  have  to  peiiorm.  I  could  not  under-  long  adjoummeut  next  week;  but  having 
take  to  suggest  that  the  Royal  Oommis-  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  House  has 
sion  on  the  Oiyil  Service  should  extend  been  sitting  almost  without  a  break  for 
their  inquiries  to  the  salaries  of  Poor  nearly  four  months,  and  the  phyncal 
Law  officers,  as  this  would  be  entirely  exhaustion  which  incessant  and  pro- 
beyond  the  scope  of  their  labours ;  but  longed  attendance  has  prodaced,  not 
the  question  of  the  powers  which  should  only  in  Members,  but  in  the  officeta  of 
be  possessed  by  Boards  of  Guardians  the  House,  we  have  come  to  the  oon- 
with  respeot  to  Uieir  officers  will  receive  elusion  that  it  will  probably  oondiue  to 
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the  better  conduct  of  BuBinets  if  ire  ad-  autliorlty  of  Parliament,  M  defined  vai 

joom  oa  Tuesd&T  afternoon,  the  2iib,  laid  down  by  Statute. 

after  a  Uominff  Bitting,  until  Monday, 

the  6th  of  June;  and  I  may  venture  to  PUBLIC  BUSINESS-THE  OATHS  BILL 

exproM  the  conadent  hope  that  before       „     stantpv  TT?TrtnTn>j  ^«k 

the  adjournment    eubstaQtial    progress  ,  ^b.  blANLfc,Y  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 

will  be  made  with  the  urgent  Business  f  "'^  Oa<.eetry)  a<.ked  Ihe  Fi»t  Lord  of 

which  18,  or  will  be  brought,  inder  the  ^^^  Treasury,  What  course  the  QoTern- 

flonaideration  of  the  House.  !"«°*  T^'T^?  ^\^^^  ■»  ««P^'  1°  «  B<I1 
to   amend  the  Law   aa  to    Oatbs  now 


Mb.  JOHN   MOELEY  (Newcastle-  '?  "^^"^  **"*  ^*7  "^J''   0»*°«  "."^ 

i-Tyne)  asked  whether  the  Criminal  «'^°^;"g  f^F  «™«'J  "^^'ng ;  and    whe- 

_aw  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  would  tl'Br  the  objects  proposed    o  be  attained 

be  Uken  next  week  ?  """^^J  ^^^  «?">  Bill  are  not  already,  to  a 

Mu.  W.    H.    SMITH  t    I    prefer   to  ^SrSsr^ORn'riJ.     W     TT 

mention  that  aomewbat  later.  J-   X^d.^'weSmSerjT- 1.; 

CHUROHOFENOLAND-CONVOCATrON  tBlC^^r^s'lnlheT^^^^^^ 

OF  THE  PROVINCE  OF  CANTERBURY.  ^,.i,t  d,,„„  tg,  consideration  of  Par- 

Mb.  E.  EOBERTSON  (Dundee)  asked  Hamont,  are  unable  to  concur  with  the 

the  Firat  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  his  at-  Bill  in  its  present  form.     The  objecia 

tention  has  been  called  to  the  following  proposed  to  be  obtained  in  the  Bill  intro- 

Kesolution,    aaid   to   have   been  unaai-  duced  are,  to  a  great  extent,  provided 

mously  passed  by  the  Upper  House  of  by  the  Evidence  Amendment  Act,  1869, 

Convocation  of  the  Province  of  Canter-  which  enables  a  witness  who  objects  to 

bury,    and  to  the  debate  thereon,    re-  take  the  oath,  or  a  person  upon  whose 

ported  inT!^  TV'dim  of  the  11th  May—  conscience  the   oath  is  not  binding,  to 

"  That  tha  President  lio  roqueated  to  npply  S}''^  evidence,  alter  making  a  declara- 
f«T  the  useDtiog  ticeDSc  of  the  Crown  for  tion  in  the  words  Staled  in  the  Statute. 
malcing  a  cftnon  to  enlarge  and  re-Krrange  the  So  far  as  witnesses  are  concerned,  there 
ropreeentat>on  of  the  clergy  ot  the  Prayiocn  of  {3  n^  necessity,  as  the  Government  are 
Cunterhury  in  Convocftlion.  in  conformity  with  -  ■  j  ,  ^i  -u-ii 
the  annelid  table.  The  l^blo  U  to  ooBsist  ot  ""^i  ''^' '°' /^?  ?'1'a„  ,„  , 
four  column*,  detailing  reipectively  the  dio-  Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
ooMi,  the  archdeaconries,  the  number  of  proc-  asked,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
tors  at  preient,  and  the  number  propoaed,"  man  was  aware  that  the  Act  of  1869  did 
and  to  the  statement  of  the  proposer  of  not  apply  to  jurors  at  all  ;  that  many 
the  Beaolution  that  it—  jurors  were  escaping  from  duty,  rightly 
ir  wrongly,  by  profeEsing  to  be  persons 
vithout  religious  belief;  that  the  Act  of 
whether  it  ie  irue,as  stated'in  the  course  '.''f  ^'^  ""^  affect  any  case  in  which  bar- 
of  debate,  that  there  is  no  precedent  for  ""*"''  ^ol'"'"".  -^^agi^trates,  or  other 
the  course  proposed;  and,  whether  &>-  Pe^^nswere  required  to  take  the  oath 
vernment,  kfoVe  granting  the  applica-  "f  ""^P'^nfe,  or  any  of  he  cases  of  pro- 
tion,  or  assenting'^to  an/ other  course  "T""\v  ^'Vm^th  ^T'^^T^. 
calculated  or  intended  to  impair  or  ques-  ,  ^«-  ^^'  JJ"  ^""^=  I  am  not  able 
tion  the  supremacy  of  Parliament,  will  '"  '^"^"er  the  hon  Gentleman  on  a 
givethia  Bfousean  opportunity  of  con-  "J"^'*'""  °^  I"""  ".^«  desires  to  have 
Sdering  the  subject  7  «-  T^"  «'">?  P«''>"P'  •>«  '""  ^^^f" 

The   FIRST    LORD    (Mr.    W    H  5,*"*'^  ""  ^  P"'   ^^^  Question  on  the 

w/SLTsra'rrii.'r  '««■  bead,.augh ^,,i. ,.,, 

berr.f.n,;bul,  uploth,p,«,.ntlim.,  ^'"^    ^^  of  the  Tre,.ui,   to   the.. 

■i0.pplie.lionoflhe  n.ture  involved  iii  °'"""-     Ho  d.d  not  de.ire  .1  .i,..er, 

the  propoaition    referred  to  has   been  .    „     ,        „  _ 

made  to  tte  Grown.     H  it  i.  mnde,  it  I^W  AND  JU3TICB-THE  FLmTSEIRE 
will  receive  the  eerious  cooeidoration  of  MAGISTItACY. 

Her    Majeety'e   Government ;    and   no       Mn.  D.  SULLIVAN  (Westmealh,  8.) 

oonrae  will  be  taken  b;  the  Oovernment  (for  Sir  Tudhas  Esmondk)  (Dublin  Co., 

irhich    will    impair    or   question    the  S.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  tboTreaenrj, 
TOL.  OOOXV.    [tbied  seeies.]  D 
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If  the  Lord  Chancellor  will  communioate  Uk.  LABOrCHERE  (Northampton) : 

with  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Flintshire,  WiUtherighthon.Gnntlemaa  state  what 

with  Aview  to  aaceTtaining  whether  there  steps  were  taken  to  discover  the  viewsot 

iny  NoDconformiata  in  the  county  the  Zulua  F 


qualified  for  the  magistracy;  and, 
bo  found  upon  inquiry  that  there  are, 
whether  the  Loi'd  Chancellor  will  cauae 
the  neceasary  ateps  to  be  taken  to  place 
thom  upon  the  Bench  ? 

Mr.  OSBORNE  morgan  (Denbigh- 


SiR  HENRY  HOLLAND:  Stepawera 
taken  by  informing  the  Zulus  what  was 
going  to  be  done. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  would  ask 
the  Firat  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  whether 
he  wilt  give  the  House  an  early  oppor- 


shiro,  E.)  asked  the  right  hon.  Qentle-  tunity  of  oxpresaing  its  opinion  upon  this 

man,  whether  ho  was  aware    that  the  most  important  action  of  the  Govern- 

Memboi-s  for  the  county  and  borough  of  ment? 

Flint,  one  of  whom  ia  a  Nonconformist,  Tub  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
are  qualified  to  act,  and,  aa  a  matter  of  Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  There 
fact,  do  act,  as  magistrates  for  counties  will,  I  think,  be  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
other  than  the  County  of  Flint,  and  prosainf;  an  opinion  on  the  Colonial  Vote, 
whether  there  is  any  valid  i-earon  for  Me.  LABOUCHERE:  When? 
their  excluaion  from  the  Bench  of  the  Mk.W.  H.  SMITH:  That  depends  on 
county  which  they  represent  in  Farlia-  the  progress  of  Public  fiusineas. 
ment  ? 

The   FIRST   LORD    (Mr.    W.    H.  RAILWAY  RATES  BILL. 

SuithI  fStrand,  Westminster),  in  reply,  Iq    reply   to    Mr.    Heneaoe  {Great 

said,  he   was  not  aware  of   tho  facts  Grimsby), 

which  the  right  hon.  and  lewned^G^-  .j,j,g  SECRETARY  to  the  BOARD 


tlomau  had  atated,  aa  he  (Mr,  W.  II. 
Smith)  was  not  intimately  acquainted 
with   the    List    of    the    Magistracy  of 


OF  TRADE  (Baron  Hekrt  De  Wobub) 
(Liverpool,  Eaat  Toxteth)  said,  thatthia 
Bill  would  be  reprinted,  and  would  be 


th.  Unitod  Kingdom     A.  to  lh«  Qaes-    ;„  ,,,,  ^„j,  „f  M,„bm  .hortly. 
tion    of  the    hon.   Baronet,  the   Lord  ' 


Chancellor  saw  no  reason  to  doubt  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Flintshire  hod 
arranged  to  recommend  those  Gentle- 
men whom  he  conaiderad    to  be 


CUSTOSrS  AND  INLAND  HEVENUEBILL 
In  reply  to  Mr.  Dillon  (Mayo,  E.), 
The  first  LORD   of  the  TREA- 


suited  to  tho  Maglaterial  Bench  in  each  8URY  (Mr.  W.   H.    Siirre)   (Strand, 

diatriot,  having  regard  to  all  t'le  oirt-um-  Westminster)  said,    he  hoped  the  Bill 

stances  of  each  case  ;  and  he  waa  not  would    be    reached    to-niglit.      If    not 

aware  that  any  circumstances  had  arisen  reached  to-night,  he  was  not  able  to  say 

which  called  for  his  interference.  when  it  would  be  taken. 


SOUTH  AFRICA-ZULU  LAND. 
Me.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  :  May  I  ask  the  Secretary  o1  State 
for  the  Colonies,  Whether  it  is  (rue,  as 
stated  in  several  newspapers,  that  the 
British  Government  have  annexeii  Zulu- 
land  to  the  Crown ;  and,  if  that  ia  so, 
whether  this  has  been  done  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Zulu  nation  ;  and,  also, 
whether  it  is  customary  or  right,  in  the 
case  of  such  vast  territories,  to  annex 
them  without  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Sir 
Henbt  Holland)  (Hampstead)  :  I  can 
but  refer  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
answer  which  I  gave  a  few  nights  ago, 
in  which  I  stated  that  Sovereignty  had 
been  proclaimed  over  Zululand,  and  that 
the  Zulus  had  assented. 

Mr.  D.  SullivM 


ORDERS    OF    THE   DAT. 

SUPPLY— ARMV  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — eontiJered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(I.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  aum,  not  exceeding  £2,998,000,  ba 
(granted  to  Her  Majesty,  todetray  the  Charge  for 
Proviaions,  Forugc.  Fuol,  Transport  and  other 
Services,  which  will  come  in  course  o(  payment 
during  the  year  ending  oa  tho  Slit  day  ot 
Marcli  1888." 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hoi- 
born):  It  will  be  in  the  re  collection  of 
the  Committee  that  the  Army  Estimates 
were  under  conaideration  some  days  ago, 
wd  that  certain  Votes  were  taken  up  to 
tho  small  hours  of  the  morning,  vhen, 
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in  consequence  of  an  appeal  that  was 
made  to  the  right  hon.  Uentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  he  offered  to  give  a  more  general 
discussion  upon  this  Vote  than  it  was 
possible  to  take  upon  the  Votes  as  they 
were  submitted  to  the  Committee  on  the 
first  night.  I  trust  that  in  any  step  I 
am  about  to  take  I  shall  not  abuse  the 
privilege  which  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
was  kind  enough  to  grant  to  the  Com- 
mittee. There  are,  however,  two  points 
to  which  I  specially  desire  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  Commitee,  and  they  are 
connected  with  the  paymasters  and  the 
quartermasters  of  the  Army.  With  re- 
gard to  the  paymasters,  I  wish  to  remind 
the  Committee  that  system  of  appoint- 
ing these  officers  has  been  frequently 
changed,  and  that  the  effect  of  these  con- 
stant changes  hasbeen  very  prejudicial  to 
the  position  and  interests  of  the  officers 
employed  in  the  Army  Pay  Department, 
who  complain  that  they  have  not  been 
treated  with  the  same  consideration 
which  has  been  extended  to  the  mem- 
bers of  other  Departments  of  the  Army. 
For  instance,  while  the  officers  of  the 
Commissariat  and  the  Ordnance  Store 
Department  are  always  certain  of  ob- 
taining the  rank  of  lieutenant  colonel, 
after  having  reached  the  rank  of  major 
in  the  course  of  four  or  five  years'  further 
service,  that  privilege  is  denied  to  the 
officers  of  the  Army  Pay  Department. 
A  very  small  number  of  officers  con- 
nected with  that  Department  succeed  in 
obtaining  the  rank  of  lieutenant  colonel, 
even  although  they  may  have  been  em- 
ployed in  active  service  in  the  field,  and  I 
need  scarcely  say  that  it  is  extremely 
mortifying  to  an  officer  who  has  been  a 
combatant  to  see  a  non-combatant  pro- 
moted over  his  head.  I  trust  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  will  see  that  the 
yery  moderate  appeal  which  the  officers 
of  the  Army  Pay  Department  make 
shall  receive  a  favourable  consideration. 
I  have  not  sprung  this  question  suddenly 
upon-  the  Committee,  seeing  that  nearly 
a  year  ago  I  stated  the  grievances  of 
this  body  of  officers.  I  may  point  out 
that  they  are  admirable  officers,  and 
that  their  branches  of  the  Service  is 
working  as  well  as  any  other  in  the  Army. 
I  therefore  trust  that  their  grievances 
and  claims  will  receive  some  considera- 
tion. There  is  a  special  reason  for 
bringing  the  matter  oefore  the  House 


this  year.  Under  the  recent  Warrant  it 
has  been  decided  that  for  1887  no  step 
on  retirement  shall  be  given,  so  that  if 
the  officers  of  the  Army  Pay  Depart- 
ment do  not  get  the  privilege  enjoyed  by 
the  Commissariat  and  Ordance  Store 
Departments  this  year,  they  will  still 
remain  in  the  rank  they  now  hold, 
although,  in  point  of  actual  service,  they 
will  be  senior  to  other  officers  who  may 
be  promoted.  There  are  one  or  two  other 
points  in  connection  with  this  Depart- 
ment which  are  worthy  of  the  considera- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  It  is  a 
matter  to  be  regretted  that  the  Depart- 
ment has  no  representative  in  the  War 
Office.  All  the  other  Departments  of 
the  Army  have  some  representation 
among  the  permanent  officials  of  the 
Government.  The  great  strides  which 
have  been  made  in  connection  with  the 
Commissariat  and  the  Ordnance  Store  De- 
partment have  been  in  the  main  due  to 
the  fact  that  those  Departments  have 
had  representation  at  the  War  Office. 
There  is  no  such  representation  in  regard 
to  the  Army  Pay  Department,  and  I 
therefore  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  to  take 
into  his  careful  consideration  the 
propriety  of  having  some  link,  so  to 
speak,  at  the  War  Office  between  him- 
self and  this  large  and  important  body 
of  officers.  Passing  from  that  Depart- 
ment, I  come  now  to  an  entirely  different 
matter — namely,  the  Quartermasters' 
Department.  I  have  myself,  on  more 
than  one  occasion,  brought  the  griev- 
ances of  the  quartermasters  before  the 
House,  and  I  believe  that  their  case  has 
been  frequently  commented  upon  in  this 
House ;  but  I  found  that,  on  the  whole, 
the  opinion  of  the  War  Office  has  been 
that  the  grievances  complained  of  are 
not  very  great.  Nevertheless,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  consented  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Departmental  Committee,  and 
the  result  of  the  inquiry  of  that  Com- 
mittee has  been  to  prove  that  there 
really  is  a  case,  because  additional  ad- 
vantages, to  a  considerable  extent,  have 
been  given  to  the  Department;  although, 
in  my  opinion,  the  concessions  which 
have  been  made  have  not  covered  all 
the  ground  which  ought  to  have  been 
covered.  It  must  always  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  Army  of  this  country  is 
enlisted  on  the  voluntary  principle,  and, 
therefore,  that  it  is   desirable  to  give 
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proper  inducements  to  the  men  who  join 
the  Army.  At  present,  the  only  tempta- 
tion you  offer  is  deferred  pay  at  the  end 
of  service,  and  the  dreary  prospect  of 
passing  into  the  Reserve,  which  really 
is  no  better  than  passing  inio  the  work- 
lioiise.  The  men  who  are  passed  into 
the  Reserve  find  great  difficulty  in  ob- 
ta'ning  employment;  and  I  see  from  the 
workhouse  returns  that  a  very  large 
proportion  of  the  men  belonging  to  the 
Army  Reserve  have  been  compelled  to 
become  paupers.  If  your  desire  is  to 
induce  a  better  class  of  men  to  enter  the 
Army,  I  am  afraid  that  you  will  not 
accomplish  your  object  by  treating  the 
men  as  you  do  at  present.  You  must 
certainly  make  the  inducements  and 
temptations  to  enter  the  Army  far 
greater  than  they  are  now.  Let  me  call 
attention  to  the  position  of  the  quarter- 
masters. They  have  essentially  sprung 
from  the  ranks,  and  is  their  treatment 
po  favourable  as  to  afford  a  temptation 
to  other  men  to  enter  the  Army  ?  How 
are  they  treated?  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  they  are  treated  differently  from 
any  other  officers  who  may  be  promoted 
from  the  ranks,  and  that  they  are  placed 
at  great  disadvantage.  These  quarter- 
masters get  commissions  so  late  in  life, 
that  when  the  time  comes  for  compulsory 
retirement  there  are  two  or  three  years' 
service  wanting  to  entitle  them  to  the 
maximum  pension  of  £200  a-year,  and 
for  each  year's  time  they  are  short  they 
are  mulcted  £10.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  a  man  commenced  to  act  as 
quartermaster  in  comparative  youth  or 
middle  age,  when  he  reaches  the  maxi- 
mum of  service  to  entitle  him  to  a 
pension,  and  consents  to  serve  for  an 
extra  number  of  years,  he  is  unable  to 
add  to  the  amount  of  his  pension  at  all. 
Surely,  if  it  is  right  to  mulct  a  man  £10 
a-year  from  his  pension  for  every  year 
of  service  that  he  is  short,  when  the 
War  Office  retains  a  man  in  the  same 
position  beyond  the  time  which  would 
entitle  him  to  the  maximum  pension,  he 
ought  to  receive  an  addition  of  £10 
every  year.  Unless  a  man  finds  that  he 
has  a  prospect  of  increasing  his  pension 
by  staying  he  will  undoubtedly  leave  the 
Service,  and  the  country  will  not  only 
have  to  pay  the  maximum  pension  of 
£200  a-year,  but  will  have  to  pay  the 
man  who  takes  the  place  of  the  officer 
who  retires  upon  his  pension.  I  believe 
that  if  a  different  principle  were  adopted 

Colonel  Jhinean 


the  sum  saved  to  the  country  would  be 
very  large  indeed ;  and,  therefore,  apart 
from  the  question  of  justice,  I  make  an 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  on  the 
lower  question  of  economy  to  do  some- 
thing to  make  the  conditions  of  service 
in  regard  to  the  quartermasters  of 
the  Army  better  than  they  are  now, 
They  are  excellent  men,  who  represent 
what  I  may  call  the  cream  of  tho  Service. 
In  an  ordinary  case,  when  an  officer  has 
risen  from  the  ranks  he  is  well  able  to 
look  after  himself,  but  these  men  require 
to  be  treated  with  special  tenderness  and 
gentleness.  I  therefore  hope  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  taking  into  consideration 
the  value  of  their  services,  and  the  jus- 
tice of  their  demand,  will  consent  to  do 
something  in  their  behalf.  I  have  only 
one  word  more  to  say,  and  it  has  re- 
ference to  the  Royal  Horse  Artillery. 
The  position  of  that  branch  of  tho  Ser- 
vice has  been  before  the  country  now  for 
a  long  time,  and  it  is  understood  that  a 
considerable  reduction  in  the  force  of 
the  Royal  Horse  Artillery  has  been 
decided  upon.  I  accept  that  decision, 
and  will  say  nothing  about  it  in  any 
controversial  spirit.  There  were,  however, 
circumstances  which  occurred  during  the 
past  year  which  led  to  my  being  to  some 
extent  the  historian  of  that  corps,  to 
which  for  30  years  I  belonged.  I  had, 
therefore,  special  opportunities  of  be- 
coming acquainted  with  the  bitterness 
of  the  feeling  which  has  been  occasioned 
by  the  decision  of  the  War  Office.  I 
could  recite  stories  of  the  gallantry 
of  this  branch  of  the  Service  which 
would  make  the  eyes  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers glisten  and  their  cheeks  glow.  I 
am  satisfied  that  those  who  are  serviug 
in  the  ranks  to  day  would  emulate 
the  deeds  of  those  who  went  before 
them.  I  will,  however,  on  this  occasion 
do  no  more  than  express  my  most  deep 
regret  that  the  country  is  likely  to  lose 
the  services  of  any  portion  of  this  most 
distinguished  Corps.  They  can  never  be 
re-created  with  their  o\^  prestige. 

Dr.  FARQUH arson  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.) :  I  do  not  propose  to  follow 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down ;  but  I  desire  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  for  a  few 
minutes  to  a  question  which  is  very  ger- 
mane to  the  Vote  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Committee — ^namely, 
the  question  of  the  rations  supplied  to 
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the  BritUh  Army.  I  have  already  had 
the  honour  of  brin^og  that  matter  two 
or  three  times  before  the  House.  On 
the  last  occasion,  the  Vote  was  not 
brought  on  until  2  or  3  o'clock  in  the 
morning,  and  I  am  afraid'  that  my  re- 
marks did  not  make  any  great  impression 
upon  those  to  whom  they  were  directed 
—  at  any  rate,  the  matter  has  not  received 
that  consideration  which  I  think  it  is 
entitled  to.  Unfortunately,  the  frequent 
changes  which  have  taken  place  in  the 
Departmental  Chiefs  must  necessarily 
have  made  the  consideration  of  any 
special  question  most  irregular.  The 
rapidity  with  which  one  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  has  succeeded  another 
has  rendered  it  difficult  to  bring  the 
mind  of  the  Head  of  the  Department  to 
questions  of  this  nature.  I  may  say 
that  the  question  was  brought  under  the 
consideration  of  the  War  Office  some 
years  ago,  and  General  Peel  presided 
over  a  Committee  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  matter.  The  Committee  were 
of  opinion  that  something  ought  to  be 
done,  and  that  better  rations  ought  to 
be  provided.  But  General  Peel  recom- 
mended that,  instead  of  giving  better 
rations,  the  soldier  should  get  a  little 
more  pay.  There  is  now  a  strong  and 
growing  feeling,  especially  in  certain 
medical  quarters,  that  the  rations  sup- 
plied to  a  soldier  are  too  small.  The 
surgeons  of  the  Army  Medical  Depart- 
ment have  reported  that  the  soldier's  ra- 
tion of  J  lb.  of  meat  is  certainly  too  small 
for  the  support  of  his  constitution.  He  cer- 
tainly receives  J  lb.  of  meat ;  but  if  any 
hon.  Member  would  go  to  the  barracks 
and  see  how  the  rations  are  served 
up,  he  would  find  that  those  |  lb.  of 
meat  are  boiled  down  to  a  very  small 
bulk  indeed,  so  that  in  the  end  the 
soldier  gets  very  little  more  than  four  or 
five  ounces,  after  the  meat  has  been 
cooked.  Then,  again,  the  soldier  prac- 
tically gets  all  his  rations  at  one  meal — 
namely,  at  dinner  ;  he  receives  scarcely 
anything  at  all  in  the  morning  or  in  the 
evening.  The  consequence  is,  that  when 
he  goes  out  in  the  evening  he  gets  a 
little  liquor ;  the  drink — operating 
upon  an  empty  stomach — produces  a 
very  bad  effect  indeed.  Although  the 
question  is  one  of  importance  concern- 
ing the  regular  soldier,  it  is  of  still 
greater  importance  when  we  have  to  deal 
with  the  case  of  the  recruit.  The  recruit 
is  generally  a  growing  boy,  often    a 


weak,  weedy  boy,  who  is  called  upon  to 
do  a  considerable  amount  of  work  of  an 
intricate  and  complicated  character.  He 
has  his  drill  to  learn  and  a  large  amount 
of  work  to  do,  and  he  is  certainly  not 
well  fed.  Ho  has  to  expend  a  consider- 
able portion  of  his  pay  in  buying  extra 
food — such  as  milk,  butter,  bread,  and 
cheese,  which  he  finds  it  necessary  to 
obtain  in  order  to  enable  him  to  carry 
on  the  work  he  has  to  do.  It  may  be 
said  that  so  long  as  he  has  the  money 
why  should  he  not  spend  it  in  food ;  but 
in  the  case  of  a  young  recruit,  he  is  open 
to  very  strong  temptation  to  spend  it  in 
amusement.  If  he  does,  the  result  is, 
that  he  gets  an  insufficient  amount  of 
food ;  and  we  know  very  well  that  there 
are  a  far  larger  number  of  diseases  pre- 
valent in  the  Army  than  there  ought  to 
be.  Hon.  Members  have  frequently  re- 
ferred to  free  rations.  Now,  free  rations 
are  an  entire  delusion,  a  snare,  and 
almost  a  swindle.  A  recruit  is  told 
when  he  joins  the  Army  that  he  will  re- 
ceive free  rations  ;  but  those  free  rations 
consist  simply  of  2  i^*  of  meat,  a 
little  coffee,  and  some  bread.  He  has 
to  provide  himself  with  milk,  with  but- 
ter, cheese,  and  various  other  thing's, 
and  finding  himself  disappointed  in  the 
idea  which  had  been  impresssd  upon  him 
that  ho  would  get  free  rations,  and  that 
such  free  rations  are  purely  ornamental, 
a  very  bad  impression  is  produced  upon 
him.  I  am  afraid  that  the  large  num- 
ber of  the  desertions  we  find  reported  in 
the  Officers'  Eeturns  are  very  much  due 
to  the  fact  of  the  young  soldier  having 
found  out  that  the  delusive  hopes  held 
out  to  him  have  not  been  realized  in 
actual  practice.  Considering  the  respon- 
sibilities of  the  career  upon  which  he  is 
entering  and  the  probability  of  his  losing 
his  life  in  the  service  of  his  country,  i 
think  he  is  very  badly  paid,  and  that  he 
ought  to  be  provided  with  better  and 
more  ample  rations.  There  are  a  large 
number  of  men  engaged  at  the  present 
moment  all  over  the  country  in  recruit- 
ing for  the  Service.  I  think  it  is  very 
desirable  that  when  they  go  down  to  the 
country  districts  they  shall  be  able  to 
describe  the  Service  in  such  a  way  as  to 
induce  young  fellows  to  come  forward 
and  to  render  the  Service  popular,  so 
that  we  may  get  into  the  Army  a  better 
class  of  men.  It  will  be  said  that  recruit- 
ing is  going  on  very  favourably;  but 
labour  is  now  depressed,  and  there  are  n 
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large  number  of  men  out  of  work. 
When  employment  becomes  more  abund- 
ant and  more  remunerative,  the  recruit- 
ing sergeant  will  have  to  compete  with 
the  labour  market,  and  therefore  it  is 
highly  essential  that  he  should  be  able 
to  offer  an  adequate  temptation  to  the 
recruit.  I  will  not  weary  the  House  by 
going  into  any  other  phase  of  the  ques- 
tion. Any  hon.  Member,  however,  who 
looks  at  the  Returns  will  be  struck  by 
the  large  increase  of  desertion  that  is 
now  going  on.  Last  year,  out  of  a  num- 
ber of  recruits,  which  amounted  in 
round  numbers  to  35,000,  nearly  5,500 
deserted  in  the  course  of  the  same  year, 
or  13*7  per  cent.  There  was  a  much 
smaller  number  of  desertions  in  1883, 
showing  that  some  cause  must  bo  at 
work  which  is  rendering  the  Service 
less  popular  than  it  used  to  be.  No 
doubt,  a  good  many  of  these  desertions 
are  caused  by  a  feeling  of  disappoint- 
ment in  the  minds  of  young  persona  who 
have  joined  the  Army  at  finding  tho  in- 
ducements held  out  to  them  unrealized. 
I  believe  it  is  a  fact  which,  in  the  great 
majority  of  cases,  determines  them  to 
throw  up  the  Service,  and  to  retire  into 
private  life  at  all  hazards.  I  think  I 
have  showu  that  if  the  regular  soldier  is 
sufficiently  fed,  at  all  events  the  recruit 
is  not,  and  I  would  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  whether  it  is  not  desirable 
to  appoint  some  kind  of  Committee  to 
consider  the  question.  I  do  not  want  to 
lay  down  any  hard  and  fast  rules,  or  to 
define  any  machinery  by  which  the  mat- 
ter is  to  be  carried  out.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  it  would  involve  a  considerable  ad- 
ditional expense ;  but  I  think  it  would 
be  worth  the  money  if  the  War  Office 
could  be  induced  to  provide  better 
rations,  especially  in  substances  of  a 
fatty  and  farinacious  nature.  At  the 
present  moment  the  soldier  may  get 
enough  meat ;  but  he  certainly  does  not 
got  enough  of  other  articles — such  as 
butter  and  cheese.  Therefore,  I  ask  for 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee,  al- 
though whether  such  a  Committee  should 
be  a  Committee  of  this  House,  or  of  a 
departmental  character,  I  do  not  pre- 
sume to  say. 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Northcote)  (Exeter): 
Perhaps  it  will  be  tho  most  convenient 
course  to  dispose  of  the  various  ques- 
tions one  at  a  time  as  they  arise  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  of  the  Army  Es- 
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timates  rather  than  mix  up  different 
questions.  The  points  raised  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Finsbury 
(Colonel  Duncan)  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Aberdeen  (Dr.  Farquharson)are 
altogether  difierent,  and  must  be  replied 
to  separately.  The  question  of  rations 
was  brought  forward  last  year  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Aberdeen,  who 
stated  his  case  very  fully,  as  he  has  done 
this  evening,  and  was  replied  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Stirling  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman). 
One  point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
was,  whether  tho  matter  was  to  be  met 
by  an  increase  of  rations  to  the  soldier, 
because  if  so  it  should  be  borne  in  mind, 
as  was  pointed  out  last  year,  that  that 
would  involve  an  addition  of  not  less 
than  £750,000  to  the  Army  Estimates— 
too  serious  an  increase  to  be  decided 
upon  rashly.  The  hon.  Member  will 
also  know  how  reluctant  the  Government 
are  to  increase  the  Army  Expenditure 
without  tho  very  strongest  grounds  in- 
deed. Then  comes  another  question, 
whether  tho  ration  is  sufficient,  and 
what  the  position  of  the  soldier  is  as 
compared  with  what  it  was  a  few  years 
ago.  He  now  receives  1».  a- day,  from 
which  bd,  a-day  is  deducted  for  mess; 
but  he  also  receives  b^d,  a-day  in 
addition,  and  2d.  a-day  deferred  pay. 
The  position  of  the  soldier  now  is  much 
better  in  regard  both  to  pay  and  rations 
than  it  was  a  few  years  ago,  and  as  con- 
trasted with  foreign  Armies,  the  British 
soldier  receives  more  than  double  the 
rations  of  a  Russian  soldier,  and  more 
than  any  Continental  soldier  receives,  the 
French  soldier  being  the  only  one  who 
can  in  any  way  approach  to  us.  In- 
cluding pay  and  rations,  tho  British 
soldier  now  receives  what  is  equal  to 
\8.  T^d.  a-day,  as  against  Is,  Sd.  in  1866. 
It  is  apparent,  therefore,  that  the  posi- 
tion of  the  English  soldier  has  been  much 
improved  of  late  years.  I  believe  it 
would  be  of  no  advantage  to  the  soldier 
to  increase  his  rations  by  reducing  his 
pay,  because  that  would  involve  our 
contracting  for  special  vegetables,  and 
would  curtail  the  liberty  of  choice  which 
the  soldier  now  has  of  purchasing  cer- 
tain articles  of  food  for  himself.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  which  sat  in  1867 
was  favourable  to  an  increase  of  ra- 
tions; but  as  far  as  I  am  aware  it 
is  not  tho  belief  of  modicnl  men  that 
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our  soldiers  are  at  all  underfed.  Ae 
a  matter  of  fact,  I  do  believe  that  there 
are  very  few  regiments  in  which  there 
is  anything  like  a  full  stoppage  made, 
and  that  aSbrds  strong  evidence  that,  so 
far  as  the  ofEcers  are  concerned,  they 
consider  that  the  soldier  does  get  enough 
to  cat.  As  to  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee, the  War  Office  is  already  over 
pressed  at  the  present  moment  with  Com- 
mittees of  all  sorts  and  sizes,  and  I  am 
not  prepared,  therefore,  to  accede  to 
the  proposal  off-hand,  but  I  will  under- 
take that  the  suggestions  which  have 
been  made  shall  receive  due  considera- 
tion. 

Colonel  HUGHES  -  H  ALLETT 
(Rochester) :  As  we  have  permission 
upon  this  Vote  to  speak  on  general 
matters  I  should  like  to  say  a  few  words 
about  the  strength  of  the  Army.  Hon. 
Members  are  probably  in  possession  of 
the  General  Annual  Return  handed  in 
in  October  last,  and  the  preliminary 
annual  return  of  the  Army  this  year. 
They  are  both  of  them  most  important 
documents,  and  they  furnish  hon.  Mem- 
bers with  some  valuable  information 
about  the  state  of  the  Army  and  its 
effective  strength.  If  hon.  Members 
will  take  the  trouble  to  examine  the 
statistics  contained  in  those  documents 
I  think  they  will  arrive  at  a  very  good 
idea  as  to  the  state  of  the  Army,  and  a 
comparison  of  its  effective  strength  for 
the  last  20  years,  commencing  with  the 
1st  of  January,  1866,  and  ending  with 
the  1st  of  January,  1886.  But  while 
these  Annual  Returns  furnish  us  with 
valuable  and  instructive  facts  they  also 
afford  a  considerable  amount  of  disap- 
pointment. As  far  as  the  numbers  go 
it  appears  that  the  Army  has  been  toler- 
ably well  kept  up.  On  the  1st  of 
January,  1866,  the  strength  of  the  Army 
was  201,6^1,  and  on  the  Ist  of  January, 
1886,  it  was  200,785  ;  and  it  was 
230,867  on  the  1st  of  January  this  year. 
Although  the  increase,  so  far  as  the 
numbers  go,  is  satisfactory,  there  seems 
to  me  to  be  something  more  required 
than  the  actual  numbers — the  age  and 
physique  of  the  men  must  also  be  con* 
sidered.  In  1873,  the  year  when  the 
short  service  system  first  came  into 
operation,  46  per  cent  of  the  men  who 
enlisted  were  under  25  years  of  age,  and 
31  per  cent  were  over  30  years  of  age. 
In  1885,  the  last  year  for  which  the 
Beturns  are  made  up,  the  number  of 


recruits  under  25  years  of  age  was  62 
per  cent,  and  there  were  oidy  14  per 
cent  over  30  years  of  age.  That  is  the 
natural  result  of  what  is  called  the  ''short 
service  "  system.  It  is  no  exaggeration 
to  say  that  our  ranks  have  been  filled 
up  with  boy-soldiers.  If  scholarship 
tends  to  make  a  good  soldier  then  cer- 
tainly the  Army  has  improved;  but  I 
contend  that  that  is  not  so,  and  that 
something  more  than  scholarship  is 
needed.  Scholarship  does  not  make  a 
soldier  capable  of  hard  work,  of  endur- 
ing hard  knocks,  and  the  fatigue  of  a 
campaign.  It  would  appear  from  these 
Returns  that  the  aim  of  the  authorities 
has  been  to  get  recruits  with  a  superior 
education  rather  than  to  pay  attention 
to  physique,  robust  health,  personal 
strength,  and  power  of  endurance. 
This,  no  doubt,  suits  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Brightside  Division  of  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Mundella),  but  it  is  certainly  not  all 
that  is  required  in  the  Army.  What  we 
want  is  men  with  broad  chests,  and  a 
good  sound  constitution,  who  know  how 
to  use  the  weapons  placed  in  their  hands, 
and  are  capable  of  undergoing  the  effects 
of  a  hard  campaign  in  a  bad  climate. 
For  such  purposes  I  would  prefer  a  lad 
with  a  good  physique,  who  cannot  read 
and  write,  to  a  more  delicate  lad  who 
knows  how  to  make  obtruse  calculations 
in  decimal  fractions.  No  system  of  su- 
perior education  will  compensate  for 
want  of  personal  strength  and  power 
of  endurance,  although  it  looks  very  well 
in  theory.  In  the  year  1873  I  find  that 
we  had  21,753  soldiers  who  could  neither 
read  nor  write,  and  only  10,930  who  had 
received  what  is  called  a  superior  educa- 
tion. In  the  year  1885  there  were  only 
5,473  who  could  neither  read  nor  write, 
and  148,723  of  superior  education.  There 
is,  however,  this  remarkable  fact,  that 
all  this  superior  education  does  not 
make  your  soldier  one  whit  better  in 
regard  to  his  conduct,  for  I  find  that 
in  1885  there  were  far  more  courts- 
martial  than  in  1873.  More  than  that, 
it  is  a  very  significant  fact  that  deser- 
tion, casualties,  and  discharges  have 
greatly  increased  under  the  short  ser- 
vice system.  In  1873  the  net  loss  by 
desertion  was  1,720,  while  in  1885  the 
net  loss  by  desertion  had  increased  to 
2,976,  or  nearly  double.  In  1885  the 
loss  by  death  was  2,585,  and  the  num- 
ber of  those  discharged  and  invalided 
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was  3,581,  1,008  were  discharged  for 
bad  conduct,  1,488  bought  themselves 
out,  and  3,531  retired  on  the  com- 
pletion of  their  service.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  pay  attention  to  this  matter 
will  find  that  the  total  withdrawal  in 
that  year  was  no  less  than  35,000,  of 
whom  only  one-third  went  into  the  Army 
Hoserve.  Upon  that  basis  it  will  be 
found  that  the  whole  loss  in  the  regular 
ranks  in  the  Army  was  something  like 
23,000  or  24,000— that  is  to  say,  one  in 
seven  of  the  men  who  enlisted.  It  ap- 
pears to  me  that  that  is  a  most  serious 
loss  and  a  loss  which,  I  maintain,  the 
phort  service  system  is  not  able  to  stand. 
You  may  train  a  lad  to  a  perfect  appre- 
ciation of  drill,  discipline  and  order,  you 
may  train  him  to  perform  his  duty  tho- 
roughly, and  you  may  train  him  to  a 
perfect  appreciation  of  the  honour  of  his 
corps  and  of  his  colours  ;  but  what  is 
the  use  of  all  that  if,  after  a  few  years, 
he  is  to  be  sent  into  the  Eeserve  ?  In  the 
Horse  Artillery  it  takes  four  years  to 
make  an  efficient  driver,  and  yet  in  two 
years  more  that  man  is  gone.  It  is  al- 
most sufficient  to  break  the  hearts  of 
your  non-commissioned  officers  to  have 
to  deal  with  a  constant  stream  of  raw  re- 
cruits. The  system  which  invites  all  the 
strongest  young  men  in  the  country  into 
the  ranks  of  the  Army,  at  the  same  time 
instilling  into  them  the  necessity  of  a 
superior  education,  and  then  draining 
them  off  in  the  course  of  a  few  years  to 
earn  their  living  as  best  they  can,  is  a 
most  pernicious  system.  It  is  a  system 
not  justified  by  results,  and  it  is  useless 
in  practice.  The  fact  is  that  Englishmen 
have  no  idea  of  originating  military 
notions  of  their  own.  We  copy  most 
servilely  the  systems  of  other  nations. 
But  for  the  battles  of  Worth,  Weissen  • 
berg,  Gravelotte,  and  Sedan  we  should 
never  have  copied  the  German  system. 
In  the  Crimean  War  we  looked  upon 
the  French  Army  as  the  greatest  mili- 
tary machine  in  the  world,  and  we  had 
our  shakoes  and  uniforms  cut  according 
to  the  French  Fashion.  Then  came  the 
year  1870  and  France,  as  a  military  na- 
tion, was  found  to  be  a  sham.  The 
German  Army  was  then  found  to  be  the 
best,  and  the  result  was  that  our  French 
military  shakoes  were  thrown  away  to 
be  replaced  by  the  helmets  of  the  Ger- 
mans. We  invariably  copy  foreign  na- 
tions, and  I  believe  if  the  Zulus  had  got 
the  better  of  us  in  our  campafga  against 
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them  the  uniform  of  the  British  soldier 
would  have  been  a  cincture  of  cows' 
tails.  Hitherto  we  have  made  spasmodic 
efforts,  which  have  not  only  been  most 
costly  but  exceedingly  cruel.  In  spite 
of  what  enthusiasts  may  say  of  the  short 
service  system  the  ranks  of  the  Army 
Kesorvo  will,  in  my  opinion,  decrease 
rather  than  increase,  because  a  man 
knows  that  if  he  enters  the  Army  He- 
serve  it  will  not  be  easy  for  him  to  ob- 
tain employment.  We  cannot  wonder 
that  an  employer  of  labour  who  has  to 
keep  factories  and  other  means  of  employ- 
ment at  work  should  refuse  to  employ 
men  from  the  Eeserve.  No  man  engaged 
in  a  great  commercial  operation  will  take 
a  man  who  may  be  called  away  at  any  on 
moment,  should  a  certain  emergency 
arise ;  and  as  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  the  Holborn  Division  of  Fins- 
bury  (Colonel  Duncan)  says,  the  result 
is  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  paupers 
in  many  of  the  workhouses  are  men  on 
the  Eeserve  List.  I  am  glad  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  has  called  attention 
to  that  fact,  because  it  reminds  me  that 
not  long  ago  I  had  placed  before  me  a 
list  of  10  workhouses,  and  from  that 
list  I  deduced  this  extraordinary  fact — 
that  27  per  cent  of  the  paupers  were  on 
the  Army  Eeserve  List.  The  short  ser- 
vice system  is  totally  unsuited  to  this 
country.  England  is  not  like  Germany 
where  the  Army  is  exclusively  used  for 
one  purpose.  We  have  to  send  our  Army 
to  Burmah,  to  Egypt,  or  to  India,  where- 
as the  German  Army  is  confined  to  Ger- 
many. Consequently,  the  conditions 
which  apply  to  the  German  Army  are 
not  those  which  govern  the  British 
Army.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that 
we  have  enormous  possessions  abroad 
which  require  the  services  of  our  Army 
to  defend  them.  I  know  the  advocates 
of  the  short  service  system  say  that  we 
can  retain  our  lads  and  wait  until  they 
g^ow ;  but  there  is  no  time  for  that,  as 
any  hon.  Member  may  see  if  he  takes 
the  trouble  to  inspect  the  great  military 
depots,  and  visit  the  graveyards  and  the 
hospitals  which  are  the  natural  conse* 
quence  of  the  short  service  system.  We 
are  obliged  to  send  our  young  soldiers 
to  unhealthy  climates,  and  they  are 
sent  home  after  a  short  service  to 
die,  or  to  become  invalided  and  sent 
to  the  hospitals.  That  was  not  the 
character  of  the  men  who  fought  ia  the 
Peninsula  War,  the  Crimean  War,  and 
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ia  India  before  the  Mutiny,  and  in  the 
Mutiny  itself.  They  were  men  of  a  very 
different  etamp.  Every  man  in  the  Army 
30  years  ago  was  worth  two  of  the  men 
of  the  present  day,  although  I  do  not 
say  this  in  disparagement  of  the  young 
soldiers  of  to-day,  who  do  their  work 
bravely  and  well  in  the  midst  of  a  cam- 
paign in  the  face  of  the  enemy.  It  it  not 
their  fault  if,  instead  of  being  veterans, 
they  are  mere  striplings ;  but  it  is 
our  fault  if  we  impose  upon  them 
tasks  which  they  have  not  sufficient 
strength  to  perform,  and  which  they 
are  unable  to  perform  with  vigour  and 
success.  I  maintain  that  an  Army  Corps 
of  100,000  men  30  years  ago  had  the 
same  fighting  capacity  as  200,000 
men  now.  The  argument  derived  from 
this  is  that  the  Army  costs  twice 
as  much  as  it  is  worth.  Every 
soldier  now-a*days  costs  about  £100 
a-year.  That  is  what  the  cost  is  when 
a  man  enters  the  Army  as  a  recruit ;  but 
when  he  is  sent  into  the  Reserve  he  5s 
worth  at  least  £200  a-year.  It  will  be 
said— "What  limit  can  be  found?" 
No  Conservative  on  this  side  of  the 
House  has  broader  views  on  political 
and  general  matters  than  myself;  but  I 
am  a  Conservative  in  my  belief  that  we 
had  a  far  better  Army,  as  regards  the 
constitution  of  the  Army,  80  years  ago 
than  we  have  at  the  present  moment.  I 
hope  the  nation  will  always  have  the 
greatest  solicitude  for  the  condition  of 
the  Army,  and  the  system  under  which 
it  is  constituted.  No  one  wishes  to  in- 
dulge in  idle  dreams  of  military  com- 
g^tition  with  foreign  nations ;  but  the 
ritish  nation  has  aright  to  demand  that 
its  Army  shall  be  maintained  as  regards 
armament,  training,  and  organization. 
While  on  the  subject  of  the  British 
soldier  I  may  refer  to  an  incident  which 
happened  not  very  long  ago.  A  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  a  Member  of  this 
House,  made  some  very  severe  accusa- 
tions against  the  British  soldier.  He 
accused  him  of  acts  of  cruelty  and  in- 
humanity in  the  Soudan  War,  charging 
him  with  bayonetting  the  Soudanese 
as  they  lay  wounded  on  the  ground. 
To  such  charges  as  those  I  can  give  an 
emphatic  contradiction,  on  evidence  just 
as  good  as  that  on  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke.  Those  who  know 
what  battle-fields  are  like  on  which 
the  British  soldier  fights,  when  he  is 
dealing  with  an  Oriental  or  uncivilized 


enemy,  will  know  that  it  is  a  very  usual 
thing  for  an  enemy  to  feign  death  until 
the  Englishman  approaches  him,  perhaps 
bringing  water  to  relieve  his  thirst,  or 
medical  appliances,  and  to  endeavour  to 
shoot  or  stab  him.  These  things  were 
constantly  done  in  the  Soudan  War,  and  is 
it  to  be  wondered  at  that  a  man  placed 
in  such  a  position  should  protect  him- 
self by  putting  some  such  wounded 
wretch  out  of  his  misery,  rather  than 
run  the  risk  of  being  killed  himself? 
The  well  known  Peace  Party  in  this 
country  is  often  fond  of  speaking 
bitterly  against  the  Army  when  this 
country  was  not  at  war,  but  directly 
there  is  a  sound  of  war  in  the  air  they 
are  the  very  persons  to  press  round  the 
soldiers  and  praise  them.  I  remember 
some  lines  which  are  dpropoB  to  this 
point;  but  I  do  not  know  who  wrote 
them — 

*'  When  danger  comes,  and  the  foe  is  nigh, 
*  (rod  and  the  soldier '  is  the  cry  ; 
NVhen  the  enemy's  beat  and  danger  righted, 
God  is  forgotten  and  the  soldier  slighted." 

I  would  say  that  such  accusations  as 
those  to  which  I  have  referred  do  not 
find  favour  with  the  great  bulk  of  the 
British  people. 

Mr.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &c.):  I 
desire  to  say  a  few  words  for  the  pur- 
pose of  endorsing  the  appeal  which  has 
been  made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Finsbury  (Colonel  Duncan) 
on  behalf  of  the  quartermasters,  and 
for  some  reform  in  the  Army  Pay  De- 
partment. I  do  not  wish  to  add  any- 
thing to  the  statement  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  G-entleman  has  made, 
with  very  full  knowledge  of  the  subject 
except  that  my  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  matter,  and  I  earnestly  press  it 
upon  the  consideration  of  the  Government. 
I  will  only  add  one  observation.  We 
have  heard  a  great  deal  of  the  necessity 
of  supplying  our  soldiers  with  the  best 
possible  weapons;  but,  after  all,  our 
success  in  war  must  depend  upon  the 
men  themselves ;  and,  therefore,  I  trust 
that  steps  will  be  taken  to  gratify  the 
legitimate  ambition  of  a  deserving  class, 
and  to  remove  the  grievances  of  which 
they  complain  in  order  to  show  that  we 
properly  appreciate  the  services  which 
have  been  rendered  to  the  country. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Homcastle) :  I  can  assure  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  tho  Department 


83 


Supply— 


{COMMONS} 


Army  IkiimoUi 


84 


over  which  I  have  the  honour  to  preside 
is  most  anxious  to  remove  any  impres- 
sion which  may  exist  among  any  of 
those  officers  who  are  serving  Her  Ma- 
jesty, that  they  will  not  do  their  best  to 
remedy  any  grievance  which  may  be 
proved  to  be  a  real  grievance.  The 
question  of  the  Army  Pay  Department 
has  been  brought  forward  to-day  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Finsbury 
with  extreme  moderation,  and,  on  a  pre- 
vious occasion,  as  he  lias  reminded  the 
Committee,  he  was  kind  enough  to  give 
way.  I  am  sorry  that  I  am  unable  to 
give  a  satisfactory  answer  to  his  appeal. 
The  discussion  has  come  upon  me  rather 
sooner  than  I  expected ;  but  I  have  given 
some  attention  to  both  of  the  points 
which  the  bon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
has  raised,  and  what  I  am  about  to  say 
will  not,  I  trust,  be  altogether  dis- 
pleasing to  him.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  complains  that  the  officers  of 
the  Army  Pay  Department  after  five 
years  service  do  not  obtain  staff  rank. 
He  has  pointed  out  that  their  position  is 
a  harsh  one  as  contrasted  with  that  of 
two  other  corps  with  which  they  com- 
pare themselves — namely,  the  Commis- 
sariat and  the  Ordnance  Store  Depart- 
ment, and  he  says  that  the  officers  com- 
plain that  they  are  badly  treated  as 
compared  with  officers  serving  in  other 
Departments.  Now,  in  the  first  place, 
I  should  like  to  say  that,  at  the  present 
time,  the  War  Office  is  engaged  in  re- 
modelling the  Commissariat  Depart- 
ment, and  all  questions  of  rank  whether 
in  one  department  or  another  must  be 
treated  as  a  whole — that  is  to  say,  that 
it  is  impossible  to  concede  claims  in  one 
Department  without  considering  the 
effect  upon  another  Department.  In  re- 
gard to  the  case  of  the  paymasters,  I  may 
say  that  the  whole  subject  is  now  under- 
going very  careful  consideration,  and 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Financial  Secretary 
is  now  trying  to  deal  with  the  subject  in 
as  comprehensive  a  manner  as  was  pos- 
sible. We  admit  to  a  certain  extent  the 
justice  of  the  claim  which  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  supports,  and  we  shall 
be  prepared,  when  the  time  comes,  for 
promulgating  our  general  views  in  re- 
spect to  the  paymasters  to  give  some 
recognition  to  t^eir  claim  to  staff  ap- 
pointments. As  to  the  quartermasters, 
their  case  was  considered  last  year  be- 
fore the  Boyal  Warrant  was  issued,  and 
the  Royal  Warrant  gives  the  views  of 
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the  War  Office  of  the  time  being  upon 
the  case  of  these  officers ;  but  1  admit 
fully  that  there  was  one  point  which 
with  regard  to  the  quartermasters  which 
we  engaged  to  meet  which  has  not  been 
yet  met.  I  stated  the  other  day  that  it 
was  intended  to  give  a  step  in  honorary 
rank  to  certain  quartermasters ;  and  I 
hope  to  be  able  in  a  few  days  to  give 
the  exact  details  of  what  we  propose. 
Unfortunately  I  am  not  able  to  do  so 
now.  But  before  many  days  are  over  I 
believe  I  shall  be  able  to  state  to  the 
Rouse  exactly  what  we  are  able  to  do 
in  regard  to  giving  a  step  in  honorary 
rank.  I  have  now,  I  think,  answered 
all  the  points  of  the  hon.  lind  gallant 
Member. 

Colonel  DUNCAN:  There  is  the 
pension. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  As  to  the  pen- 
sion I  fear  that  we  do  not  see  our  way  to 
dealing  with  that  at  present  without 
opening  the  question  in  regard  to  othec 
Departments ;  but  the  subject  was  con- 
sidered at  the  time  of  the  issuing  of  the 
Royal  Warrant.  With  regard  to  the 
larger  question  of  the  reduction  of  the 
cost  of  the  Army,  I  should  be  glad  if  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  Eochester  (Colonel  Hughes-Halleti) 
could  show  me  any  scheme  which  is 
calculated  to  reduce  the  cost  of  the 
Army  without  diminishing  its  efficiency. 
I  can  assure  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
that  the  War  Office  would  not  turn  a 
deaf  ear  to  any  suggestion  on  that  sub- 
ject from  whatever  quarter  of  the  House 
it  may  come.  It  would  certainly  receive 
the  most  careful  attention  of  my  hon. 
Friend  and  myself. 

Sm  WALTER  BARTTELOT  (Sussex, 
North  West) :  I  should  like  to  address 
a  few  words  to  the  Committee,  especially 
as  this  is  the  first  opportunity  I  have 
had  of  congratulating  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
on  the  very  clear  and  lucid  Memorandum 
which  he  placed  before  us  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session.  My  right 
hon.  Friend,  like  many  other  men  in 
the  high  position  he  now  occupies,  has 
come  into  that  position  under  somewhat 
difficult  circumstances.  Probably  up  to 
the  time  of  his  appointment  he  had 
hardly  ever  turned  his  attention  to  the 
great  questions  of  the  Army,  and  he 
now  finds  himself,  at  a  very  difficult 
time,  called  upon  to  consider  most  in- 
tricate and  involved  questions.    I  can 
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oaly  venture  to  express  a  hope  that  all 
those  who  are  able  to  do  so  will  give 
him  that  support  which  a  man  ought  to 
receive  who  is  endeavouring  to  do  his 
duty  under  difficult  and  trying  circum- 
stances. My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
already  made  a  speech  in  answer  to  the 
remarks  which  were  made  on  the  Memo- 
randum ho  had  placed  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.  In  that  speech  my  right 
hon.  Friend  complained,  and  rightly 
complained,  of  the  present  condition  of 
affairs.  He  stated  that  if  this  House  is 
prepared  to  vote  the  money,  he  should 
be  prepared  to  place  the  Army  in  the 
most  efficient  condition  possible.  Well, 
Sir,  it  is  that  question  of  voting  money 
which  has  been  one  of  the  main  diffi- 
culties in  regard  to  keeping  up  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Army.  I  will  venture  to 
say  that  it  is  one  of  the  questions  that 
deserve  the  very  serious  attention  of  the 
House.  I  see  that  an  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  takes  a  different  view ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  even  he  would  wish  to 
see  the  Army  in  any  condition  except 
that  of  absolute  efficiency.  What  we 
require,  and  what  wo  really  ought  to 
have,  is  that  every  portion  of  the  Army 
should  be  effective  and  efficient ;  and  it 
has  been  proved  to  us  beyond  dispute 
that  even  the  arms  they  have  been 
called  upon  to  fight  with  have  not  been 
what  they  ought  to  have  been,  and 
ought  never  to  have  been  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  soldiers  of  this  country. 
There  are  two  things  upon  which  mainly 
depend  the  efficiency  of  the  Army.  The 
first  is  Vote  1  of  these  Estimates,  for 
the  men ;  and  the  second  is  Vote  1 2,  for 
warlike  stores.  Yet  these  are  the  two 
Votes  which  I  say,  unhesitatingly,  are 
more  manipulated  for  Party  purposes 
than  any  other  two  Votes  in  the  whole 
of  the  Army  Estimates.  It  cannot  be 
generally  known  that  under  our  system 
of  government  such  is  the  case.  It 
used  to  be  the  case  until  quite  lately, 
that  when  anything  was  wanted  to  be 
done — such  as  a  reduction  in  the  number 
of  men  or  something  or  other  in  con- 
nection with  the  supply  of  stores— these 
two  Votes  were  made  to  sufier.  What 
was  the  effect  ?  Why,  that  the  whole 
calculations  with  regard  to  the  Army 
were  upset.  You  did  not  know  exactly 
how  far  you  could  go,  or  how  much  the 
efficiency  of  the  Army  might  be  im- 
paired. Half  a  million  had  to  come  off 
somewhere,  and,  accordingly,  the  num- 


ber of  the  men  was  reduced.  That  is 
the  way  in  which  we  have  been  accus- 
tomed to  deal  with  that  portion  of  the 
quesiton.  Then,  again,  as  to  stores ;  some- 
thing more  was  to  be  reduced ;  and  as 
the  Vote  for  stores  amounts  to  nearly 
£3,000,000,  another  £500,000  of  reduc- 
tion required  must  come  off  that,  utterly 
regardless  of  the  fact  that  the  reduction 
was  made  for  Party  purposes,  without 
any  reference  whatever  to  the  efficiency 
of  the  Army.  Everyone  would  admit 
that  the  efficiency  of  the  Army  was  im- 
paired ;  but  there  are  only  two  Votes 
which  can  be  easily  manipulated  ;  and, 
therefore,  these  two  Votes,  although  they 
are  more  necessary  than  any  others  to 
keep  up  the  efficiency  of  the  Army,  are 
the  two  which  are  invariably  dealt  with 
in  this  way.  I  have  always  thought, 
and  I  still  think,  that  we  ought  to  have 
some  authority  for  the  consideration  of 
these  questions.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  Committee  of  this  House,  which  is 
to  inquire  into  the  Army  Estimates,  will 
go  into  questions  of  this  kind ;  but,  as  a 
great  nation,  the  first  thing  we  have  to 
determine  is  what  number  of  men  wo 
require,  and  how  they  are  to  be  dis- 
tributed— how  many  men  we  require  for 
England,  how  many  for  Ireland,  how 
many  for  India,  and  how  many  for  the 
Colonies.  Instead  of  this,  we  distribute 
our  forces  as  exigencies  arise,  and  then 
cut  off  a  certain  proportion  here  and 
there,  the  result  of  which  is  that  we 
rarely  have  the  number  of  men  we  ought 
to  be  able  to  rely  upon  in  the  event  of 
an  emergency.  It  is  preciselj'  the  same 
with  our  supply  of  stores.  Surely  the 
first  thing  we  ought  to  do  is  to  decide 
what  quantity  of  stores  we  require,  and 
every  Member  of  the  House  should  be 
able  to  see  and  know  what  the  require- 
ments of  the  country  are ;  to  insist  that 
the  Government  shall  keep  up  those 
requirements,  and  to  see  that  all  the 
stores  are  maintained  in  a  proper  and 
efficient  state.  Let  me  ask  one  ques- 
tion. Suppose  we  were  to  go  to 
war  at  onco,  should  we  be  able  to 
get  all  the  powder  we  require,  especially 
of  a  particular  kind,  which  we  get  now 
from  Germany?  If  Germany  were  at 
war  should  we  be  able  to  get  it  ?  Would 
this  country  get  one  atom  of  that  powder 
if  Germany  were  at  war  herself  ?  That 
is  a  very  serious  consideration,  and  if  I 
regard  the  recent  speech  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  aright,  ho  wishes 
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to  know  what  he  can  depend  upon  Par- 
liament to  supply,  in  order  that  he  may 
provide  an  adequate  numher  of  men  and 
a  sufficient  supply  of  stores  to  provide 
the  Army  with  all  necessary  appliances 
in  the  event  of  war.  I  have  thought  it 
right  to  say  this,  because  I  feel  that  it  is 
a  question  upon  which  a  great  deal  de- 
pends. We  come  here  year  after  year, 
and  we  find  that  sometimes  one  thing 
is  cut  down  and  sometimes  another  is 
raised,  while  the  real  efficiency  of  the 
Array  and  of  the  stores  is  never  con- 
sidered at  all.  Then,  again,  there  is 
another  question.  It  is  a  question  which 
has  been  already  touched  upon  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion — namely,  that 
of  the  Horse  Artillery.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  enter  into  the  question  of  the 
reduction  of  the  Boyal  Horse  Artillery 
at  any  length.  I  will  only  say  that  it  is 
an  arm  which  has  done  much  good  ser- 
vice in  the  past ;  and  it  is  an  arm  which 
might  be  depended  upon  to  do  good  ser- 
vice in  the  future.  Further  than  that, 
it  is  an  arm  which  cannot  be  got  up  at 
a  moment's  notice ;  but  one  in  which 
the  men  require  to  be  most  carefully 
trained.  I,  therefore,  venture  to  hope 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  will,  if 
experience  shows  that  he  has  made 
a  mistake  in  reducing  the  number 
of  the  batteries  of  the  Horse  Ar- 
tillery, have  the  boldness  and  courage 
to  re  -  establish  this  branch  of  the 
Service.  I  understand  that  there  are 
14  batteries  of  Field  Artillery  which 
are  to  be  converted  into  ammunition 
columns.  In  the  case  of  war,  I  take  it 
that  we  are  to  have  two  Army  Corps. 
Surely  my  right  hon.  Friend  cannot  lor 
a  moment  have  regarded  the  efficiency 
of  two  Army  Corps,  if  he  seriously  con- 
templates a  project  which  would  render 
14  of  the  existing  batteries  deficient  and 
unfit  for  the  purposes  for  which  they 
are  now  employed  ?  The  moment  we  go 
to  war  all  the  available  horses,  and,  I 
presume,  all  the  available  men,  are  to 
be  taken  from  those  14  batteries,  and 
the  Hor^e  Artillery  and  the  Field  Artil- 
lery in  the  two  Army  Corps  are  to  be 
made  efficient  by  providing  an  additional 
traiu.  If  that  is  to  be  the  case,  there 
must,  indeed,  be  a  deficiency  of  Field 
Artillery  for  an  active  campaign.  I  trust 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  avail  him- 
self of  the  opportunity  of  explaining  in 
what  position  we  shall  stand  supposing 
that  two  Army  Corps  are  called  out  for 
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active  service  and  are  engaged  in  war. 
What  will  be  the  position  of  the  Army 
at  home  and  of  the  Army  in  India,  as 
well  as  of  the  forces  in  the  Colonies? 
This  is  a  very  serious  question,  and  it  is 
one  upon  which,  so  far,  wo  have  had  no 
real  elucidation  whatever.  Therefore,  I 
hope  the  right- hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
able  to  give  us  a  clear  statement.  There 
is  another  question  which  hasbeen  raised, 
and  raised  very  strongly,  in  regard  to  the 
organization  of  the  Artillery  Force.  We 
have  a  force  of  something  like  33,000 
men ;  and  it  has  been  suggested  that 
this  force  should  be  divided  into  three 
branches — Horse  Artillery,  Pield  Batte- 
ries, and  Garrison  Artillery.  Now,  al- 
though it  is  suggested  that  the  Horse 
Artillery  and  Field  Batteries  should 
go  together,  the  two  services  are 
absolutely  distinct.  The  Garrison  Ar- 
tillery stands,  however,  in  a  totally  dif- 
ferent position  at  the  present  moment. 
Any  officer  going  into  the  Artillery 
would  prefer  the  Horse  Artillery  or 
the  Field  Batteries  to  the  Garri- 
son Artillery,  although  it  is  the  most 
scientific  branch  of  the  Army.  Why  is 
it  that  the  officers  dislike  service  with 
the  Garrison  Artillery?  It  is  because 
they  are  put  by  themselves  into  small 
isolated  forts  all  round  the  country,  and 
they  do  not  get  the  advantage  of  the 
promotion  which  other  officers  get  who 
are  serving  in  the  field.  It  is,  in  fact,  a 
place  of  the  worst  fortune,  as  it  is  called, 
and  officers  dislike  it  very  much.  Then, 
again,  at  the  present  day  they  are  called 
upon  to  work  enormous  g^ns — guns 
which  have  cost  very  large  sums  of 
money,  and  the  charges  for  which  are 
also  most  expensive.  I  believe  that 
one  of  the  larger  description  of  guns 
costs  from  £19,000  to  £21,000,  and  the 
cost  of  each  charge  from  £125  to  £150. 
Some  of  the  largest  guns  used  in  forts 
and  the  Navy  are  from  42  feet  to  43  feet 
8  inches  long,  and  you  require  men  to 
deal  with  them  who  have  had  a  special 
training.  You  require  men  who  have 
made  them  their  study ;  and  the  officers 
who  have  specially  studied  this  work 
and  the  construction  of  guns  are  the 
men  who  look  forward  to  securing 
posts  in  your  Arsenal  at  Woolwich,  ana 
your  other  manufacturing  establish* 
ments.  I  understand  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  going  to  increase  the 
Garrison  Artillery  by  1,800  men — one 
half  of  which  (900)  are  to  be  raised 
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this  year.  I  know  the  question  is  a 
difiBcult  one;  but  I  say  that  it  is  a 
serious  question,  whether  Garrison  Ar- 
tillery do  not  deserve  a  great  deal  more 
consideration  than  they  appear  to  have 
had  hitherto.  It  is  in  the  hope  that 
they  will  receive  the  consideration  to 
which  I  think  they  are  entitled,  I  have 
ventured  to  call  the  attention  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  to  the  matter.  I  come  now 
to  another  question  which  is  of  great  in- 
terest, and  upon  which  we  always  receive 
valuable  information  from  the  hon.  and 
gallant  General  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Hampshire  (General 
Sir  Frederick  Fitzwyeram),  and  that  is 
the  case  of  the  Cavalry.  It  has  been 
asserted,  and,  I  believe,  rightly,  that 
whenever  we  have  a  little  war  on  hand, 
and  desire  to  send  out  a  regiment  of 
Cavalry,  we  have  to  take  men  and 
horses  from  other  Cavalry  regiments  in 
order  to  make  up  the  requisite  strength. 
In  that  respect  our  system  differs  materi- 
ally from  that  of  foreign  nations,  who 
always  keep  their  Cavalry  and  Artillery 
up  to  a  war  footing.  They  know  that 
services  of  Cavalry  or  of  Artillery  are  of 
little  or  no  value  unless  they  are  regu- 
larly kept  up,  and,  therefore,  they  use 
every  possible  means  of  keeping  up 
their  strength  and  efficiency.  That  is 
what  we  ought  to  do ;  but  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  hitherto  we  have  not  followed 
the  example  of  our  Continental  neigh- 
bours. 1  believe  that  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Hampshire  maintains  that  every  Ca- 
valry regiment  ought  to  have  five 
squadrons,  four  to  take  into  the  field, 
and  one  to  form  a  depot  at  home. 
I  quite  agree  ;with  him,  and  have  so 
stated  in  previous  debates.  From  the 
squadron  maintained  as  a  depot  at  home 
men  can  be  drafted  as  necessity  arises, 
in  order  to  keep  the  regiment  in  the 
field  in  a  constant  state  of  efficiency. 
My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  is  of  opinion 
that  every  Cavalry  regiment  should 
always  have  four  squadrons  in  an  abso- 
lute state  of  efficiency.  It  is  an  arm  of 
which  we  have  always  been  proud,  and 
which  has  rendered  the  country  good 
service ;  but,  as  it  is  now  kept  up,  there 
wotdd  be  great  difficulty,  in  the  event 
of  a  war,  in  putting  into  the  field  a 
force  of  Cavalry  which  a  great  country 
like  this  ought  always  to  have  at  its 
disposal.  Then,  again,  as  to  the  Re- 
serves.    Yott  often  experience  a  diffi- 


culty in  getting  the  proper  men  belong- 
ing to  a  regiment  when  you  wish  to  fill 
up  vacancies.  You  ought  to  know 
where  all  your  Eeserve  men  are,  and 
try  them  every  year,  in  order  to  see 
whether  they  retain  their  efficiency,  and 
so  that  you  may  not  have  mere  Reserves 
on  paper,  but  real  Reserves,  capable  of 
being  called  out  at  any  moment.  I 
hope  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  go  one 
step  further.  Let  him  get  his  First 
Army  Corps  together,  and  let  him  attach 
to  it  the  Generals  and  officers  who  will 
have  to  command  it  in  the  field.  We 
should  then  be  able  to  see  what  it  is 
that  we  have  to  depend  upon.  The  men 
would  know  their  officers,  and  the  offi- 
cers their  Generals,  and  we  should  then 
be  quite  certain  that  we  had  one  Army 
Corps — perhaps  two — that  was  really 
efficient  and  ready  to  take  the  field  at  a 
moment's  notice.  I  am  quite  sure  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  will  understand 
the  spirit  in  which  I  have  made  these 
remarks,  and  I  hope  they  will  commend 
themselves  to  his  attention. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  am  sure  it  cannot  be  held 
that  our  Army  is  a  cheap  Army  ;  it  is  a 
very  expensive  Army  indeed.  In  spend- 
ing money  on  our  Army,  the  great  ques- 
tion is  whether  we  get  our  money's 
worth  for  the  great  expenditure  incurred. 
That  depends  very  much  upon  organiza- 
tion. I  am  inclined  to  think,  with  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Rochester 
(Colonel  Hughes-Hallett),  that  the  Ser- 
vice has  suffered,  to  some  extent,  from 
the  short-service  system.  For  service 
in  India,  and  in  other  parts  of  the  Em- 
pire, we  need  a  larger  proportion  of 
long-service  men.  We  have  to  main- 
tain a  large  Army  in  India  and  all  over 
the  world,  and  we  have  gone  too  far  in 
the  direction  of  short  service.  When 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Rossen- 
dale  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  was 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  he  took 
steps  in  the  right  direction,  with  a  view 
of  providing  that  the  Army  should  be 
divided  into  long-service  and  short- 
service  men ;  but  the  compromise  we 
have  now  is  one  which  means  neither 
one  thing  nor  the  other.  What  I  have 
risen  for,  however,  has  been  to  ask  one 
or  two  questions  in  reference  to  the 
finance  of  the  Army.  Our  position  in 
regard  to  the  Army  is  this — after  de- 
ducting the  cost  of  the  Army  in  India,  to 
which  the  fullest  contribution  is  made 
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by  India,  and  also  the  oontributions 
from  the  Colonies,  we  pay  something 
near  £19,000,000  for  the  Army  we  main- 
tain for  the  defence  of  these  Islands. 
For  that  purpose  we  have  on  paper 
something  like  100,000  men,  and  the 
question  is — are  these  men  really  efifec- 
tiye  ?  About  25,000  men  are  locked  up 
in  Ireland,  and  the  remaining  75,000 
are  in  England  and  Scotland.  I  believe 
there  is  much  truth  in  what  was 
said  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Hochester  in  regard  to  the 
large  deductions  which  must  be  made 
before  we  can  get  at  the  real  effective 
state  of  the  Army.  I  believe  that  a 
large  portion  of  it  is  not  effective,  aud 
that  there  are  a  very  large  number  both 
of  soldiers  and  recruits  who  are  not  effi- 
cient in  many  ways.  It  appears  to  be 
necessary,  in  order  to  keep  up  an  efficient 
force  in  India  and  the  Colonies,  to  emas- 
culate the  battalions  serving  here  ;  and 
I  think  it  is  an  exaggeration  to  say 
that  one-half  of  the  men  who  serve  in 
England  and  Scotland  are  efficient  men 
fit  to  take  the  field.  Therefore,  when  we 
are  paying  £18,000,000  or  £19,000,000 
for  an  extremely  small  Army,  which 
exists  to  a  great  extent  on  paper  only, 
and  which  would  be  ereatly  reduced 
before  we  could  put  it  in  the  field. 
I  must  say  that  I  am  very  uneasy.  I 
have  no  wish  to  reduce  the  cost  so 
far  as  the  home  defences  are  con- 
cerned. We  have  heard  a  great  deal 
about  the  necessity  for  providing  for  the 
defence  of  our  possessions  in  remote 
parts  of  the  Empire ;  but  I  confess  that 
we  ought  to  feel  much  more  interest  in 
the  defence  of  these  Islands,  and  yet  we 
possess  but  a  very  small,  and  altogether 
very  insufficient  Army.  I  ask  whether 
the  British  taxpayer  is  fairly  treated  in 
regard  to  the  financial  arrangements  ? 
After  deducting  all  the  contributions  we 
receive  from  the  Colonies  we  have  to  pay 
£18,000,000  or  £19,000,000  a-year  for 
an  emasculated  Army,  and  what  I  want 
to  ask  is  this,  I  believe  that  India  pays 
the  uttermost  farthing  that  can  be  fairly 
cliargod  upon  her.  I  have  never  com- 
plained of  that  charge.  I  think  it  is 
quite  right  and  proper  seeing  how  de- 
pendent India  is  upon  us  for  protection 
that  she  should  pay  every  farthing  of  the 
co3t  which  can  be  fairly  charged  upon 
her  either  directly  or  indirectly.  But 
when  we  come  to  the  Colonies  we  find 
a  very  different  state  of  matters.    We 
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have  in  the  Crown  Colonies  some  25,000 
men  who  really  represent  a  great  deal 
more  than  that  number  seeing  that  they 
are  the  pick  of  the  Army.  But  the  con- 
tributions received  towards  the  support 
of  that  Army  amount  to  but  a  small 
fraction  of  the  cost.  Even  that  little  is 
being  constantly  diminished.  In  all  our 
questions  with  the  Colonies  we  are  only 
too  apt  to  seek  a  settlement  by  putting  a 
little  heavier  burden  upon  the  shoulders 
of  the  British  taxpayer.  The  total  con- 
tributions towards  the  cost  of  these 
25,000  men  was  no  more  last  year  than 
£139,000,  which  is  but  a  very  small 
fraction  of  the  annual  expenditure  of  the 
troops  sent  there.  The  Colonies  arc 
progressing  in  wealth  and  prosperity; 
they  are  making  immense  progress ;  but 
I  do  not  find  that  their  contributions 
towards  the  cost  of  their  defence  are  in- 
creasing, on  the  contrary,  there  has  been 
a  considerable  decrease  in  the  contri- 
butions received  from  the  Colonies  this 
year.  I  want  to  know  why  that  decrease 
has  taken  place  ?  I  think  we  may  say 
that  both  in  India  and  in  this  countiy 
something  like  one-half  of  our  effective 
and  actual  revenue  is  spent  on  the  Army 
and  Navy,  and  on  the  defences  of  the 
country.  But  on  the  other  band,  in 
respect  of  the  Colonies  only,  an  infini- 
tesimal portion  of  the  revenue  is  de- 
voted to  those  purposes.  I  want  to 
know  why  the  contributions  from  the 
Colonies  are  so  small,  and  why  they 
have  been  reduced  this  year  from  what 
they  were  last  year  ?  Why  should  the 
West  Indies  pay  nothing  at  all  for  their 
defence  ?  Honduras  used  to  pay  £5,700 
a-year,  and  that  contribution  has  been 
reduced  to  £700  this  year.  I  want  to 
know  why  a  colony  like  Natal — a  most 
ambitious  colony  —  always  seeking  for 
a  larger  territory,  with  a  revenue  of 
£800,000  a-year,  a  great  part  of  wMch  is 
derived  from  the  British  expenditure  on 
the  troops  employed  in  tlie  colony— I 
want  to  know  why  Natal  only  pays  the 
infinitesimal  small  sum  of  £4,000  a- 
year  for  its  defence,  or  something  like 
one-half  per  cent  on  its  revenue,  while 
the  British  taxpayer  has  to  pay  fully  50 
por  cent  upon  his?  Let  me  take  the 
case' of  Ceylon  ;  geographically,  and  for 
many  purposes  it  is  an  outlying  district 
of  India.  It  is  a  rich  country  with  a 
revenue  of  £1,200,000  a-year,  but  for 
purposes  of  military  defence  the  Island 
of  Ceylon  pays  only  3  per  cent  of  its 
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xerenue ;  and  I  find  that  even  that 
Bmall  payment  has  been  considerably 
diminiBhed  this  year,  while  India  herself 
is  required  to  pay  a  full  contribution. 
Iiast  year  the  contributions  from  the 
Colonies  were  reduced,  and  this  year 
they  have  been  still  further  reduced. 
Instead  of  paying  50  per  cent  like  India 
why  should  Ceylon  be  only  called  upon 
to  pay  3  per  cent  of  her  revenue  ?  In 
these  days  of  depression,  I  think  we 
ought  to  look  to  the  interests  of  the 
British  taxpayer,  as  well  as  to  those  of 
the  rest  of  the  British  Empire ;  and  I 
contend  that  the  contributions  of  the 
Colonies  are  not  adequate,  and  are  not 
on  a  fair  scale  compared  with  the  con- 
tributions of  this  country.  I  will  only 
repeat,  before  I  sit  down,  that  I  think 
something  ought  to  be  done  to  establish 
a  more  efficient  long-service  system  for 
the  employment  of  the  Army  in  India 
and  the  Colonies.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Bossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  went  considerable  lengths 
in  that  direction ;  and  I  hope  that,  after 
what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Rochester  and 
others,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
will  be  inclined  to  go  further  in  the 
same  direction. 

OmNsaAL  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) :  I  perfectly  agree  with  what 
has  fallen  from  the  Members  who  have 
already  spoken  in  regard  to  the  organi- 
seation  and  administration  of  the  Army. 
I  think,  however,  the  Committee  should 
understand  that  we  do  not  make  these 
observations  from  any  Party  or  personal 
point  of  view,  either  in  reference  to  any 
particular  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
or  any  other  official.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  now  fills  that  high  posi- 
tion has  made  a  first  attempt  to  put 
things  in  a  practical  way  in  the  Memo- 
randum which  has  been  laid  before  the 
House.    He  says — 

*'  The  success  of  the  Prussian  organization  in 
1870  for  the  first  time  drew  the  attention  of 
this  country  to  the  question  of  the  localization 
of  oar  forces  in  peace  time,  and  to  the  means  of 
mobilizing  them  with  rapidity  when  war  was 
anticipated;  and  accordingly,  in  187-1,  apian 
for -the  localization  of  the  forces  was  worked 
out  and  adopted,  followed  shortly  afterwards 
by  one  for  the  mobilization  of  the  Army." 

That  was  in  1870.    The  Memorandum 
goes  on  to  say,  a  little  further  on — 

**  This  scheme  of  mobilization  was  very  care- 
fully devised  ;  but  it  had  the  serious  defect  of 
aiming  too  high.    It  assumed,  as  its  starting 


point,  that  the  whole  of  the  Militia,  as  well  as 
the  Regular  Army,  was  available  for  mobiliza- 
tion ;  and  it  paissed  over  the  fact  that  the 
strength  of  our  Cavalry,  Artillerj',  and  the 
other  branches  of  the  Service,  was  much  below 
what  it  should  have  been,  to  correspond  to  the 
strength  of  our  Infantry.  .  .  .  The  result  was 
that  the  mobilization  scheme  of  187o  never  had 
more  than  a  paper  existence." 

Here  we  are  in  1887,  and  we  are  en- 
gaged in  organizing  now.  Have  we 
had  no  organization  at  all — have  we  only 
had  an  apparent  organization,  but  no 
more  real  organization  than  we  had 
in  1875 — namely,  a  paper  organiza- 
tion? We  have  a  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  a  Commander-in-Chief,  an 
Adjutant  General,  and  a  Quartermaster 
General ;  but  in  the  years  which  have 
elapsed  since  1875  we  have  had  some 
five  or  six  different  Secretaries  of  State. 
Whether  that  is  to  the  advantage  of  the 
Department  I  do  not  presume  to  say ; 
but  I  do  say  this — that  if  any  business 
in  the  commercial  world  was  conducted 
on  War  Office  principles,  it  would  be 
in  bankruptcy  before  many  years  wore 
over.  You  are  constantly  saying  in 
this  House  that  you  are  anxious  to  cut 
down  the  Army  expense.  I  am  for 
nothing  of  the  kind;  but  I  am  for 
efficiency ;  and  every  military  man  in 
the  House  of  Commons  will  tell  you 
that  the  country  has  not  secured  effi- 
ciency. I  was  glad  when  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  resigned, 
because  I  thought  there  would,  at  least, 
be  a  chance  of  drawing  attention  to  the 
vast  amount  of  money  which  is  ex- 
pended, and  the  very  little  which  tho 
Government  gets  for  it.  The  noble  Lord 
was  not  in  favour  of  reducing  the 
number  of  men;  but  of  what  I  and 
other  military  men  in  this  House  wish 
— namely,  that  the  money  voted  for 
the  Army  should  be  judiciously  ex- 
pended. If  we  possessed  a  proper 
system,  the  money  would  go  a  longer 
way ;  but  under  the  existing  want  of 
system  it  will  do  nothing  of  the  kind. 
Ton  ought  to  have  gone  much  further 
than  you  have  done,  and  made  many 
changes  which  you  have  not  made.  We 
soldiers  feel  that  it  is  undesirable  to 
have  a  civilian  at  the  head  of  the  Army, 
who,  in  the  first  place,  can  have  no  mili- 
tary knowledge,  and  who,  if  he  had, 
would  be  unable  to  bring  his  knowledge 
to  bear  owing  to  the  short  time  he  re  • 
mains  in  the  Office.  His  time  is  occupied 
in  learning  his  business,  and  in  doing 
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what  he  is  told  to  do  by  his  military 
advisers,  and  ever  since  1870  we  have 
had  the  same  set  of  military  advisers. 
The  changes  which  have  been  made 
since  have  been  altogether  insufficient. 
Many  of  the  Orders  issued  in  recent 
years  have  been  simply  to  put  you  **as 
vou  were."  In  ringing  the  changes 
between  long  and  short  service,  I  cannot 
but  think  the  interests  of  the  Army  have 
suffered.  The  first  thing  we  have  to  do 
is  to  see  that  the  regiments,  as  they  are 
now  constituted,  are  properly  organized 
and  renumbered.  At  the  present  moment, 
there  is  a  difficulty  in  getting  the  re- 
cruits required,  and  the  reason  is  that 
you  do  not  holdout  sufficient  temptations 
to  induce  young  men  to  enter  the  Army. 
I  should  like  to  see  more  commissions 
given  to  men  from  the  ranks,  the  posi- 
tion of  the  quartermasters  improved, 
the  uniforms  simplified  and  cheapened, 
the  officers'  quarters  furnished.  Under 
the  existing  system,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  at  the  end  of  two  or 
three  years,  is  changed,  and  this  is  the 
real  cause  of  much  of  the  evil  com- 
plained of.  There  are  30  or  40  things 
which  require  to  be  done ;  but  as 
soon  as  some  of  them  are  done,  a 
new  Secretary  of  State  is  appointed, 
who  undoes  everything,  and  makes 
further  changes.  That,  I  say,  is  at 
the  bottom  of  the  whole  thing.  If 
the  Secretary  of  State  were  to  remain 
in  Office  for  a  considerable  length  of 
time,  his  views  would  become  matured, 
and  he  would  be  able  to  introduce  the 
changes  which  are  necessary.  In  Dub- 
lin, you  have  a  special  command ;  in 
Scotland,  you  have  none ;  and  the  con- 
sequence is  that  the  Dublin  staff  are 
all  tumbling  over  one  another.  To  ren- 
der the  Army  efficient  a  great  number 
of  things  require  to  be  gone  into.  For 
1 6  years  we  have  been  doing  nothing, 
and  now,  in  the  next  six  months,  we 
hope  to  do  all  that  we  ought  to  have 
done  in  the  last  16  years.  I  will  not 
take  up  more  of  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  I  trust  that  the  Committee 
will  see  that  military  men  are  desirous, 
not  only  of  securing  the  efficiency  of  the 
Army,  but  of  saving  the  money  of  the 
taxpayers. 

Gbneeal  FRASEE  (Lambeth,  N.) : 
I  will  only  take  up  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee for  a  few  minutes  in  asking  per- 
mission to  bring  to  the  notice  of  the 
Committee  a  question  of  national  im- 
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portance — namely,  the  proposed  reduc- 
tion of  Horse  Artillery.  The  nation  is 
led  to  believe  that  there  are  to  be  suffi- 
cient Horse  Artillery  batteries  ready  for 
the  Army  Corps  to  take  the  field ;  it 
should  know  that  the-  nine  attenuated 
batteries  on  peace  strength  when  con- 
centrated could  only  form  sufficient  for 
one  Army  Corps,  leaving  the  other 
Army  Corps  with  only  423  men  and 
nine  horses,  and  a  deficiency  of  277  men 
and  643  horses;  and,  further,  that  these 
batteries  of  one  Army  Corps  will  be  in 
the  air,  without  any  sul>stantial  source 
from  which  to  replenish.  The  reasons 
given  for  these  reductions  are  Yarious, 
and  appear  to  be  irreconcilable,  and 
suggest  '*  confusion  worse  confounded.'' 
Against  these  reductions  proofs  unan- 
swered and  unanswerable  have  been  put 
forward.  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
State  for  War  has  announced  at  different 
times  that  the  object  of  the  Oovemment 
is  ''no  longer  to  have  too  large  a  force 
of  attenuated  batteries,  but  to  make  those 
the  country  has  effective  and  available 
for  service ;  "  yot,  in  answer  to  a  Ques- 
tion, he  stated  that  the  batteries  re- 
tained would  be  kept  at  attenuated  peace 
strength.  Further,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  has  announced  that  the 
first  object  in  the  reduction  is  to  increase 
the  number  of  Field  Artillery  guns,  in 
which  this  country  is  specially  deficient. 
Yet  he  also  states,  that  by  the  re- 
duction he  creates  an  ammunition 
column,  of  which  we  are  totally  deficient. 
He  has  also  said — *^  I  must  honestly  say 
I  should  be  very  glad  to  have  more 
field  batteries;"  yet,  he  declares  Uiat 
14  batteries  of  Field 'Artillery — ^namely, 
84  guns— are  to  be  kept  up  in  the  time  of 
peace,  to  be  disarmed,  broken  up,  and 
made  into  ammunition  columns  in  time 
of  war.  Therefore,  the  scheme  comes 
to  this,  that  four  batteries  of  Horse  Ar- 
tillery  are  to  be  used  at  once  for  ^*  the 
provision  of  transport,"  and  14  field 
batteries  are  to  be  swept  away  for  the 
same  purpose  in  the  event  of  war.  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  allows,  with 
reference  to  a  speech  of  the  Adjutant 
General,  that  it  will  require  3,702  horses 
above  the  number  estimated  for  this 
year  to  place  the  Boyal  ArtiUery  and 
their  ammunition  columns  for  the  two 
Army  Corps  on  war  strength.  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  has  spoken  of 
*'  the  perplexity  of  the  situation  "  with 
regard  to  the  horse  supply,  and  As 
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especial  difficulty  with  regard  to  Horse 
Artillery^  and  he  UBed  these  words — 

<*  I  say  there  are  no  hones  available  in  the 
country  to  man  these  Horse  Artillery  batteries 
in  any  short  time,  and  to  make  them  fit  for 
active  service.'* 

His  admission  that  the  horse  difficulty 
"  engages  his  earnest  attention,"  certainly 
gives  the  strongest  reason  against  trans- 
ferring to  transport  work  those  grand 
Horse  Artillery  horses,  for  which  very 
inferior  horses  can  any  day  be  obtained. 
Every  man  interested  in  horses  throup:h- 
out  the  Kingdom  knows  that  condition 
is  everything.     It  was  my  duty,  in  1882, 
to    purchase    several   hundrod    horses. 
Artillery  horses  at  £55  wero  difficult  to 
obtain,  and  they  wore  quite  unfit,  from 
want  of   condition,  to   go   on    service. 
With  regard  to  the  Horso  Artillery  men 
to  fill  up  and  to  supply  the  vacancies 
caused    by  casualties,    they  are  to  bo 
found  in  the  highways  and  the  byeways 
from   the   Beserve.     Many    men    have 
taken  to  tramping,  and  have  not  been 
mustered   or   medically    inspectod    for 
years,    and    have  lost    the  Horso  Ar- 
tilleryman's  art.       There  is   no  other 
resource.      Without  the  reduction  we 
have   not   one  man   or  one   horse  too 
many.     It  is  a  fact  that  within  the  last 
few  days  batteries  iu  the  ordinary  course 
of  relief  from  one  station  to  another  in 
this  country  have  been  obliged  to  burrow 
horses  to  move  the  guns.     Tho  question 
is — How  can  the  batteries  be  raisod  to 
war  strength  ?    The  answer  must  be, 
either  by  drawing  on  other  batteries  in 
reserve,  such  as  the  four  doomed  bat- 
teries, still  within  call,  or  else  from  a 
large  Horse   Artillery   Depot,   for  the 
two  Army  Corps,   which  condition,  an 
excellent  authority  states,  was  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee.      Of 
this  we  now  hear  nothing.    Thore  is  no 
reserve  whatever  of  horses,  and  yet  no 
battery  *  could  be  safely  sent  into  the 
field  with  some  70  horses  new  to  their 
work;  one  inefficient  horse  may  mean 
the  loss  of  valuable  lives,  or  of  guns. 
Guns,  as  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
remarks,    would    be     useless    without 
ammunition ;    also,    it    may    be    said, 
ammunition  would  be  useless  without 
guns.     The  question  is — Which  is  the 
most  easy  to  improvise,  gun  batteries  or 
ammunition  columns?     In  his  Memo- 
randum on  the  Estimates  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  shows  that  there  is 
suffident  Field  Artillery  for  the  two 
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Army  Corps  without  touching  the  Horse 
Artillery,  if  only  provision  is  made  for 
ammunition  columns.   Now,  14  effective 
field  batteries   are   to   be  turned  into 
ammunition   columns    in  war  time,    a 
step  equivalent  to  absolute  reduction  of 
them  so  far  as  the  guns  are  conceraed. 
The  result  of  this  scheme  would  be,  that 
were  tho  two  Army  Corps  on  emergency 
to  be  sent  abroad,  and  were  an  invasion 
of  this  country  attempted,  we  may  be 
absolutely  denuded  of  all  regular  Field 
Artillery.     The   Secretary  of  State  for 
War  has  stated  that  it  was  intended  to 
is3ue  to  the  Volunteers  field  guns,  which 
were  to  compensate  for  the  loss  of  our 
guns  of  Regular  Field  Artillery.     Is  it 
still  intended  to  carry  out  this  part  of 
a  scheme  ?     Has  any  arrangement  been 
made  for  the  instruction  of  the  Volun- 
teers in  Artillery  riding,  driving,  &c.  ? 
Surely  England  should  maintain  a  suffi- 
ciency   of    Horse  Artillery,   on    which 
India,  which  pays  for  so  many  of  our 
batteries,  might  draw  on  sudden  emer- 
gency. If  tho  two  Army  Corps  are  raised 
above  paper  condition  and  have  to  go 
abroad,  England  will  be  left  without  a 
man  or  horse  to  recruit  casualties  either 
for  these  Array  Corps  or  for  India.     Is 
it  wise  or  prudent,  at  a  time  when  every 
European  power  is  arming  to  the  teeth, 
to  reduce  one  of  the  special  branches  of 
the  British  Army?     Considering  our  re- 
sponsibilities iu  tho  Mediterranean  and 
the   East,    where    Cavalry  and    Horso 
Artillery  are  of  vital  importance,   are 
we  right  in  reducing  an  arm  which  can- 
not    be    immediately    streng?;hened    or 
constructed    without    years   of    special 
training?  The  necessities  of  India  appear 
to  have  been  ignored — the  reliefs  even 
of  the  batteries  there  are  not  taken  into 
account.      Field  Marshal  Lord  Napier 
of  Magdala,   in   ''  another  place,"  has 
expressed  his  opinion  that  the  reduction 
of  our  more  perfect  armament,   which 
has  taken  a  long  and  careful  training  to 
bring  to  that  perfection,  is  sure  to  be 
followed,  at  no  distant  time,  by  increased 
expenditure,  if  by  no  greater  evil.     It 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that,  in   1870, 
tho  Royal  Artillery  was  decreased  by 
2,190  officers  and  men;  that  very  year 
it  was  increased   by   5,000.      In   1881 
there  was   a  further  reduction  of   352 
horses  and  659  men  and  42  guns.     In 
1882  there  was  a  further  reduction  of 
two  batteries  of  Horse  Artillery,  two  of 
Field  Artillery,  and  also  of  three  Oar- 
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rison  batteries.  W:tliin  tte  lasi  i'ji: 
years  the  Indian  O'^rertxei:  rrpr*?- 
eoLted  that  it  migbt  be  oVlfg'-rl  to  c*ll 
on  England  for  a  large  nuiiiber  of  Lots* 
and  field  batteries,  vLk-b  could  x.ot  pos- 
sibly have  been  suppli^.-d  witboat  al:iiC-ft: 
donudin{^  the  whole  of  tLe  h'.-me  Lat- 
teries. The  distinguUhed  Genera*,  fpoken 
of  by  the  Secretary  of  .State  for  War 
as  his  military  adviser,  apf^ears  to  hare 
overlooked  the  n'^ct^sity  of  niobiiity  in 
Artiilerj',  and  to  ign  .;re  entire'y  the  Ti>j*r 
of  Uorse  Artillery ;  if  his  advice  i«  al- 
hered  to,  in  a  very  ^hort  time  in  a  €-&:=.- 
paigQ  there  would  be  no  Horse  -Vrtillery 
available.  His  depreciation  of  the  va:ue 
of  the  Horse  Artillery  as  being-  amied 
with  a  very  poor  gun  is  not  applicable, 
as  a  large  proportion  of  the  Field  .Vrtil- 
lery  are  at  present  al<o  armed  with  the 
9-poundergun,  though  we  are  told  these 
batteries  will  be  armed  with  a  superior 
gun  and  the  Horse  Artillery  with  "s-jme 
sort  of  10-pounder;"  but  the«e  equip- 
ments are  not  in  existence.  He  claims 
that  our  field  batteries  are  armed  with  an 
admirable  13-pounder  or  the  old  pattern 
IG-pounder— a  good  but  unwieldy  gun 
— the  fact  being  that  there  are  only  13 
batteries  armed  with  tiie  13-pounier, 
and  15  batteries  with  tho  l6-pounder. 
I  have  received  earnest  representatioT:s 
from  many  of  our  most  distinguished 
officers,  who  have  organized  and  com- 
manded Armies,  protesting  against  the 
proposed  reduction,  and  I  feel  confident 
that  this  House  and  the  country  in 
general  support  their  views.  We  soldiers 
repudiate  the  idea  just  now  put  forward 
that  there  is  an  agitation  on  this  subject 
likely  to  lead  to  indiseipliDc ;  we  fully 
recognize  the  brilliant  deeds  and  the 
discipline  that  have  gained  for  the  Eoyal 
Artillery  a  name  that  no  taunt  can  touch 
and  no  disparagement  discredit. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  think  it  will 
be  for  the  convenience  of  the  House 
that  I  should  now  say  a  few  words  in 
reply  to  the  speeches  which  have  already 
been  made.  Tlie  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell)  has 
called  attention  to  the  contributions  now 
being  made  by  the  Colonies  towards  the 
military  expenditure  of  this  country,  and 
he  named  certain  Colonies  in  which  he 
thought  the  contributions,  inadequate 
as  they  were,  had  been  reduced.  I  wish 
to  offer  one  or  two  words  in  answer  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
because  I  am  one  of  those  who,  looking 
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ai  iLe  cos$  of  etnp^oymg  Her  Majesty's 
'T'.K/pi  1:t  "the  defecce  of  the  Colonies. 
thirk  thai  tie  C'jloiies  themselves  ought 
t>  be  €Ajl€d  tspoa  to  cy^ntribute  fairly. 
First  of  all.  the  hcfS.  Gentleman  called 
at:^eEti<»I  to  the  case  of  Honduras. 

S3t  GDjBGE  CAMPBELL :  To  the 
West  IndicrSw 

Ma.  E.  Si:\XHOPE:  Honduras  is 
one  of  the:::.  In  the  case  of  Honduras 
the  tr>:«j»«  were  being  gradually  witb- 
crawn,  a:;d.  ac<i>rdingly.  Her  Majesty's 
Givernzieiit  Lai  agreed  to  remit  the 
Honduras  c^a-tribution  of  £5,000.  Hong 
Kong  and  the  Stnits  Settlements  and 
Ceylon  have  also  slightly  reduced  their 
o>jntribut:oa ;  but  that  has  been  done  at 
a  Time  when  they  have  been  induced  to 
vc-te  an  enormous  sum  for  the  defence  of 
the  coaling  stations,  or  their  own  defence. 
Hong  Kong  has  vcted  over  £145,000, 
CeTlon£45,00'X  and  the  Straits  Settle- 
meets  a  very  large  amount,  for  the  pur- 
p:»se  of  putting  Singapore  in  that  posi- 
tion of  defence  in  which  we  wish  to  see 
it.  Therefore,  I  do  not  think  that  any- 
one could  sav  that  the  Colonies  ha?e 
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neglected  the  responsibility  thrown  upon 
thrm.  or  haTe  failed  in  their  duty.  And 
now  a  word  or  two  with  respect  to  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Lambeth  (General 
Fra«er  wh)  ha^  just  sat  down.  So  far 
from  there  being  any  desire,  on  my  part, 
to  make  an  attack  on  the  Horse  Artillery, 
I  can  assure  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
that  I  am  one  of  those  who  joined  with 
him  in  hearty  recognition  of  the  merits 
of  that  splendid  force.  The  Horso 
Artill»?ry  has  rendered  magnificent  ser- 
vice to  the  country,  and  should  the  occa- 
sion arrive  I  have  no  doubt  they  would 
render  services  equally  great.  Anyone 
who  has  seen  the  admirable  pitch  of 
training  at  which  the  force  has  arrived 
cannot  fail  to  admire  it,  wherever  thej 
see  it  employed.  Therefore,  it  is  in  no 
spirit  of  hostility  to  the  Royal  Horse 
Artillery  that  any  of  the  proposed  changes 
will  be  carried  out.  I  speak  as  a  Seoe- 
tary  of  State  for  War  who  has  only  held 
that  position  for  a  few  weeks.  All  that 
a  Secretary  of  State  for  War  can  do, 
under  such  circumstances,  in  regard  to 
any  alteration  in  any  part  of  the  oervice, 
is  to  ask  for  and  receive  the  opinion  of 
his  military  advisers,  and  having  weighed 
their  experience  and  their  Tiews  tbej 
put  forward,  to  arrive  at  the  beet  con- 
clusion he  can  form  from  the  expreeaoa 
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of  opinion  he  receives  from  them.     His 
duty  is  to  look  at  the  question  from  the 
broadest  possible  point  of  view.     He  is 
bound  almost  to  utilize  in  full  all  the 
resources  of  the  country,  and  there  are 
two  questions  he  is  specially  bound  to 
ask  himself.     The  first  is  whether  the 
step  he  is  about  to  take  will  increase  or 
diminish  the  defensive  or  the  offensive 
power  of  the  country ;  and  in  this  case 
the  evidence  before  me  proves,  at  any 
rate,  to  my  satisfaction,  that  the  proposed 
alteration  wiJl  increase    the    defensive 
power  of  the  country.      My  hon.    and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Sussex 
(Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  whose  speech 
I  may  say  we  were  all  glad  to  hear,  after 
his  long  absence  from  the  House,  re- 
ferred to  the  Garrison  Artillery.     Now, 
I  may  tell  him  that  during  the  short 
time  I  have  been  in  Office  it  has  been 
my  duty  to  devote  a  very  large  portion 
of  my  time  to  the  consideration  of  that 
question.     There  is  nothing  more  im- 
portant than  to  maintain  the  Garrison 
Artillery  in  a  state  of  efficiency.     I  know 
that  up  to  a  certain  point  the  Artillery 
Volunteers  can  be  relied  upon  in  case 
of  necessity,  but  that  is  not  sufficient. 
In  the  scheme  we  are  laying  down  we 
are  utilizing  to  the  full  the  services  of 
the  Volunteer  Artillery;   but  it  is  im- 
possible for    them  to    devote  sufficient 
time  to  training  and  the  acquisition  of 
that  scientific  knowledge  which  would 
alone  enable  them  altogether  to  super- 
cede the  regular  Garrison  Artillery  in 
case    of   invasion.      It    is,     therefore, 
necessary  that  there  should  be  a  large 
increase  made  in  our  Garrison  Artillery 
Force  if  we  wish  to  put  the  defensive 
Force  of  the   country   upon    a    proper 
footing.     I  have  put  forward,  in  a  Memo- 
randum, which    has   been  circulated  to 
Members   of  Parliament,  a  hope  that 
Parliament  will  be  induced  to  sanction 
the  creation  of  two  new  Army  Corps  of 
regular  troops.     Some  people  say  that 
I  am  much  too  sanguine,  and  that  the 
scheme  is  far  too  ambitious;  but  if  that 
is  the  argument  which  is  to  bo  put  for- 
ward it  makes  our  case  all  the  stronger, 
because,    according  to  the    evidence  of 
military  experts,  when   the  scheme   is 
carried  out  the  present  proposal  which 
has  been  determined  upon  will  enable 
ns  to  provide  two  Army  Corps,  with  an 
efficient  force   of  Horse  and  Field  Ar- 
tillery, as    well   as    with    an    efficient 
ammunition  column  which  at  present  does 


not  exist.    Let  me  now  refer  to  some  of 
the  objections  which  have  been  raised. 
My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Sussex  was  the  first  to  refer  to 
the   ammunition  column,  and  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  who  just  sat  down  has 
pointed  out  that  it  will  be  weakening  the 
Artillery  to  turn  14  batteries  of  Field 
Artillery   into   ammuninition    columns. 
I  explained  the  other  day  that  that  is 
what  wo   have  already   done.     As    at 
present     we     have     no     ammunition 
column ;   if  it  is  necessary  to  send  the 
Army  abroad,    we  have  practically  to 
break    up    the    field    batteries.     It   is 
now  proposed  to  establish  ammunition 
columns  solely  for  this  purpose,  that  we 
may  bo  able  to  send  an  Army  Corps  into 
the  field  in  any  sudden  emergency  with- 
out undue  delay.    If  we  are  to  have  a 
little  time,  and  to  be  supplied  with  the 
necessary    funds    for    the    purpose,    I 
undertake  to  say  we  shall  be  able  to 
send  out  an   Army  Corps,    and  at  the 
same  time  to  retain  field  batteries  for 
effective    service,    either    at    home   or 
wherever  they   may  be  wanted.      My 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  also  called  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  the  batteries  of 
the  First  and  Second  Army  Corps  are 
not  fully  equipped,  either  with  horses  or 
men  ;   and,  he  added,  that  if  we   were 
called  upon  to  act  in  any  sudden  emer- 
gency we  should  experience  great  diffi- 
culty in  fully  manning  these  Corps.     I 
admit  that  to  the  fullest  extent.     I  can 
only  say  what  I  have  already  said,  that 
if  Parliament  wishes  to  have  these  two 
Army  Corps  put  upon  a  war  footing,  it 
must  be  prepared  to   supply  the  War 
Office  both  with  men  and  money.     On 
no  other  condition  should  we  be  able  to 
carry  out  the  work  ;  but  I  do  not  think 
Parliament  will  refuse  when  it  is  asked 
to  supply  those  means  which  are  not 
refused  in  other  countries.     I  may  say 
that  the  steps  we  have  taken,  although 
they  have  met  with  the  greatest  hostility 
from  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  be- 
hind me,  will  greatly  increase  the  fight- 
ing power  of  the  Army,  and  will  enable 
us  to  take  the  steps  which  have  been 
advocated  in  this  House  year  after  year, 
but   to   carry   out   which   nothing   has 
hitherto  been  done.     It  is  also  intended 
to   provide    the    nucleus   of   an   Army 
Transport    Corps    in    connection    with 
every  regiment  in  the  two  Army  Corps, 
that  being  one  of  the  primest  necessities 
of  the  Army.    All  I  can  say  as  to  the 
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Commissariak  DepartmeDt  is  that  it  will 
bo  carefully  inquired  into,  and  I  hope 
and  believe  that  the  inquiry  will  oe 
made  in  the  course  of  the  current  year. 
The  object  will  bo  totally  to  re-organize 
the  system  so  as  to  make  it  very  much 
more  efficient,  from  a  fighting  point  of 
view,  than  it  has  ever  been  bofore.  We 
hope  to  take  other  steps.  We  believe 
that  even  out  of  the  present  Estimates 
we  shall  be  able  to  do  a  good  deal  to- 
wards putting  the  First  Army  Corps  in 
a  state  of  readiness,  so  that  it  may  bo 
able  to  take  the  field  at  a  moment's 
notice.  It  must  be  remembered  that 
our  Army,  after  all,  is  a  very  small  one, 
and  that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  War  Office 
to  so  utilize  it  as  to  make  every  man  in 
it  of  value,  and  every  portion  of  it  ap- 
plied to  the  most  effective  purpose. 
That  is  what  we  really  want — namely, 
to  secure  that  every  man  in  our  small 
Army  shall  be  applied  to  the  most 
practicable  and  the  most  useful  purpose 
possible— that  every  man  shall  be  ac- 
quainted with  the  particular  purpose  to 
which  he  is  to  be  applied.  In  carrying 
out  this  object,  a  heavy  responsibility 
lies  on  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War ; 
but  it  is  one  from  which  I  do  not  shrink, 
and  one  which  I  will  endeavour  to  dis- 
charge to  the  utmost  of  my  ability.  I 
am  quite  certain  that  if  any  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  on  coming  into  Office, 
can  satisfy  Parliament  that  his  object  is 
to  make  our  small  Army  useful  for  all 
the  purposes  for  which  it  is  intended,  he 
will  have  no  difficulty  in  inducing  Par- 
liament to  supply  him  with  the  means. 

Sir  HENEY  HAYELOCK- ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.E.)  :  May  I  be  permitted 
to  say  that  I  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  very  much  upon  the  course 
he  has  taken.  It  is,  I  believe,  the  first 
instance  in  which  the  Representatives  of 
this  House  who  are  especially  interested 
in  military  matters  have  been  assembled 
upstairs  in  order  that  the  Government 
might  lay  their  proposals  before  them. 
Such  a  course  will,  I  think,  tend  to 
shorten  the  debate  in  Committee,  and  to 
bring  the  views  of  hon.  Members  best 
qualified  to  form  an  opinion  forcibly  be- 
fore the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  As  far 
as  the  reduction  of  the  Royal  Horse 
Artillery  is  concerned,  the  essential 
points  of  which  have  been  so  ably  laid 
before  the  Committee  by  my  hon.  and 
p:al]ant  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Lambeth  (General  Eraser),  I  regret  that 

Mr.  E,  Stanhope 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  have 
announced  his  final  determination  to 
adhere  to  the  decision  at  which  he  has 
already  arrived.  We  had  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  it  was  still  open  for  considera- 
tion, and  that,  after  a  discussion  here, 
the  War  Office  might  have  been  induced 
to  come  to  another  decision  in  the 
matter.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
told  us,  as  we  have  been  told  before, 
that  the  opinion  of  his  military  advisers 
has  strengthened  him  in  making  this 
reduction,  although  I  believe  there  has 
been  no  step  which  has  been  more  uni- 
versally condemned  by  the  whole  mili- 
tary opinion  of  the  country.  But  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must 
have  been  altogether  misinformed  if  he 
supposes  that  even  at  a  moment  when 
military  officers  have  felt  themselves 
professionally  obliged  to  condemn  the 
change  about  to  be  introduced,  they  will 
bo  induced  to  turn  from  the  strict  path 
of  the  lines  laid  down  by  military  dis- 
cipline, or  to  get  up  anything  which  may 
bear  the  slightest  semblance  of  agita- 
tion against  the  scheme.  I  am  one  of 
those  who  have  taken  a  humble  part  in 
pressing  reasons  and  arguments  against 
any  reductions  of  the  Royal  Horse  Ar- 
tillery upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
as  strongly  as  possible.  I  have  there- 
fore been  brought  into  contact  with 
other  general  officers;  and,  I  believe, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  entirely 
misinformed  as  to  their  feeling,  for  I 
have  seen  nothing  but  tho  strongest  in- 
dications of  dissatisfaction.  I  am  not 
going  to  repeat  again  the  arguments 
which  have  been  so  strongly  put  by  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  opposite  (Gene- 
ral Eraser).  He  has  made  the  question 
his  special  study,  and  I  think  he  has 
acquitted  himself  in  a  way  which  re- 
flects the  utmost  credit  upon  him.  I 
believe  that  further  argument  on  our 
side  is  needless ;  the  question  is  w^ell 
understood  in  the  country,  and  our  views 
have  been  endorsed  by  the  public  Press 
in  every  direction ;  and,  therefore,  the 
only  persons  who  remain  in  favour  of 
the  scheme  of  the  War  Office  are  cer- 
tain unnamed  military  officers,  although 
who  they  are  I  have  not  been  able  to 
make  out,  after  the  most  minute  and 
careful  inquiry.  I  am  in  possession  of 
the  opinion  of  all  the  officials  of  the 
Horse  Guards  and  the  War  Office, 
although  I  will  not  name  them  or  the 
offices  they  fill,  and  with  the  exception 
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of  one  general  officer  who  is  understood 
to  be  the  originator  of  tho  scheme,  I 
have  not  been  able  to  find  a  single  indi- 
vidual, high  or  low,  who  is  not  prepared 
to  express  his  strong  condemnation  of 
the  step  the  War  Office  were  about  to 
take.  The  reason  why  I  now  speak  on 
this  subject  is,  that  when  the  matter 
came  under  discussion  half-an-hour  ago, 
I  was  under  the  impression  that  the  step 
had  been  finally  taken,  and  in  that  case 
it  would  have  been  unnecessary  to  make 
any  further  allusion  to  it. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:    It  has  been 
taken 

Sir  HENEY  HAVELOCK-ALLAN : 
I  am  extremely  sorry  to  hear  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  confirm  my  fears  upon 
that  point.  But  even  if  the  decision 
should  be  reconsidered,  I  believe  that 
at  the  eleventh  hour  it  would  not  be  an 
easy  matter  to  call  these  batteries  again 
into  immediate  existence.  I  want  to 
impress  upon  the  right  hon.  Geutloman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  that  he 
is  now  taking  a  step  in  the  name  of  eco- 
nomy which,  instead  of  being  econo- 
mical in  its  results,  will  lead,  in  my 
opinion,  to  the  mo3t  extravagant  and 
wasteful  expenditure  that  can  be  de- 
vised. Supposing  in  12  months  it  should 
bo  necessary  to  reinstate  these  bat- 
teries, I  venture  to  say  that  the  saving, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thinks 
would  be  effected  would  be  exceeded  four 
times  in  amount  in  the  attempt  to  re- 
establish them,  and  that  they  would 
be  re-assembled  with  a  degree  of  effi- 
ciency BO  minimized  that  there  could  bo 
no  comparison  between  it  and  their  pre- 
sent state  of  efficiency.  I  repeat  that  it 
is  the  most  wasteful  and  extravagant 
proceeding  I  have  ever  heard  of.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  he  is  only 
following  the  precedent  of  foreign  armies 
in  preserving  the  Horse  Artillery  on  a 
small  footing  at  this  time,  and  reducing 
the  number  of  guns  from  six  to  four. 
But,  in  saying  that,  he  is  instituting  an 
analogy  which  is  utterly  and  entirely  in- 
applicable in  the  case  of  our  Army.  lu 
Austria,  France,  Germany,  and  Eussia 
there  is  a  well- constituted  and  efficient 
system  of  reserve  for  horses,  extending 
over  all  parts  of  the  country,  and  in  the 
cases  01  Artillery  there  are  numerous 
Beserves,  amounting  to  thousands  of 
meni  perfectly  trained  and  kept  up  in 
their  exercises,  so  that  on  any  emer- 
genoyi  they  can  be  brought  in  to  swell 


the  batteries  from  four  to  six  guns.  In 
our  system  there  is  nothing  resembling 
that.  To  talk  of  filling  up  these  batteries 
with  our  Reserve  Artillery  men  appears 
simply  ridiculous  to  those  who  are  ac- 
quainted with  tho  matter.  On  going 
back  to  civil  life,  tho  men  lose  nearly  all 
their  riding  and  driving,  which  in  the 
Horse  Artillery  has  been  raised  to  tho 
position  of  a  fine  art.  Therefore,  I  say, 
to  talk  of  analogy  in  this  respect  between 
this  and  foreign  countries,  is  a  thing  so 
ludicrous,  that,  as  I  ventured  to  say  be- 
fore, it  approaches  to  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  practical  joke.  I  suppose 
we  must  consider  that  this  matter  is  at 
an  end  ;  but  we  military  Members,  who 
are  strongly  impressed  with  the  fatal 
nature  of  the  step  that  is  taken,  have 
discharged  our  consciences  ;  we  have,  at 
all  events,  the  satisfaction  of  knowing 
that,  with  tho  exception  of  this  shadowy 
individual,  who  has  been  referred  to,  we 
carry  the  whole  country  with  us.  Having 
said  that  and  stated  our  views,  I  do  not 
desire  to  go  further  in  the  matter,  be- 
cause I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  I  do  not  wish  to  embarrass 
him  in  the  slightest  degree,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  to  give  him  every  aid  in  tho 
task  which  he  has  taken  upon  himself. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  already,  dur- 
ing the  short  period  ho  has  boon  engaged 
at  the  War  Office,  has  given  us  the  assur- 
ance that  he  will  equal,  and  even  exceed 
tho  records  of  many  of  his  Predecessors ; 
and,  therefore,  it  is  not  with  any  con- 
tentious feeling  that  I  express  my  regret 
that  he  should  havo  been  led  to  take 
this  step.  Our  protests  havo  been  made 
against  a  measure  which,  we  are  told,  it 
is  no  longer  in  our  power  to  reverse,  but 
which  wo  believe  to  be  most  mischievous. 
Having  recently  returned  from  abroad, 
and  having  had  long  experience  of  the 
military  system  of  every  nation  of 
Europe  and  that  of  America  also,  it 
seems  to  me  that,  in  view  of  the  possi- 
bility of  having  to  make  a  sudden  de- 
mand for  a  large  development  of  our 
military  forces,  either  for  the  defence  of 
our  Indian  possessions,  or  on  account  of 
contingences  which  might  take  place  in 
Europe,  this  is  the  very  worst  moment 
that  could  have  been  chosen  for  taking 
this  step.  But  I  would  beg  to  be  allowed 
to  draw  the  attention  of  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  that  which  I  conceive  to 
be  the  next  important  stop  to  be  taken. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the 
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Faroli  am  Division  of  Hants  (Sir  Frederick 
Fitz-Wygram)  is  the  man  best  qualified 
to  speak  on  this  question,  and,  therefore, 
I  bhall  only  touch  upon  it.  It  is  no 
secret  that  the  condition  of  our  Cavalry, 
ai  regards  their  power  of  rapid  expan- 
sion, ijj  unsatisfactory ;  the  officers  and 
men  of  the  force  are  undoubtedly  all  that 
can  be  desired ;  but  as  regards  the 
power  of  expansion  and  the  supply  of 
horses,  it  is  probably  in  a  lower  condition 
than  it  has  been  for  years.  I  have  long 
been  the  advocate  of  the  foreiga  system, 
by  which  a  sufficient  supply  of  horses  is 
obtainable.  We  have  nothing  amongst  us 
approaching  to  that  system.  It  is  true 
that  there  is  a  skeleton  depot  for  Cavalry 
at  Canterbury,  which,  it  appears,   sup- 

?lio3  the  demands  which  arise  in  our 
ndian  Service ;  but  it  is  no  exaggera- 
tion to  say  that  if  a  sudden  demand  were 
made  upon  us,  even  such  as  was  made 
in  the  Egyptian  Campaign  of  1882,  to 
say  nothing  of  any  European   contin- 
gency,  which    would,  of  course,   be   a 
much  more  serious   matter,   we    could 
not  at  the  present  moment  put  three 
complete   Cavalry    regiments  into    the 
field  ;  and  to  do  that,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  draw  from  every  Cavalry  regi- 
ment in  the  Service,  so  that  you  will 
have  nothing  approaching  a  Reserve  be- 
hind it,     I  do  not  want  to  dilate  on  this 
subject  longer,   because  the  ho  a.  and 
gallant  Member  for  the  Fareham  Divi- 
sion of  Hants,  who  has  filled  the  post  of 
Inspector  of  Cavalry  for  years,  will  deal 
with  it,  and  I  know  that  when  he  gets 
up  we  shall  have  a  full  supply  of  details. 
I  will,  therefore,  in  conclusion,  beg  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  early  and  earnestly 
to  direct  his  attention  to  this  matter.     I 
say  this  with  the  desire  to  aid  him  in 
achieving    a  brilliant  success;    and   I 
assure  him  that  if  he  can  succeed  in 
putting  our  Cavalry  on    a   footing  of 
efficiency  with  the  two  other  arms  of  the 
Service,  he  will  have  accomplished  more 
in  the  direction  of  a  most  necessary  and 
valuable  work  of  Army  reform  than  has 
been  achieved  during  many  years  past. 

Sib  FREDERICK  FITZ-WYGRAM 
(Hants,  Fareham) :  The  question  of  re- 
duction of  the  Horse  Artillery  has  been 
very  fully  discussed,  and  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  deal  further  with  that  subject. 
But  I  have  another  subject  before  me 
to  which  I  desire  to  direct  the  attention 
of  the  Committee,  and  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 

Sir  Hmry  Eaveloek^Allan 


for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  has  alluded 
— namely,  the  absolute  necessity  which 
exists  for    increasing   the   number    of 
trained  men  in  garrisons  for  the  service 
of  our  large  new  guns.     That  necessity 
arises  from  the  great  weight  of  modern 
guns  and  the  machinery  connected  with 
them.      In  the  old    days,   in  case   of 
siege,  infantry  were  used  for  working 
guns ;  but  that  cannot  be  done  at  the 
present  time  with  modern  guns  under 
existing  circumstances.     We  have  been 
told  that  these  guns  cannot  be  worked 
except  by  thoroughly  trained  men.    My 
idea  is  that  the  Infantry  regiments  ought 
to  be  trained  under  a  full  course  of  in- 
struction in  the  loading  and  management 
of  garrison  guns.     The  knowledge  of 
this  cannot,   of  course,   be   gained  on 
the  emergency,  for,  as  the  Committee 
will  be  aware,  it  takes  a  long  time  to 
teach  men  what  they  have  to  do.     It 
would  take  a  considerable  time  to  put 
the  men  through    the  course.      Now. 
there  are  two  classes  of  instruction — first 
the  laboratory  course   through    which 
gunners  have  to  go,  and  which  can  only 
be  gone  through  at  Woolwich.     It  em- 
braces   technical   and   scientific   know- 
ledge.    That    course  I  do   not   think 
adapted   to   Infantry  regiments.      The 
second    class     of    instruction     relates 
simply  to  the  working  of  the  guns  when 
in  position,  and  that  course  I  believe 
may  be  thoroughly  learned  by  Infantry 
regiments.     I  do  not  propose  that  the 
whole  of  the  regiment  should  be  taught, 
because  there   are  in  all  regiments  a 
number  of  stupid   men   who    are    in- 
capable of  being  so  instructed.     There 
are,  however,  in  all  regiments  a  number 
of  intelligent  men  fond  of  machinery ; 
and  I  think  if,  say  15  per  cent  of  the 
regiment  were  taught,  the  result  would 
be  in  every  way  satisfactory.     To  efiPect 
this,  I  think  three  or  four  months,  with 
two  hours  instruction  a  day,  would  be 
necessary.     It  cannot  be  expected,  how- 
ever,  that    men   would  give   up   their 
time  without  payment,  and  I  think  that 
about  Id.  a-day  per  man  would  be  suffi- 
cient.    Taking  the  number  of  men  at 
120  per  battalion,  this  would  cost,  in 
round  numbers,  10«.  a-day,  which,  with 
a  slight  extra  allowance  to  non-commis- 
sioned officers,  would  amount  to  £200 
a-year;    that  sum,  multiplied  by    100, 
the  number  of  the   battalions,    would 
make  £20,000  for  the  year;  and  I  be- 
lieve that  for  this  sum,  bjr  utilizing  your 
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Infantry  soldiers  in  the  way  I  have  de- 
scribed, the  Nation  would  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  possessing  10,000  men  tho- 
roughly and  completely  trained  in  the 
working  of  the  guns  which  are  uow 
placed  in  our  forts.  I  am  aware  that 
this  scheme  can  only  be  carried  out  when 
these  Infantry  regiments  are  in  fortified 
places;  but  I  think,  in  due  time,  the 
whole  of  our  Infantry  regiments  might 
pass  through  the  course  I  have  de- 
scribed. In  the  meantime,  I  may  point 
out  the  whole  cost  of  the  arrangement 
would  not  fall  at  once  upon  the  Exche- 
quer. It  is  said,  by  way  of  objection  to 
this  proposal,  in  the  first  place,  that  the 
Infantry  men  would  lose  their  practice 
when  not  in  forts ;  but  I  think  that 
might  be  avoided  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  placing  one  large  new 
gun  nt  the  head-quarters  of  each  In- 
fantry regiment.  In  the  next  place,  it 
is  said  that  there  would  not  be  time,  iu 
these  days  of  short  service,  to  put  the 
men  through  the  course;  but  1  know 
something  of  the  practice  in  Cavalry 
regiments,  where  numbers  of  the  men 
are  spared  for  various  purposes,  and 
I  think  that  if  the  men  of  a  Cavalry 
regiment  can  spare  five  hours  a  day 
in  stables,  it  is  only  reasonable  to  be- 
lieve that  an  Infantry  regiment  can 
spare  15  per  cent  of  the  men  to  be  put 
through  the  course  I  have  suggested. 
There  is  another  subject  cognate  with 
this  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  has 
slightly  alluded  to — namely,  the  value 
of  Volunteer  Artillery.  At  Portsmouth 
— and,  I  presume,  also  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  our  other  fortifications  — 
there  are  large  and  excellent  corps  of 
Volunteer  Artillery,  who  only  learn 
and  practice  with  the  old  smooth-bore 
64-pounder.  It  seems  to  me  utterly  ab- 
surd that  they  should  be  restricted  to 
obsolete  guns  and  obsolete  practice  when 
there  are  in  our  modern  forts  new  guns, 
and  when  there  are  also  Royal  Ar- 
tillery o£Bicer8  in  the  garrison  who  are 
perfectly  able  and  willing  to  train  the 
men  in  the  use  of  these  weapons.  I  ad- 
mit there  would  be  the  cost  of  providing 
the  ammunition  for  the  practice,  but 
that  would  not  amount  to  a  very  large 
sum.  Then  there  is  another  question 
connected  with  the  Artillery  which  I 
wish  to  bring  before  the  Committee. 
The  Field  Artillery  are  no  doubt  a  most 
ralnal^le  brands  of  the  Service ;  but  less 


valuable,  I  believe,  than  they  might  be 
made.     In   the   Field  Artillery  only  a 
certain  proportion  of  men  are  taught  to 
ride  and  drive,  whereas  it  seems  to  me 
that  every  man  who  joins  should  be  put 
through  a  course  of  instruction  in  the 
riding  and  driving  school.     It  seems  to 
me  absurd  that,  in  a  corps  where  there 
are  waggons  and  horses,    and  all   the 
means  of  instruction  in  these  respects, 
there  should  be  a  single  man  less  useful 
than  he  might  be.     Then  there  is  the 
question  of  the  Cavalry  pioneers.     In 
modern    warfare,     I    believe     Cavalry 
pioneers  to   be  invaluable.     The  work 
of  pioneering  is  hazardous?,  I  know,  but 
you  will  always  find  men  ready  for  that 
in  every  regiment,  and  it  is  impossible 
to  see  the  extent  of  mischief  that  may  be 
done  to  the  enemy  by  these  men  in  the 
destruction  of  telegraph  wires,  railways, 
engines,   bridges,   and   so  on.     We  all 
know  that,  in  the  present  day,  wars  are 
carried  on  at  a  great  distance  from  the 
base,  and,  therefore,  offers  great  facili- 
ties  for  the   destructive    operations  of 
well-trained     mounted     pioneers.       At 
present  there  are  10  pioneers  in  every 
Cavalry    regiment ;    they    are    sent    to 
Chatham   for  their   training;  the  men 
come  back  well  trained,  undoubtedly — 
and  I  have  nothing  to  say  against  the 
system  in  that  respect— but  when  they 
return  to  the  regiment  they  do  not  prac- 
tice, and  tlie  reason  of  that  is,  that  they 
get  no  extra  pay  for  the  work.     You 
cannot  get  men  to  go  out  an  hour  a-day 
unless  you  give  them  some  remuneration. 
I  ask   the   right  hon.   Gentleman   the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  take  this 
into  consideration— to   give  16  men  in 
each  regiment  \d.  per  day,  say,  in  all, 
2«.    per  day,  £30   per    year  per  regi- 
ment, which  for  30  Cavalry  regiments 
would  give  a  cost  to  the  State  of  £750 
a-year.     No  doubt  the  Cavalry  are  very 
expensive  ;    but   it  is   not   worth  your 
while  to  render  them  less  effective  than 
they  might  be  if  this  comparatively  small 
sum  of  £750  a  year  were  expended  upon 
them.     The  Army  Estimates  amount  to 
£18,000,000  a-year,  and  it  seems  to  mo 
cheeseparing  to  hesitate  to  hand  over 
these   small  sums    for  the   purposes   I 
have   described.      I   know  that  many 
in     high    quarters    attach     great    im- 
portance   to    numbers ;    but    I    value 
more  than  that  the  efficiency  of   each 
individual  man.     I  say,  reduce  numbers 
if  vou  will,  but  in  the  name  of  common 
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sense  give  the  money  which  will  make 
the  men  you  have  as  thoroughly  and 
practically  efficient  as  they  can  be.  Tha 
lioa.  and  gallant  Member  for  South- East 
Durliaai  (Sir  Henry  Havelock-Allan) 
has  appealed  to  me  to  make  some  obser- 
vations on  the  subject  of  Cavalry  re- 
organization. I  dealt  with  that  subject 
whoa  the  House  was  considering  the 
Army  Estimates  at  an  earlier  period  in 
the  Session,  and  I  will  not,  therefore, 
repeat  all  that  I  said  on  that  occasion. 
I  believe  that  a  ro-organization  of  our 
Cavalry  is  absolutely  necessary.  All  our 
Cavalry  regiments  are  too  weak  for  the 
purpose  of  war ;  wo  have  far  too  large 
a  number  of  units.  I  agreo  that  the 
Cavalry  regiments  ought  to  consist  of 
five  squadrons  at  least — not  the  depot 
squadrons  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  South- East  Durham  spoke 
of,  as  existing  at  Canterbury,  but  five 
offective  squadrons,  four  to  go  abroad  in 
case  of  war,  and  one  to  bo  left  at  home. 
I  know  that  remarks  of  this  kind  are 
distasteful;  but  it  is  our  duty  to  point 
out  to  this  House  and  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  that  this  plan  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  efficiencjy  of  the 
Cavalry  branch  of  the  Service,  and  on 
the  whole  the  most  economical  means  of 
effecting  improvement.  What  I  ask, 
with  regard  to  the  Cavalry  would,  I  be- 
lieve, cost  nothing  to  the  country;  and 
I  believe  also  that  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment would  only  be  too  glad  if 
the  Home  Government  would  consent  to 
the  increase  in  the  case  of  tho  Indian 
regiments,  because  they  know  that 
regiments  of  a  certain  strength  are  more 
effective  and  more  economical  than 
weaker  regiments.  Allusion  has  been 
made  to  tho  supply  of  horses  which  it  is 
said  we  cannot  get.  With  regard  to 
that  matter,  the  facts  are  very  simple ; 
the  breeders  will  never  rear  more  horses 
than  the  trade  of  the  country  requires. 
Horses  are  unlike  boots  and  shoes,  they 
cannot  be  kept  in  stock  ;  and  when  they 
are  produced  they  must  be  sold  by  the 
dealer  at  the  price  he  can  get  for  thorn. 
I  have  myself  looked  into  this  matter, 
and  I  may  mention  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  Rossendale  (The 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  placed  me  on 
a  Committee  some  time  ago,  and  the 
result  of  our  investigation  was  to  find 
that  the  same  state  of  things  which  exist 
in  England  occurs  in  almost  every  coun- 
try in  the  world — that  is  to  say,  there 
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is,  beyond  the  actual  requirement  of 
the  trade  of  each  country,  no  stock 
of  horses  fit  for  bit  or  bridle.  I  be- 
lieve that  something  like  5,000  horses 
might  bo  got  in  this  country  with- 
out much  trouble ;  but  when  you  have 
taken  up  the  whole  number  in  the 
hands  of  the  dealers  you  would  not  be 
able  to  get  the  number  which  would  be 
required  in  case  of  war.  In  the  course 
of  my  inquiry,  I  was  informed  by  the 
managers  of  the  London  General  Omni- 
bus Company  that  nothing  would  induce 
them  to  part  with  moro  than  two  per 
cent  of  their  stock  of  horses.  In  short, 
I  am  of  opinion  that  nothing  you  can  do 
will  create  a  supply  of  horses  in  excess 
of  the  number  which  the  trade  of  the 
country  will  support.  The  Committee 
will  remember  that  some  time  ago  a 
Commission  went  to  Canada  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ascertaining  what  horses  could 
bo  obtained  there  ;  they  went  to  Canada, 
as  I  have  said,  and  they  brought  back 
73  horses.  When  the  Commission  re- 
turned, I  asked  one  of  the  members  if 
he  could  get  1,000  horses  in  Canada. 
He  said  that  he  could  not.  I  then  askei 
him  if  he  could  get  500,  and  I  think  his 
reply  was  that  he  might  get  about  that 
number.  I  must  confess  that  the  result 
of  my  inquiries  is  that  in  case  of  a  great 
European  war,  I  believe  we  should  have 
the  greatest  possible  difficulty  either  in 
mounting  the  Cavalry,  or  in  getting  the 
necessary  draft  horses  for  the  Royal 
Artillery,  Engineers,  and  Transport 
Corps.  I  am  glad  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  has  conceded  a  certain  amount  of 
Transport  to  Infantry  regiments,  and 
I  look  upon  that  as  one  of  tho  best 
stops  taken  for  many  years.  When 
the  Egyptian  War  broke  out,  In- 
fantry men  were  sent  down  to  Alder- 
shot  for  three  days  training  in  the  art 
of  saddling  and  tending  horses ;  but,  of 
course,  when  they  landed  in  Egypt  they 
were  found  to  be  so  totally  ignorant  of 
the  duties  required  of  them  that  the 
transport  broke  down.  Finally,  I  am 
glad  to  hoar  that  there  is  to  bo  a  certain 
number  of  mules  kept  in  stock.  These 
are  very  useful  animals,  but  somewhat 
difficult  to  manage.  It  might  be  well 
that  some  provision  should  be  made  in 
respect  of  camels,  having  regard  to  the 
enormous  loss  of  those  animals  which 
occurred  in  Egypt— but  that,  of  course, 
would  be  impossible  in  this  country. 
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HilitaryletlorfromthcCourtofDirectors  Oovernor  General  of  India,  says- 

tO   the    Secretary    of    State    for   India,  "I  am  directed  to  forward  you  a  letter  from 
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of  iho  neceuity  for  an  augmentation  of  this  Q-gneral  Beresford,  dated  the  29th    of 

ipportant  arm  of  the  Service  wo  are  of  opinion  ^^„^^.    j  957   these  words— 

that  DO  timo  ihould  be  lost  in  collecting  tho  ■'^■"e'""''  '""'1 

meana  for  londoring  it  effective  at  tho  eatlieat  "  i  would  urga  that  no  consideration  of  ex- 

poMible  ponod."  penio  should  in   any  way  be  hUowdiI  to  iuter- 

V      -IB                  3            I       a «             If      I  fere  nith  ofQciencv  in  so  vital  an  arm  na  tho 

I  wiU  nowread  an  extract  from  a  Minute  Artillery  * 
of  tli6  Governor  General  of  India  (Lord 

Canning;),  dated  dth  of  August,    1858,  And,   finally,   the   Commander-in-Chief 

irbich  says —  in  India  referred,  in  a  Minute  of  the 

„ ,,  ,       ,  ,  ,.       ,,    .             J    ,.           ,,  19th  of  AuBuat,  IB57,  to  tho  hesitation 

•'Idonot  believe  that  any  reduction  worth  ,     .                  ,1       •    .■11                u    1     -    ■ 

conntine  cm  safely  be  made.      With   every  ^o  increase  the  Artillery  as       strainiog 

allowance  for  the  peatcr  Iruat worthiness  and,  at  a  gnat  and  swallowing  a  camel.        I 

in  aome  reapecti,  greater  efficiency  of  European  think   I   have  brought   forward  enough 

AitiUery,  the  gionnd  which  has  to  bo  covered  statements  on  the  part  of  those  in  autho- 
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the  Artillery  should  be  increased."     Sir  will  arise  in  some   part  of  .Asia,    and 

J.  L.  Lawience  also  said —  therefore   I    ventaro    to   say  that  we 
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sliould  not  Iiavo  decrease  in  the  number 
of  our  Artillery,  but  rather  that  there 
should  be  an  increase.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  has,  in  the  course  of  his  remarks, 
expressed  the  hope  that  if  any  Member 
of  the  Committee  had  in  his  mind  any 
ideas  that  would  tend  in  the  direction 
of  economy,  they  would  be  stated. 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  one  point  on 
which  I  think  that  economy  can  be 
effected,  and  I  refer  to  those  expensive 
luxuries,  Brigade  Depots,  in  connection 
with  which  I  believe  that  a  stroke  of 
the  pen  would  have  the  effect  of  saving 
a  considerable  sum  of  money.  I  think, 
then,  that  each  brigadier  should  be  re- 
sponsible for  everything  which  goes  on  in 
his  brigade,  and  cease  to  be  what  he 
undoubtedly  is  now — a  nonentity.  I 
will  give  an  instance  or  two  of  what  is 
continually  occurring.  A  short  time 
ago  my  servant  had  occasion  to  ride  a 
short  distance  to  the  Brigade  Depot  in 
Derby  to  ask  for  a  military  surgeon  to 
be  sent  to  an  ambulance  corps  which  I 
have ;  he  received  a  letter  saying  that 
my  letter  would  be  forwarded  to  York, 
and  after  considerable  delay  it  arrived 
at  last  at  the  proper  place.  I  say  that 
all  this  is  absolute  waste  of  time,  and  I 
cannot  see  why  the  brigadier  should  not 
have  sent  the  surgeon  to  the  barracks 
on  his  own  authority.  In  another  case, 
the  adjutant  wrote  to  the  Brigade 
Depot  at  no  great  distance  to  ask  for  a 
surgeon  to  come  and  examine  an  animal 
that  was  sore.  The  letter  went  from 
the  adjutant  to  the  Major  General  com- 
manding the  division  at  York;  from 
him  it  went  back  to  the  Brigadier,  from 
him  to  the  adjutant  of  the  Volunteer 
regiment,  asking  him  to  fix  a  day. 
When  this  was  done,  it  went  again  to 
Derby,  and  the  result  was  that,  instead 
of  a  surgeon  being  sent  from  Derby, 
the  county  had  to  pay  for  a  surgeon 
coming  all  the  way  from  Birmingham. 
I  suggest  that,  instead  of  economizing 
by  cutting  down  the  strength  of  the 
Artillery,  we  should  begin  by  making 
necessary  reforms  in  such  matters  as  I 
have  referred  to.  I  earnestly  trust  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  his  at- 
tention to  these  points,  and  I  shall  be 
most  happy  to  assist  him  in  case  of  need 
with  the  statistics  and  correspondence 
with  which,  as  commanding  officer,  I 
am  flooded. 

Colonel  £yr$ 


Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.) :  I 
wish  to  point  out,  with  regard  to  what 
has  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  Stanhope),  that  the  increase  in 
the  number  of  Garrison  Artillery  is 
only  an  increase  in  the  Reserve,  which 
is  an  extremely  different  thing  from  an 
increase  in  the  strength  of  the  effective. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet  who  re- 
presents the  Fareham  Division  of  Hants 
(Sir  Frederick  Fitz-Wygram),  like  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  also  dwelt  on  the  neces- 
sity of  increasing  the  number  of  Garri- 
son guns,  and  of  having  a  sufficient 
number  of  well-trained  men  to  work 
thorn.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
proposed  that  a  certain  number  of  In- 
fantry men  should  be  instructed  in  the 
management  of  garrison  guns.  That 
proposal  appears  to  me  a  strange  one, 
because,  from  what  I  have  seen  of  In- 
fantry soldiers,  I  venture  to  think  that 
they  are  not  the  class  of  men  who  are 
best  fitted  for  work  of  that  kind.  I  sug- 
gest that  you  will  get  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  men  to  work  the  guns  in  this 
way — that  you  should  have  a  separate 
class  of  men  in  the  Garrison  Artillery, 
amounting  to,  say,  one-third  of  the  total 
number,  who  should  bear  the  same  rela- 
tion to  ordinary  gunners  as  the  A.B.8 
bear  to  ordinary  seamen.  Now,  the 
only  way  that  you  can  secure  that  is  by 
giving  a  certain  number  of  the  men 
a  higher  rate  of  pay  when  they  show 
proficiency  in  the  management  of  the 
complicated  machinery  connected  with 
some  of  the  new  guns,  such  as  hydraulic 
buffers  and  the  various  moving  gear,  all 
of  which  complicated  machinery  requires 
for  its  handling  skilled  workmen,  and 
not  ordinary  soldiers.  I  think  some 
recognition  of  this  fact  ought  to  take 
place,  and  that  an  efficient  body  of  Gar- 
rison gunners  should  be  established, 
which,  in  my  opinion,  could  be  obtained, 
as  I  have  said,  by  the  increase  of  pay. 
This  matter,  which  is  one  of  great  im- 
portance, I  think,  is  well  worthy  of  the 
consideration  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
who,  I  am  glad  to  see,  is  alive  to  the 
importance  of  improving  the  Garrison 
Artillery.  I  do  not  state  this  on  my 
own  opinion  alone,  but  from  my  know- 
ledge that  the  plan  is  one  which  com- 
mends itself  to  a  lar^e  number  of  Axtil- 
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lery  officers.'    The  right  hon.  Oeotleman 
stated  that  a  certain  number  of  our 
batteries  of  Artillery  ought  to  be  kept 
on  a  peace  footing;  and  there  I  agree 
with  him,  because  I  could  never  under- 
stand why  this  country  should  be  the 
only  one  which  keeps  its  Artillery  on  a 
war  footing.    No  doubt,  it  would,  from 
an  effective  point  point  of  view,  be  better 
that  the  Force  should  be  kept  on  a  war 
footing  ;  but  the  question  is  whether  it 
would  be  worth  the  money  you  would 
have  to  pay  for  it.     Therefore,  although 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  one  which  would  not  commend 
itself  as  a  general  rule  to  Army  men  in 
this  House,  yet,  I  think,  he  is  quite 
right  in  saying  that  the  whole  of  our 
Artillery  ought  not  to  be  kept  on  a  war 
footing.  I  must  say  that,  in  my  opinion, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  is  making 
a  great  blunder  in  the  matter  of  the 
Horse  Artillery.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman pointed  out  that  it  was  his  duty 
in  this  matter  to  choose  his  advisors — 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  he  endeavours 
to  obtain  the  best  advice  possible  in 
matters  relating  to  his  Department — 
but  on  this  occasion  I  do  not  think  he 
has  been  well  advised,  nor  do  I  think 
that  the  country  will  be  satisfied  with  a 
Minister  of  War  who  relies  upon  tech- 
nical advice  only.     The  country  wants  a 
little  more  than  that ;  and  they  will  hold 
him    responsible,   notwithstanding   the 
trouble  he  takes  to  get  the  best  advice, 
if  mistakes  are  made.     I  think  I  can  see 
the  way  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  gone  wrong  in  connection  with 
this  subject.     There  is  a  new  plan  in  the 
heads  of  the  War  Office  Authorities.     It 
is  to  have  the  Corps  modelled  on  the 
Continental  system — to  have  two  CorpB 
d'Armee.  The  new  idea  is  to  have  70,000 
men  ready  to  be  sent  away  at  a  few 
days'  notice.     The  proposal  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  point  to  the 
reduction  of  our  military  strength  for 
the    purpose    of    making    these  Corps 
d^Armee  perfectly  efficient.  I  would  point 
out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
military  advisers  are  often  very  unsafe 
guides.  They  will  try  to  make  the  Army 
efficient,  no  doubt ;  but  then  they  have 
very  little  idea   of  the   cost  which  is 
involved ;  and  although  I  do  not  believe 
that  the  country  would  care  about  the 
ultimate  cost,  provided  that   efficiency 
were  obtained,  yet  the  advice  which  has 
the  effect  of  placing  a  large  additional 


sum  upon  the  military  vote  is  not  likely 
to  be  held  io  high  estimation  by  the 
Minister  of  War.  I  believe  that  if  you 
have  two  efficient  Corps  dArmee  only  the 
people  will  cry  out  that  70,000  are  too 
few,  and  that  you  will  have  to  establish 
a  third  Corps  d'Armte, 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  It  is  not  pro- 
posed to  reduce  the  strength  of  the  Army 
outside  the  two  Army  Corps  of  the  Re- 
serve in  any  case. 

Colonel  NOLAN:  I  am  very  glad 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  has  given  that 
explanation,  because  it  shows  how  very 
important  it  is  that  our  Army  should  not 
be  reduced  to  two  Corps  d  Armie,  I  point 
out,  however,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  taken  the  first  step  in  this 
direction  ;  he  has  struck  at  one  arm  of 
the  Service,  although  he  has  not  more 
Horse  Artillery  than  is  sufficient  for  two 
Corps  d'Armte  J  and  his  proposed  reduction 
will  have  to  be  joined  with  reductions  in 
other  arms,  and  the  Cavalry,  for  instance, 
may  have  to  be  reduced.  You  are,  at  all 
events,  striking  at  the  very  arm  which  it 
takes  longest  to  create;  and  which,  on  an 
emergency,  it  will  be  impossible  to  im- 
provise. It  is  not  an  easy  matter  to  pro- 
duce Garrison  Artillery,  but  it  takes 
months  and  years  to  produce  efficient 
Horse  Artillery.  I  think  that  this  plan 
ought  to  be  very  carefully  considered  by 
the  public.  The  Corps  will,  no  doubt,  be 
very  good  and  efficient  in  the  main,  and 
they  are  sure  to  be  excellent  on  Paper  ; 
but  if  you  are  going  to  have  them  at  the 
expense  of  the  Military  Establishments 
of  the  country,  I  think  you  are  buying 
them  too  dearly.  The  fact  that  these 
Corps  are  to  be  ready  at  a  moment's 
notice  shows  that  you  are  keeping  up 
your  Army  for  offensive  purposes.  But 
suppose  that  your  two  Corps  dArmie  were 
sent  abroad,  and  that  they  surrendered, 
you  will  have  no  Horse  Artillery  at  home, 
and  in  that  respect  you  will  be  at  a  great 
disadvantage.  Anyone  can  see  that  it  is 
a  very  rash  thing  to  destroy  that  which 
has  been  created  at  great  expense,  and 
which  it  takes  a  long  time  to  replace.  It 
is  an  easy  thing  to  cut  down  the  tree 
which  is  many  years  in  growing.  What 
the  Government  are  doing  suggests 
something  very  like  the  act  of  a  man 
who,  having  furnished  his  house  at  great 
cost,  breaks  up  expensive  chairs  and 
tables  for  use  as  firewood.  But  what  is 
to  be  done  with  the  men  of  the  batteries  ? 
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Surely  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not 
going  to  turn  them  into  Garrison  Artillery- 
men ?  Probably  they  will  gradually  be 
brought  back  when  they  have  lost  some 
of  their  efficiency  and  smartness.  On 
the  whole,  I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  been  led  into  taking  a  step 
which,  besides  doing  a  considerable 
amount  of  injury  directly  and  indirectly 
by  unsettling  men's  minds,  will  prove  in 
the  end  to  be  a  very  costly  one.  There 
is  another  subject  which  has  not  been 
referred  to  except  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  the  Fareham  Division  of 
Hants,  and  on  which  I  wish  to  make  a 
few  remarks.  I  refer  to  the  expedition 
to  Canada  for  the  purpose  of  buying 
horses.  That  is  a  step  on  which  I  think 
the  opinion  of  the  Committee  ought  to 
bo  taken,  because  anything  more  con- 
trary to  military  and  political  economy  I 
cannot  conceive.  You  go  2,000  miles  to 
try  to  open  up  a  new  supply  of  horses,  a 
new  market  as  you  say,  but  nothing  can 
be  more  unfair  to  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try. Instead  of  trying  to  open  a  new 
market  in  Canada,  you  should  increase 
your  price  and  then — although  you  might 
notgftt  what  you  wanted  in  the  first — you, 
in  a  year  or  two — you  would  be  able  to 
get  plenty  of  horses.  These  horses  from 
Canada  cannot  be  landed  here  at  a  less 
cost  than  £G0  or  £70  each.  It  has  always 
been  the  theory  that  a  country  in  time  of 
peace  should  get  as  many  horses  as  pos- 
sible from  internal  sources,  although  in 
time  of  war  the  more  horses  bought  in 
foreign  markets  the  better,  because  you 
prevent  the  enemy  getting  them.  I 
think  the  mission  to  Canada  was  a  most 
ill-judged  measure,  and  I  should  be  glad 
if  some  hon.  Member  would  move  a  re- 
duction of  this  Vote  as  a  protest  against 
what  I  consider  a  most  unfair  proceeding 
towards  the  horse  breeders  in  the  coun- 
try. 

Sir  FEEDERICK  FITZ- WYGEAM  : 
The  object  of  the  Commission  sent  to 
Canada  was  to  test  the  market  in  case 
horses  should  be  scarce  here,  and  to 
get  a  small  number  of  horses  sent 
over  for  the  purpose  of  seeing  whether 
or  not  they  wore  suitable  for  military 
service. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  (Winchester) :  I 
shall  not  trouble  the  Committee  with  a 
repetition  of  the  figures  and  arguments 
that  have  been  used  against  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Horse  Artillery  ;  I  shall  say 
nothing  further  than  that  I  agree  with 
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all  that  has  fallen  from  previous  speakers 
on  the  subject,  and  express  a  hope  that 
the  country  will  not  have  cause  to  regret 
a  step  which  I  believe  is  fatal  to  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Horse  Artillery  as  an  arm 
of  the  Service  and  detrimental  to   the 
interests  of  the  country.     We  have  had 
the  cases  of  two  classes  of  officers  brought 
before  the  Committee  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  opposite,  that  is  to  say 
of  the  paymasters  and  quartermasters. 
I  am  glad  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  express  his  opinion  that 
there  is  justice  in  the  case  of  the  pay- 
masters, and  that  in  all  probability  their 
grievance  will  be  removed.      I  should 
have  been  more  glad  to  hear  that  the 
quartermasters  would    be  given  some- 
thing more  than  honorary  rank,  and 
that  the  concession  would  have  been 
more  of  a  financial  character ;  and  that, 
I  think,  is  the  point  of  view  from  which 
the  quartermasters  themselves  will  look 
at  the  matter.  But  the  class  whose  claims 
I  wish  to  bring  before  the  Commit- 
tee is  that  of  the  present  commanding 
officers    of   regiments    and   battalions. 
Within  the  year  1886-7  there  will  have 
been  no  less  than  107  of  these  officers 
relegated  to  half-pay,  and  of  these  six 
will  have   been   in  command  for  little 
more  than  a-year,  87  between  one  and 
two  years,  and  14  between  two  and  three 
years.     Previous  to  1871,  the  period  of 
command    was    practically    unlimited. 
From  1871  to  1881  the  period  of  com- 
mand was  fixed  at  five  years,  from  1881 
to  1886  the  period  was   fixed  at  four 
years,  and  it  was  also  provided  by  the  same 
Boyal  Warrant  that,  after  having  served 
five  years  as  a  lieutenant- colonel,  whether 
second  or  first  in  command,  the  officer 
should  bo  placed  on  half-pay.     Now,  a 
new    Boyal  Warrant  has  been  issued 
within  the  last  few  months,  by  which  it 
is  enacted  that  in  future  an  officer  shall 
command  his  regiment  for  four  years, 
no  matter  for  what  length  of  time  he 
may  be  second  in  command.     This  is  a 
sensible  and  reasonable   arrangement; 
but  because  that  arrangement  has  been 
made  in  the  case  of  future  commanding 
officers  there  appears  to  be  no  reason 
why  officers,  who  are  now  commanding 
regiments,  should  be  relegated  to  hidf- 
pay,  and  practically  put  on  the  shelf  for 
the  rest  of  their  military  lives  any  more 
than  those  who  are  to  have  command 
for  four  years  in  future.  It  has  been  said 
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that  one  reason  for  doing  this  is  that  it  is 
hardy  or  wonld  be  hard,  upon  those  who 
have  to  sacoeed  to  the  command ;  but  I 
maintain  that  it  is  no  harder  upon  them 
now  than  it  was  previously  to  1881,  and 
that  o£B.cers  would  actually  succeed  now 
to  the  command  of  their  regiments  in  a 
shorter  time  than  they  would  previously 
to  1881.     Just  as  an   instance  of  the 
hardship  that    has    been  done  certain 
o£B.cers,  let  me  name  one  or  two  out  of 
the  long  list  of  cases  which  has  been 
prepared  by  officers  who  are  interested 
in  this  matter.    I  take  the  case  of  the 
officer    commandiug  the    present  10th 
Hussars :  he  was  25  years  in  the  Service 
before  he  got  command  of  his  regiment ; 
he  was  five  years  second  in  commaad, 
and   under   the    existing    regulations, 
under  the  Boyal  Warrant  of  1881,  he 
lost  his  command  after  he  had  been  one 
year  and  five  months  in  possession  of  it. 
Then  I  take  the  case  of  the  officer  com- 
manding the  Duke  of  Cornwall's  Light 
Infantry :  he  was  29  years  in  the  Service 
before  he  got   command ;  he  was  five 
years  second  in  command,  and  he  will 
have  been  but  one  year  in  command  of 
his  regiment  when  he  has  to  retire  on 
half-pay.     The  whole  107  I  have  men- 
tioned are  similar  to  these,  varying  only 
in  degpree.     Now,  I  say  it  is  hard  upon 
these  officers  that  they  should  lose  what 
all  officers  look  forward  to  as  the  reward 
of  their  exertions — namely,  the  command 
of  their  regiment.     It  is  no  argument 
to  say  they  have  been  second  lieutenant- 
colonels,  or  second  in  command.  Every- 
one who  is  acquainted  with  military  life 
knows  that  the  second  in  command  is 
only  the  second  fiddle,  that  he  has  no 
status  at  all  in  fact,   that  he   hardly 
considers   himself    in    the    position   of 
second  lieutenant-colonel,  and  that  often 
he  is  very  much  better  off  without  the 
rank,   and  very  much  in  the  way.     I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Qontleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  will  be  able 
to  tell  us    that    the  position    of  these 
officers  will    be    reconsidered  by  him. 
These  officers  have  been  selected  for  the 
command  of  their  regiment  as  efficient 
and  properly  qualified  officers,  and  there 
seems  to  be   no  reason  whatever  why 
they  should  be  punished  for  the  benefit 
of  those  who  have  to  succeed,  if  really 
it  is  for  their  benefit.     I  hope  before 
this  Vote  is  taken  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  able  to  give  us  some 
assurances  that  this  matter  will  receive 


his  consideration.     There  is  one  other 
point  I  should   like  to  lay  before  the 
Committee,  and  that  is  in  reference  to 
the  Question  which  was  asked  by  myself 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  with- 
in   the    last    few    days — namely,     the 
strength  or  establishment    of  the  two 
Army  Corps   which   are    about    to    be 
formed.      We    were    informed   by   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  was  about 
to  lay  a  Paper  upon  the  subject  on  the 
Table  of  the  House ;  but  I  very  much 
fear  from  the  Answer  to  another  Ques- 
tion in  regard  to  the  strength  of  the 
batteries  which    are   to  remain  in  the 
Horse  Artillery,  that  the  establishment 
of  these  Army  Corps  is  to  be  a  peace 
establishment.  If  that  is  so,  it  is  simply 
continuing  the  present  childish  system 
of  skeleton  regiments  at  home.     It  can- 
not be  anything  else.     The   regiments 
will  be  actually  incapable  and  inefficient 
to  take  the  field.     If  we  want  any  in- 
stance of  the  condition    in  which  our 
regiments   are    when    suddenly    called 
upon  for  service,  we  have  only  to  re- 
collect the  state  in  which  they  were  in 
at  the  time   of   the   outbreak    of   the 
Egyptian  War.    Two  Cavalry  regiments 
had  to  be  entirely  broken  up  to  form 
two  squadrons  for  the  Egyptian  War. 
We  have  the  case  of  other  regiments 
which  were  sent  during  the  same  period 
to  the  Mediterranean,  one  half  of  them 
never  having  gone  through  a  course  of 
musketry,  and  more  than  half  in  some 
cases  being  under  one  year's  service.     I 
hope  that  will  not  be  the  state  in  which 
these  two  Army  Corps  are  to  be  left.     I 
trust  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  be  able 
to  assure  us  that  the  regiments  which 
are  to  form  the  two  Army  Corps  will,  at 
all  events,  be  kept  at  proper  strength 
and  in  thoroughly  efficient  condition. 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle) :  There  are  just  one  or  two 
matters  to  which  I  should  like  to  refer 
at  once.  In  the  first  place,  let  me  say  a 
word  with  regard  to  the  question  of  the 
horse  supply  to  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South- 
East  Durham  (Sir  Henry  Havelock 
Allan)  called  attention.  Although  an 
experiment  was  made  with  regard  to 
Canada  by  sending  out  an  officer  to  see 
what  amount  of  horse  supply  could  be 
reckoned  upon  from  that  country,  it  is 
felt  that  the  proper  course  for  the  War 
Office  to  adopt  is  to  rely  upon  the  home 
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supply  of  horses,  and  not  on  any  supply 
from  foreign  countries  or  even  from  our 
Colonies.  I  do  not  yet  know  what  the 
result  of  the  Canadian  experiment  will 
be ;  but  when  we  receive  a  full  Report, 
I  want  to  make  out  in  the  fairest  possible 
way  the  cost  per  horse.  Then  there  are 
two  subjects  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Winchester  (Mr.  Tottenham) 
lias  mentioned.  The  first  is  in  regard  to 
the  position  of  the  Army  Corps.  I  am 
afraid  I  must  ask  him  to  restrain  still 
further  his  natural  impatience.  I  hope 
to  present  in  a  very  short  time  full  details 
of  the  composition  of  the  two  Army 
Corps.  I  am  going  through  the  matter 
myself  at  the  present  time,  and  I  hope 
shortly  to  be  able  to  lay  before  the 
House  full  details  as  to  how  the  Army 
Corps  are  to  be  composed,  so  that  the 
House  and  the  country  can  judge  for 
themselves  how  far  it  is  likely  that  with 
a  little  more  time  given  to  us  we  can  put 
the  scheme  into  thoroughly  practical 
effect. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  (Winchester)  : 
Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  that  I 
merely  asked  whether  the  two  Army 
Corps  were  to  be  kept  at  a  peace  or  war 
establishment. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  If  I  wanted 
to  go  into  that  subject,  I  should  have  to 
go  into  it  at  great  leneth  indeed.  Then, 
my  hon.  Friend  called  attention  to  the 
question  of  retirement  of  commanding 
officers  of  regiments.  I  confess  I  have 
seen  cases  myself  where  very  excellent 
officers,  officers  whose  services  the  coun- 
try ought  to  bo  sorry  to  lose,  have, 
by  the  operation  of  this  scheme,  been 
compelled  to  retire  from  the  command  of 
regiments.  I  have  been  very  sorry  for 
them  indeed ;  but,  as  my  hon.  Friend 
knows,  the  whole  of  this  matter  was 
thoroughly  considered  before  the  late 
Boyal  Warrant  was  issued.  Those  who 
were  concerned  in  the  framing  of  the 
Boyal  Warrant  considered  it  in  all  its 
bearings,  and  they  came  to  the  conclu- 
si^  that,  on  the  whole,  the  rule  laid 
down  must  be  insisted  upon.  I  am  afraid 
someone  or  other  must  suffer.  If  you 
were  to  extend  the  terms  of  employment 
of  lieutenant  colonels,  then  majors  must 
retire,  and  certainly  I  should  be  very 
sorry  to  see  any  further  punishment  in- 
flicted upon  majors.  I  have  not  yet  had 
very  much  opportunity  of  looking  into 
the  matter ;  but  I  mean  to  do  so,  and  if 
I  find  I  can  do  anything  to  meet  the 
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views  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I  shall  be  only 
too  glad  to  do  it. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) :  Mr. 
Courtney,  nothing  strikes  one  more  in 
these  discussions  upon  naval  and  mili- 
tary matters  than  the  utter  hollowness 
of  the  debates.  A  Minister,  advised  by 
no  one  knows  whom,  certainly  by  no 
military  authority,  takes  a  step  which  is 
of  the  most  vital  importance,  comes 
down  to  the  House  without  asking  for 
an  opportunity  of  taking  the  House  into 
his  counsel  in  regard  to  this  step,  and 
then  thinks  that  if  some  hon.  Members 
get  up  and  grumble  for  five  or  ten 
minutes,  that  is  all  that  is  necessary. 
I  entirely  disagree  with  such  a  method 
of  carrying  on  debates  upon  such  serious 
subjects.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South-East  Durham 
(Sir  Henry  Ha velock- Allan),  towards  the 
close  of  his  remarks,  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  if  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Horse  Artillery  had  been 
finally  decided  upon,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  with  great  alacrity  jumped 
up  and  said — **Yes,  finally  decided." 
Thereupon  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man said — "  If  that  is  so,  it  is  not  much 
use  our  discussing  the  matter."  I  am 
astonished  at  him,  because  if  there  is 
anything  that  the  whole  military  opinion 
of  this  House,  the  whole  military  opinion 
of  this  country,  is  entirely  opposed  to,  it 
is  to  the  action  which  the  rignt  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
has  taken  in  regard  to  the  Horse  Ar- 
tillery. It  depends  entirely  upon  the 
military  Members  of  this  House  whether 
the  Horse  Artillery  shall  be  reduced  or 
not.  Of  course,  if  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentlemen  come  down  here  and  think 
they  have  done  their  duty  sufficiently  in 
grumbling  at  what  has  been  done,  and 
declining  to  take  any  action  which  will 
give  public  expression  to  their  opinions, 
they  have  no  one  to  blame  but  them- 
selves. I  have  taken  some  interest 
in  this  question  of  the  reduction  of 
the  Horse  Artillery,  and  I  have  como 
to  this  conclusion,  that  of  all  the 
unpatriotic  actions  that  have  ever 
been  perpetrated  by  any  Government 
this  is  the  most  unpatriotic.  I  do  not 
at  all  wish  it  for  one  moment  to  be  under- 
stood that  I  mean  to  say  that  it  is  the 
desire  of  the  Government  to  be  un- 
patriotic ;  but  that,  as  far  as  its  effects  go, 
this  step  is  the  most  unpatriotic  act  that 
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Las  ever  been  committed  by  a  Oovera- 
ment  in  Army  matters.  Now,  Sir,  the 
English  Army  of  all  the  Armiesin  Europe 
is  the  one  that  ought  to  have  not  only  its 
fall,  but  the  fullest  measure  of  Horse  Ar- 
tillery. Whenever  you  have  a  small  Army 
like  the  English  Army,  which  may  at 
any  moment  be  called  upon  to  face  some 
Continental  Army,  you  are  absolutely  at 
a  discount  if  you  have  not  got  your  full 
measure  of  Horse  Artillery,  and  more 
than  your  full  measure.  My  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Galway  (Colonel  Nolan)  mentioned,  in 
Bpeaking  of  the  Field  Artillery,  that 
during  the  Franco-German  War  the 
French  were  able  to  get  together  some 
f^ood  Field  Artillery  in  three  months. 
I  served  in  that  unfortunate  war,  and  I 
can  assure  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
that  he  is  entirely  mistaken.  Even  after 
three  or  four  months  training  our  Field 
Artillery  was  not  worth  a  straw.  I  will 
go  further,  and  say  that  the  greatest  loss 
and  difficulty  which  we  experienced  dur- 
ing the  whole  of  that  war  was  caused  by 
the  want  of  Horse  Artillery.  T  will 
not  detain  the  Committee  by  giving 
them  examples,  but  I  could  give  them 
examples  by  the  score  of  our  formations 
being  peppered,  our  ranks  broken,  and 
every  movement  we  had  intended  to  take 
obstructed,  owing  to  the  rapidity  and 
accuracy  of  the  fire  of  the  German  Horse 
Artillery.  Our  want  of  Horse  Artillery 
was  felt  during  the  whole  war,  but  es- 
pecially in  the  latter  end.  Men  who  had 
had  long  experience  in  military  matters, 
my  own  chief,  for  instance,  often  said  to 
me,  in  the  course  of  our  conversations, 
it  was  almost  impossible  to  do  anything 
owing  to  the  want  of  Horse  Artillery. 
Now,  in  the  English  Army  you  want, 
above  all  things.  Horse  Artillery ;  and, 
for  the  life  of  me,  I  cannot  understand 
what  object  the  Government  can  have 
in  taking  a  step  so  fatal  to  the  interests 
of  this  country  as  the  reduction  of  the 
Horse  Artillery.  If  it  is  a  question  of 
economy,  how  much  will  you  save — do 
you  save  anything  that  is  worth  think- 
ing about?  As  I  understand,  the  total 
saving  will  be  something  like  £4,000  or 
£5,000  per  annum,  and  for  this  miser- 
able bit  of  childish  economy  you  are 
going  to  destroy  a  portion  of  your  Force, 
which  it  will  take  you  two  or  three  years 
to  replace.  If  you  are  ever  engaged  in 
an  European  war,  you  will  assuredly 
tlnd  it  necessary  to  replace  these  men  ; 


but  that  to  do  so  will  take  you  a  very 
considerable  time,  at  least  two  years. 
You  will  find  that  you  have  reduced  this 
arm  of  the  Service  at  a  loss  of  life  and 
loss  of  prestige  in  the  earlier  part  of  that 
war,  for  which  nothing  will  ever  repay 
you.  Now,  upon  the  question  of  eco- 
nomy, are  there  not  plenty  of  Depart- 
ments in  which  you  could  effect  economy 
infinitely  greater  than  this,  and  without 
in  the  least  endangering  the  interest  of 
your  Service  ?  If  anyone  had  the  time  and 
the  inclination  to  devote  a  week's  study 
to  the  Estimates,  they  would  find  means 
of  making  reductions  which  would  simply 
be  appalling,  and  in  the  face  of  which 
this  economy  is  a  myth.  Take  the  case 
of  the  Civil  Service.  I  have  it  upon  the 
authority  of  one  who  knows  perhaps  as 
well  as  any  man  connected  with  the  Civil 
Service  of  this  country  what  economies 
may  be  made  without  in  the  least  in- 
juring the  Service,  that  if  economies 
which  should  and  ought  to  be  made  were 
made,  the  Government  would  be  able  to 
take  off  1^.  of  the  Income  Tax.  What 
is  true  in  regard  to  the  Civil  Service  is 
equally  true  in  regard  to  the  Naval  Ser- 
vice, and  especially  in  regard  to  the 
Army  Service.  I  grant  it  is  a  good  thing 
to  have  two  Army  Corps ;  I  think  it  would 
be  a  good  think  if  you  had  troops  ready ; 
I  know  that  during  the  late  Egyptian 
War  your  highest  authority  in  this 
country  said  that  if  he  were  called  upon 
to  send  another  regiment  to  Egypt,  ho 
could  not  do  so.  So  far  as  your  Army 
Corps  go,  I  am  entirely  with  you ;  but  I 
ask  most  seriously  what  is  the  object  of 
reducing  the  Horse  Artillery  ?  You  are 
going  to  turn  them  into  Field  Artillery  ; 
in  two  years  time  they  will  not  be  worth 
a  straw  for  the  purpose  of  Horse  Artil- 
lery, Now,  I  do  not  believe  that  any 
step  that  any  Government  has  ever  taken 
cannot  be  retraced.  I  believe  that  if 
the  military  men  will  only  take  a  firm 
stand  in  the  matter,  this  Horse  Artillery 
will  be  replaced  in  six  months.  The 
only  way  to  give  effect  to  the  opinion 
of  this  House  is  to  take  a  Division, 
and  for  that  reason  I  propose,  as  a  prac* 
tical  protest  against  this  fatal  stop, 
that  this  Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum 
of  £5,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedi 
**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,993,000, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service."— (Ifr. 
MoUoy,) 
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Mr.  MALLOCK  (Devon,  Torquay) : 
Though  I  regret  very  much  the  decision 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary' 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  has 
thought  it  his  duty  to  come  to  with  re- 
spect to  the  Horse  Artillery,  I  con- 
gratulate him  on  his  determination  to 
strengthen  the  Garrison  Artillery.  That 
branch  of  the  Artillery  is  a  very  valua- 
ble Service,  and  it  has  not  generally  re- 
ceived the  recognition  that  is  due  to  it. 
I  wish  now  especially  to  refer  to  the 
Volunteer  batteries  of  Garrison  Artillery 
— I  do  not  believe  they  are  receiving 
the  training  they  ought  to  receive.  This 
subject  is  of  great  interest  to  many  of 
my  constituents,  and,  having  served  in 
the  Royal  Artillery  myself  for  11  or  12 
years,  and  for  a  greater  part  of  that 
time  in  the  Garrison  Artillery,  it  is  a 
subject  in  which  I  take  very  great  in- 
terest. I  believe  that  if  the  Volunteer 
Artillery  were  called  upon  for  active 
service  they  would  be  required  to  garri- 
son such  places  as  Plymouth,  Dover, 
and  Portsmouth.  Therefore,  one  would 
suppose  that  their  training  in  time  of 
peace  would  consist  in  working  those 
guns  which  they  would  have  to  work  in 
time  of  war.  But  what,  Sir,  is  the  fact  ? 
There  are  a  great  many  Volunteer  Artil- 
lery batteries  who  never  see  any  gun 
larger  than  an  old  d2-pounder  smooth- 
bore, or  a  64-pounder  rifle  gun.  The 
training  they  get  at  these  guns  is  no 
use  whatever  in  working  the  heavier 
guns  they  would  have  to  man  in  case 
they  garrisoned  these  forts.  It  is  true 
that  a  small  percentage  of  every  Garri- 
son battery  is  sent  annually  into  some 
of  these  forts ;  and  I  believe,  too— at 
least  it  ought  to  be  the  case-^that  those 
Volunteer  batteries  who  are  fortunate 
enough  to  be  situated  within  easy  dis- 
tance of  forts  where  heavy  guns  are 
mounted  have  oppoitunities  of  working 
at  these  guns.  But  there  are  numbers 
of  batteries  who  never  have  any  chance 
whatever  of  learning  their  drill  at  the 
heavy  guns— at  the  12-tons,  18-tons, 
and  still  heavier  guns,  which  are  mounted 
.at  these  forts.  No  doubt,  to  give  all 
Volunteer  Artillery  the  extra  training  I 
desire  to  see  them  have  would  entail 
some  extra  expense ;  but  when  I  re- 
member the  vast  sums  that  have  been 
spent  ou  our  fortifications  and  our  arma- 
ments, I  think  we  ought  not  to  begrudge 
the  alight  extra  expenditure  which  would 
be  involved  in  instructing  these  men  in 


the  duties  they  would  have  to  perform 
if  they  had  to  take  charge  of  these  forts 
and  the  guns  in  them.  I  believe  the 
requisite  training  might  be  given  to 
them  in  one  or  two  ways.  Some  12  or 
18-ton  guns  might  be  mounted  some- 
where within  easy  distance  of  two  or 
three  Volunteer  batteries,  so  that  they 
might  have  a  chance  of  being  able  to 
drill  with  such  guns ;  or  a  much  larger 
percentage — say,  60  per  cent — of  our 
Volunteer  Artillery  might  be  sent  into 
the  forts  yearly  to  learn  their  duty  with 
these  guns ;  or,  it  would  be  better  still, 
if  the  whole  of  the  batteries  could  be  sent 
even  once  in  two  years.  I  believe  the 
best  policy  would  be  that  nearly  all  the 
Volunteers — at  all  events,  the  bulk  of 
those  who  are  close  to  any  of  these  large 
towns  where  forts  are  situated — should 
be  Artillery  as  far  as  possible  ;  certainly 
every  encouragement  should  be  held  out 
to  Volunteers  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
seaports  to  become  Artillery  Volunteer 
Corps.  A  rifleman  can  have  his  weapon 
anywhere,  and  he  can  find  drill  grounds 
at  any  place  ;  but  an  artilleryman's  gun 
cannot  be  brought  to  him,  therefore  it 
necessary  he  should  be  taken  to  the 
gun.  Unless  he  has  sufficient  oppor- 
tunities of  drilling  with  heavy  guns  he 
can  never  become  a  valuable  soldier.  It 
is  not  only  with  the  object  of  learning 
his  drill  with  heavy  guns  that  he  should 
be  sent  to  these  places,  but  also  that  ho 
should  learn  the  ins  and* outs  of  the 
various  forts,  that  he  should  be  ac- 
quainted with  all  the  arrangements  of 
magazines,  and  stores,  and  lifts,  and 
the  thousand  and  one  other  arrange- 
ments which  are  necessary  for  the  effec- 
tive service  of  the  heavy  ordnanoe  in 
these  forts.  This  subject  may  not  be  a 
very  interesting  one,  but  I  believe  it  is 
one  well  worth  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  and  I  am  sure  that  the 
more  opportunities  the  men  of  the 
Volunteer  Garrison  Artillery  have  of 
perfecting  themselves  in  their  drill  and 
duties  the  more  popular  that  branch  of 
the  Service  will  become. 

Colonel  BLUNDELL  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Ince)  :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  am 
anxious  to  say  a  word  upon  one  point 
which  has  not  been  touched  upon  up  to 
this,  but  which  I  believe  to  be  equal  in 
importance  to  anything  that  has  been 
mentioned,  and  that  is  the  redootion  of 
the  home  battalions  of  In&ntry.    Those 


129 


Supply^ 


{  May  16,  1887}  Army  Estmaies. 


130 


Gentlemen  of  the  Committee  who  are 
not  connected  with  the  Service  must 
understand  that,  after  all,  the  Infantry 
bears  the  same  relation  to  the  other 
arms  of  the  Service  that  the  joint  bears 
to  the  other  dishes  of  a  dinner,  that  the 
Infantry  is  the  main  stay.  Now,  the 
home  battalions  of  Infantry  have  been 
reduced  to  730  men  ;  before  Lord 
Airlie's  Committee  evidence  was  given 
which  showed  that  when  a  battalion  was 
sent  on  service  one-fourth  of  the  men 
were  found  to  be,  from  various  causes, 
unfit  for  active  service,  that  reduces  the 
730  men  to  548.  To  complete  the  war 
strength  of  a  battalion  you  have  to  put 
in  252  fresh  men.  Well,  now,  that 
means  that  the  newcomers  are  nearly  half, 
at  any  rate,  a  good  many  more  than  one- 
third,  of  the  men  left  in  the  battalion,  a 
Tery  serious  matter  indeed.  And,  when 
the  Commtitee  understands  that,  at  the 
present  time,  according  to  the  Report  of 
the  Inspector  Qeneral  of  Eecruiting, 
there  are  350  men  in  each  Begiment  of 
only  one  year's  service,  they  will  see 
that,  if  the  home  battalions  are  reduced 
much  more  they  will  be  very  inefficient 
to  go  on  service.  When  once  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  begins  nibbling 
at  the  battalions,  there  is  a  groat 
danger  that  the  30  men  who  are  above 
the  700  will  be  cut  off  the  next  year.  I 
strongly  urge  upon  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman not  to  do  that  on  any  account. 
The  Infantry,  after  all,  is  the  most  im- 
portant body  to  us  in  our  Army.  It  is 
true  that  our  battalions  have  too  many 
young  soldiers  in  thorn,  and  it  would  be 
yery  desirable  if  men  in  the  Reserve,  as 
lias  been  suggested,  were  allowed  to  re- 
enlist.  But  if  they  do  so,  in  my  opinion, 
they  should  be  placed  under  an  enforced 
stoppage  of  pay,  in  order  to  provide 
their  own  retirement  allowance.  I  be- 
liere  we  are  fast  approaching  the  time 
when  every  Government  official,  from 
the  Prime  Minister  down  to  the  police- 
man and  the  postman,  must  be  subjected 
to  a  compulsory  stoppage  for  retirement 
allowances,  or  else  that  the  charge  should 
be  made  en  hloc  against  the  accounts  of 
the  year,  for  the  amount  thrown  upon 
futurity  in  the  shape  of  pensions  dis- 
counted is  becoming  something  ter- 
rible to  contemplate.  Now,  in  regard  to 
the  Artillery  question.  The  Horse  Ar- 
tillery batteries  are  really  wanted  as 
reserves  for  India,  and  it  would  be  far 
better  to  keep  them,  even  if  they  had  to 
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be  dismounted  in  turn,  than  to  disband 
them.  I  doubt  very  much  the  necessity 
for  the  proposed  great  increase  of  the 
Garrison  Artillery.  This  country,  hither- 
to, has  always  found  that  a  good  thrust 
is  the  best  parry,  and  though  it  is  very 
necessarythat  our  coaling  stations  should 
be  fortified,  and  that  our  ports  should 
be  forti&ed,  I  believe  that  the  defence  of 
these  places  may  be  left,  to  a  very  much 
greater  extent  than  is  supposed,  to  our 
Auxiliary  Forces.  I  think  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  would  do  a  great  ser- 
vice if  ho  induced  Volunteer  battalions 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  our  forts  and 
ports  to  be  converted  into  Artillery.  I 
will  not  detain  the  Committee  longer  ; 
but  I  do  strongly  urge  upon  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  the  necessity  of 
keeping  our  home  battalions  at  750  men 
if  it  is  possible,  and  the  other  battalions 
at  850  men,  because  the  experience  of 
the  last  20  years  has  shown  us  that  our 
case  is  entirely  dissimilar  from  that  of 
foreign  countries.  Our  battalions  must 
be  ready  to  go  into  the  field  at  any  mo- 
ment, and  we  ought  to  bo  able  to  meet 
the  wants  of  little  wars  such  as  we  havo 
had  of  late  years  without  calling  out  our 
Reserves,  except,  perhaps,  the  last  two 
years  Reserves  or  the  men  of  the  Re- 
serve who  volunteer.  We  have  been 
doing  a  most  serious  thing  in  regard  to 
our  Reserves ;  when  the  Reserves  were 
first  formed  it  was,  I  think,  expected 
they  would  have  to  fight  in  a  European 
war — say,  once  in  a  generation.  Well, 
now  we  have  had  thera  out  in  whole  or  iu 
part  three  times  in  little  more  than  half 
that  time.  Now,  that  is  a  very  serious 
thing  ;  it  prevents  Reserve  men  getting 
employment  in  the  country,  and,  there- 
fore, is  very  detrimental  to  their  inte- 
rests. We  ought  only  to  call  upon  our 
Reserves  in  serious  emergencies  as  was 
originally  intended,  and  the  only  pos- 
sible way  of  doing  that  is  to  keep  our 
battalions  at  their  proper  strength. 
When  our  Reserves  were  first  formed  in 
1870,  Mr.  Card  well  calculated  upon 
having  a  Reserve  of  60,000  ;  the  state- 
ment of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
this  year  shows  us  that  by  the  year  1894 
we  shall  have  60,000  Reserve  men.  That 
means  in  five-sixths  of  a  generation,  after 
the  number  of  60,000  was  fixed  upon, 
and  in  that  time  the  nation  will  have 
grown  probably  by  8,000,000  of  men.  I 
particularly  want  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  this 
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The  cost  of  maintaining  our  forces  should 
be  calculated  upon  the  cost  per  head  of 
the  population.  That  is  the  only  fair 
way  of  looking  at  the  cost  of  our  Force. 
Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  am  sorry  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Colonel  Blun- 
dell)  has  been  an  exception  to  the  almost 
universal  rule  in  this  debate,  inasmuch 
as  he  disparages  the  increase  of  the 
Garrison  Artillery.  I  can  assure  him 
there  is  no  subject  to  which  I  have  given 
more  personal  attention  than  that.  I 
think  there  can  be  no  question  that  the 
increase  of  our  Garrisou  Artillery  is  the 
most  important  step  that  can  be  taken 
for  the  defence  of  the  country,  and  I  am 
satisfied  that  if  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  will  give  me  a  half-an-hour  of 
his  time  I  can  show  him  that  there  are 
very  important  places  which  cannot  be 
adequately  defended  unless  this  House 
consent  to  add  to  the  Garrison  Artillery. 
Now,  as  regards  the  other  point,  which 
has  really  been  hardly  discussed  in  this 
House  to-night  upon  a  proper  footing. 
The  real  question  is — whether  Horse 
Artillery,  or  Field  Artillery,  is  better  for 
our  purposes  in  time  of  war.  The  lice 
I  have  endeavoured  to  take  up,  and  in 
which  I  have  been  supported  by  mili- 
tary experts,  is  that  you  do  want  a  cer- 
tain proportion  of  Horse  Artillery,  but 
that  for  many  purposes  the  Field  Artil- 
lery is  very  much  more  valuable  than 
Horse  Artillery  can  be.  They  have  a 
better  gun,  or  they  will  shortly  have 
about  the  best  g^n  it  is  possible  for 
Field  Artillery  to  have.  We  believe 
that  in  time  of  war  Field  Artillery  bat- 
teries will  be  more  etficient,  and  able  to 
provide  a  greater  amount  of  gun  power, 
than  Horse  Artillery  will.  There  is,  I 
think,  a  certain  portion  of  our  Artil- 
lery which  must  be  capable  of  rapid 
movement — that  portion,  for  instance, 
which  is  required  to  move  with  the  Ca- 
valry; but  when  you  go  beyond  this 
portion,  you  will  find  that  Field  Artil- 
lery provides  a  better  and  more  efficient 
arm,  because  it  is  able  to  work  guns  of 

freater  power.  But,  having  said  that, 
should  like  to  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Molloy),  who 
argues,  as  a  great  many  other  Members 
do,  that  we  are  making  a  great  mistake 
in  reducing  the  Horse  Artillery,  and 
that  we  are  only  doing  so  for  the  purpose 
of  efi'ecting  a  verysmall  economy.  What 
step  has  he  taken?  He  proposes  to  cut 
down  the  Estimates    still   further— to 

Cohnel  Blundell 


reduce  still  further  the  sum  of  money 
we  have  for  the  purpose  of  all  our  various 
kinds  of  defence.  I  should  be  exceed- 
ingly sorry  if  that  lame  and  impolitic 
step  were  taken  to-night.  I  regret  the 
proposal  I  have  made  and  carried  out 
has  not  been  received  by  hon.  Members 
with  any  favour,  yet,  at  the  same  time, 
I  cannot  understand  why  hon.  Members, 
who  object  to  the  reduction  in  strength 
of  the  Horse  Artillery,  favour  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  amount  of  the  Vote  for  the 
Army  generally. 

Mr.  molloy  (King's  Co.,  Birr) : 
The  argument  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  just  used  I  have  heard  used  in  this 
House  for  the  last  nine  years.  When- 
ever a  Member  of  this  House  rises  to 
protest  against  what  he  thinks  an  unwise 
step  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and 
moves  the  reduction  of  a  Vote,  the  Go- 
vernment say — *'0h,  your  method  of 
proceeding  makes  matters  worso."  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  tell  me 
how  we  are  to  protest  against  an  act, 
which  certainly  a  large  proportion  of 
Members  disagree  with,  except  by 
moving  a  reduction  of  the  Vote,  I  shall 
be  very  glad  to  put  what  he  says  into 
practice.  If  he  would  prefer  it,  I  will 
merely  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £1  — 
I  simply  make  my  Motion  as  a  protest. 
Of  course,  there  is  no  use  in  trying  to 
conceal  from  ourselves  the  fact  that  my 
proposition  to  reduce  the  Vote  has  as 
much  chance  of  being  carried  as  I  should 
have,  if  I  so  wished,  of  replacing  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  by  myself.  I  do 
think  that  it  is  necessary,  in  these  mat- 
ters, to  get  rid  of  the  hollo  wness  of  debate 
which  has  been  apparent  so  long ;  that 
we  should  publicly  show  our  disagree- 
ment with  the  action  of  the  Gt>vernment, 
which  we  can  only  do  by  taking  a  vote  on 
the  subject.  If  I  thought  that  my  Mo- 
tion had  any  chance  of  being  carried,  I 
would  certainly  not  go  to  a  Division, 
because  the  effect  of  its  adoption  would 
be  to  injure  the  Service  still  more.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  far  abler  in 
these  matters  than  myself,  and  I  am 
satisfied  that  what  he  has  done  he  has 
done  from  thoroughly  conscientious  mo- 
tives ;  but  the  difficulty  is  this — that  all 
the  military  opinions  of  the  countzy 
disagree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  do  not  know  who  the  advisers  of  the 
Government  are  in  this  matter.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South-East  Durham  (General 
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Sir  Henry  Havelock- Allan)  said  lie  had 
made  inquiries  in  every  Department  to 
find  ont  who  had  advised  the  Govern- 
ment, but  he  had  been  unable  to  discover 
their  advisers.  The  right  hon.  QoDtle- 
man  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
seems  to  be  under  the  impression  that 
the  best  thing  the  country  can  do  is  to 
strengthen  its  Field  Artillery.  Do  that 
as  much  as  you  like;    but  if  you  are 

foing  to  strengthen  one  arm  of  the 
erviee  by  weakening  another  I  must 
disapprove  your  action.  For  the  sake 
of  the  paltry  and  miserable  economy  of 
£4,000  or  £5,000  a-year  you  are  going 
to  disband  that  branch  of  the  Service 
which  is  really  the  most  useful  you  have 
in  time  of  war. 

Colonel  HILL  (Bristol,  South) :  So 
far  from  desiring  to  reduce  this  Vote,  I 
personally  should  like  to  add  something 
to  it,  to  enable  the  Volunteer  Artillery 
to  acquire  a  proper  knowledge  of  the 
working  of  the  guns  thoy  will  have  to 
work  in  case  their  services  are  ever  re- 
quired.   They  have  not  at  present  that 
opportunity;   they  have   to   drill  with 
guns  that  are  distinctly  obsolete ;  and  it 
is  rather  discouraging  to  them  that  they 
should  spend  their  time  in  learning  that 
which  is  not  directly  applicable  to  the 
purpose   they  may  be  called   upon  to 
serve.    There  are  somo  Artillery  Volun- 
teer Corps  who  have  the  advantage  of 
being    within    reasonable    distance    of 
ports,  and  they  have  an  opportunity  of 
acquiring  the  knowledge  they  ought  to 
have ;  but  there  are  others.    Take,  for 
instance,  my  own  regiment,  which  has 
within  it  1,250  efficient  gunners — which 
are  situated  very  considerable  distances 
from  any  large  fort,  and  the  only  oppor- 
tunity such  batteries  have  of  seeing  the 
larger  guns,  and  becoming  at  all  ac- 
quainted   with    the    interior  of   forts, 
magazines,  and  so  on,  is  that  afforded 
by  being  sent  down  to  exercise  with  the 
Hoyal  Artillery.     These   opportunities 
come  very  rarely,  and  they  are  seized 
by  Volunteer  officers,  and  I  think  that, 
if  some  money  could  be  granted  to  give 
to  the  Volunteer  Corps  the  opportunity 
of  more  frequently  visiting  large  ports, 
the  boon  would  be  very  much  appre- 
ciated.   It  has  been  suggested  by  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Hampshire  (Sir  Frederick  Fitz- 
Wygram)  that  something  might  be  done 
by  placing  these  large  guns  at  depot 


centres.  That,  no  doubt,  would  be 
something  for  us;  we  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  practising  with  such 
guns ;  but  I  have  in  mind  a  case  in 
which  it  might  be  desirable  that  these 
guns  might  be  so  placed  as  not  only  to 
bo  valuable  for  drill,  but  for  the  defence 
of  the  country.  I  have  in  my  mind  par- 
ticularly the  case  of  the  Bristol  Channel, 
where  a  heavy  gun  would  be  of  the 
greatest  possible  service  in  the  defence 
of  the  roadstead;  and,  at  the  same  time, 
be  valuable  for  drill.  I  venture  to  im- 
press on  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  the  fact  that 
the  Volunteer  Artillery  are  most  anxious 
to  do  all  in  their  power  to  acquire  a 
knowledge  of  the  modern  guns,  and  to 
assure  him  that  any  assistance  he  may 
give  in  that  direction  will  be  very  much 
appreciated. 

General  GOLDSWORTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith) :  While  I  shall  not  vote  for 
the  proposed  reduction,  I  wish  it  to  be 
understood  that  I  am  opposed  to  the  re- 
duction of  the  Horse  Artillery ;  no  one 
in  this  House  has  stronger  views  on  this 
subject  than  I  have.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  stated  that  he  has  only 
been  a  few  months  in  Office.  I  do  hope 
that  when  he  has  been  longer  in  Office, 
as  I  trust  he  will  be,  he  will  see  his  way 
to  reconsider  his  decision  as  regards  the 
Horse  Artillery.  It  is  impossible  to 
make  gunners  in  a  day,  and  I  do  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  endea- 
vour to  defer  to  the  feelings  of  the  vast 
majority  of  military  experts  upon  this 
question. 

Sir  EDWARD  HAMLEY  (Birken- 
head) :  I  have  not  quite  succeeded  in 
gathering  from  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  whether  his  proposed  reduction 
of  the  Horse  Artillery  is  still  open  to 
revision.  If  he  has  not  committed  him- 
self beyond  recall,  I  venture  most  ear- 
nestly to  beseech  him  to  reconsider  his 
decision,  because  it  seems  to  me  one  of 
the  most  unpopular  and  impolitic  steps 
ever  taken  by  the  War  Office.  I  ask 
him  to  consider  that  all  the  Military 
and  Naval  Members  of  the  House  have 
joined  in  the  very  respectful  and  very 
strong  remonstrations  against  the  step 
which  he  proposes,  and  I  think  perhaps 
their  opinions  may  be  considered  as  well 
worthy  his  attention  as  those  of  that  dis- 
tinguished General  of  whom  wo  have 
heard  so  much,  and  whose  opinions,  I 
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think,  go  to  show  that  a  man  may  be  a 
distiaguislied  Qeneral  and  yet  a  very  un- 
safe adviser  for  a  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  I  think  everything  has  been  said 
in  the  course  of  the  remarks  of  previous 
speakers  that  can  be  said  against  this 
measure,  and  therefore  I  do  not  propose 
to  go  over  the  ground  again,  or  any 
part  of  it ;  but  I  do  wish  to  take  this 
opportunity  of  recording  my  earnest  pro- 
test against  the  reduction  of  a  single 
gun  either  of  the  Field  or  of  the  Horse 
Artillery. 

General  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUE 
(Kincardine) :  I  must,  with  deep  regret, 
give  my  vote  for  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  King's  County 
(Mr.  Molloy),  though  I  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentlem'an  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  that  I  shall  not  give  my  vote  in 
any  factious  spirit.  I  entirely  disap- 
prove of  the  proposed  reduction  in  the 
Horse  Artillery,  and  I  trust  that  before 
long  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  may  see 
his  way  to  retrace  this  fatal  step.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  act  wisely  if  he  were 
to  dissociate  himself  from  his  present 
military  advisers  and  act  solely  upon  his 
own  responsibility,  which,  I  am  sure, 
would  lead  him  to  agree  with  the  tenour 
of  the  remarks  which  have  been  so 
generally  expressed  by  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentlemen  to-night. 

Mh.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  just  wish  to  say  that  I  repre- 
sent the  military  town  of  Canterbury, 
and  I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  that 
it  is  the  opinion  of  all  the  military  men 
there  that  he  has  committed  a  serious 
mistake  in  the  matter  of  the  Horse 
Artillery.  I,  therefore,  trust  he  will  re- 
consider his  decision. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  57; 
Noes  94  :  Majority  37.— (Div.  List, 
No.  141.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'  That  a  further  sum,  not  ezceeeding 
£3,830,300,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on 
account,  for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charge 
for  the  following  Civil  Services  and  Revenue 
Departments  for  the  ^ear  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  March,  1888,  viz.  :— 

Sir  Edward  Hamhy 


CIYIL  SERVICES. 

Class  I. — Public  Works  and 
Buildings. 

Qreat  Britain :  £ 

Royal  Palaces         . ,             . .             , .  4,000 

Marlborough  House             . .             . .  500 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens  . .  15,000 

Houses  of  Parliament          . .             . .  9,000 

Gordon  Monument               . .             . .  500 

Public  Buildings    . .             . .             . .  20,000 

Furniture  of  Public  Offices  . .             . .  3,000 

Revenue  Department  Buildings          . .  34,000 

County  Court  Buildings       . .             . .  4,000 

Metropolitan  Police  Courts                 ..  1,500 

Sheriff  Court  Houses,  Scotland          . .  6,000 

Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom      '. .  35,000 

Science  and  Art  Department  Buildings  3,000 

British  Museum  Buildings  . .             . .  2,000 

Harbours,  &c.  under  Board  of  Trade  6,500 

Peterhead  Harbour               . .             . .  4,000 

Rates  on  Government  Property  (Groat 

Britain  and  Ireland)        ..             ..  15,000 

Metropolitan  Fire  Bri^fade  . .             . .  2,500 

Distumpiked  and  Mam  Roads  (Eng- 
land and  Wales)               . .             . .  -     - 

Disturnpikod  Roads  (Scotland)          . .  .     - 

Ireland :  — 

Public  Buildings    . .             . .             . .  30,000 

Science  and  Art  Buildings,  Dublin    . .  5,000 

Abroad  ;— 

Lighthouses  Abroad            . .            . .  1,000 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings  .  •  3,000 

Class  1 1. — Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
Civil  Departments. 

England  :^ 

House  of  Lords,  Offices       .  •            . .  9,000 

House  of  Commons,  Offices                . .  10,000 
Treasury,     including    Parliamentary 

Counsel               ..             ..             ..  10,000 

Home  Office  and  Subordinate  Depart- 
ments  . .  .  •  . .  • . 
Foreign  Office 


Colonial  Office 

Privy  Council  Office  and  Subordinate 
Departments 

Board  of  Trade  and  Subordinate  De- 
partments 

Bankruptcy  Department  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  • .  . .  .  • 

Charity  Commission  (including  En- 
dowed Schools  Department) 

Civil  Service  Commission    . .  .  • 

Exchequer  and  Audit  Department     . . 

Friendly  Societies,  Registry 

Land  Commission  for  England  .  • 

Local  Government  Board    .  •  •  • 

Lunacy  Commission  .  • 

Mint  (including  Coinage)     . .  .  • 

National  Debt  Office 

Patent  Office 

Paymaster  GeneraUs  Office 

Public  Works  Loan  Commission 

Record  Q^ce 


15,000 

10,000 

7,000 


•  • 


«• 


3,000 
10,000 


6,000 
8.000 
8,000 
1,500 
4,000 
110,000 
3.000 
2,000 
2,500 
8,000 
3,500 
1,000 
4,000 


Svppljf 

•  Office  . 
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ClA88  IV.- 


Lord  Lieatennnt'i  Hoateliold 
Chief 

Charii                            and  BeqaeaU 
Office 


Olabs  III. 
England : — 


idarj  Survey       ,,        1, 
-Lat  and  Jubtige. 


Law  Chargsa 
Criminal  Proaecotioiu 

udicature 


Police,    Great 


''^^-'J^  Lunatic  Atjluc 


and    Crinunal   ] 

and  Justice  . . 
B«gister  Hooie  DeportinentB 
Croftert  ComniiMion 
Folioe,    Goontiea  and  Bunrlii  (Scot- 
land)     

PriMna,  BeoUand  .,  .. 


and  Criminal  Proaecii' 
Saprame  Court  of  Jndic*tiire 


England 

Department 

National  Gallery   , . 
National  Portrait  Gallery 


port)     .. 

ScotUnd  :- 


-Education,  Soieitck, 
AND  Aet. 


700,000 
70,000 
25,000 
1,600 


Public  Education  . 
National  Gallery   . 


Royal  Iriah  Academy 


Class  V. — Fobeiok  asd  Colonial 
Sebviceb. 


cat 

60,000 

.      G0,DOa 

.       2,000 

400 

Lid     .. 

.        4,000 
.     20,000 

Companies     . 

18,000 

Cyprut,  Gra 

Clabb  VL — ^NoN- Effective  and 
CnARtTABLE  Sbkviges. 
Superannuation  and   Retired   AUow- 
anc«s    ..  ..  ..  ..      eo,0 

Merchant   Seamen's    Fond   FeosioDg, 


1,000 
10,000 
20.000 
40,000 


Charitable    and  other 
Allowances,  Great  Britain 

Miscellaneous    Charitable    and  other 
AUowancea,  Ireland 

Class  VII. — Mibcellakeous. 

Tempor&ry  CommixioQ*     ■•  >• 

Miacellaneoui  Expenses       ..  .• 

Adelaide  Exhibition,  1887  .. 

Total  for  CivU  Ser»ice»  £3,86i 
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Revenue  Departments. 

Customs  . .  •  •  • .  •  • 

Inland  Revenue     .. 

Post  Office 

Post  Office  Packet  Service  .  • 

PoBt  Office  Telegraphs        ...  •• 
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100,000 
100,000 
500,000 
170,000 
100,000 


Total  for  Revenue  Departments    £970,000 
Grand  Total    ..  £3,830,300 


Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
I  apprehend  that  this  Vote  on  Account 
will  be  sufficient  for  the  Gpyernment 
until  the  commencement  of  July ;  but  it 
certainly  is  a  very  unprecedented  course 
that  the  Estimates  should  have  been 
practically  put  off  until  so  late  a  day, 
and  that  Votes  on  Account  should  have 
been  taken.  The  Government  can  hardly 
complain,  if  they  choose  to  adopt  this 
course,  of  everyone  of  these  items  bein^ 
discussed  seriatim.  For  my  own  part,  I 
am  anxious  that  Public  Business  should 
not  be  impeded  in  any  way,  and,  there- 
fore, I  am  afraid  we  shall  have  to  wait 
in  order  to  discuss  every  one  of  the  items 
until  they  come  on  in  the  shape  of  ordi- 
nary Estimates.  However,  in  Class  I 
there  is  one  Estimate  which,  I  think, 
we  ought  to  test —namely,  that  for  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Courts.  It  will  be 
seen  that  the  total  amount  asked  for  the 
year  under  this  head  is  £6,737;  and 
taking  the  sum  voted  on  Account  on  a 
previous  occasion  and  the  amount  now 
asked  for,  we  see  that  almost  one>half  of 
tho  whole  will  be  voted  on  Account. 
Now,  it  is  not  a  question  of  how  much 
shall  be  voted,  or  whether  the  money  is 
wholly  or  partly  expended.  Tho  ques- 
tion is  whether  this  money  ought  to  be 
voted  at  all  by  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
1,  and  others  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
and  I  believe  many  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  also,  have  always  contended 
that  this  is  an  expenditure  which  ought 
to  fall  on  the  Metropolis  itself.  I  re- 
member on  the  last  Vote  on  Account  I 
called  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
this  matter,  and  I  think  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Commissioner  of 
Public  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  replied  to 
me  that  there  was  a  set-off,  because  the 
County  Courts  were  paid  for  out  of  the 
Treasury.  But  I  need  hardly  say  that 
that  is  no  set-off  of  any  sort  or  kind.  In 
Manchester  and  Liverpool,  and  most  of 
our  large  towns,  there  are  County  Courts 
and  Police  Courts,  and  in  London  there 
are  County  Courts  and  Police  Courts, 


and  there  is  no  set-off  in  saying  that  the 
County  .Courts  in  Provincial  towns  are 
paid  for  by  the  Treasury,  because  the 
County  Courts  in  London  are  also  paid 
for  by  the  Treasury.  We  have  the  clear, 
hard  fapt,  then,  before  us,  that  in  all 
large  towns  the  Police  Courts  are  paid 
for  out  of  the  local  rates,  but  that  in 
London  they  are  paid  for  by  the  Trea- 
sury. The  matter  has  been  frequently 
raised  in  this  House,  and  there  are 
Gentlemen  on  both  sides  who  take  the 
same  view  upon  it  that  I  do.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  beg  to  move  that 
the  Vote  be  reduced  by  this  sum  of 
£1,500  which  is  to  be  devoted  to  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Courts. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  asum,  not  exceeding  £3,828,800, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Services." — { Jfr. 
Labouchffre,) 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  principle  upon  which  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Courts  were  handed 
over  to  the  Office  of  Works  to  be  main- 
tained by  them  by  a  Parliamentary 
Vote  was  that  it  was  considered  that 
the  business  of  the  London  Police  Courts 
was,  or  might  be,  of  a  rather  more  than 
local  character.  It  was  thought  that 
they  should  be  dealt  with  on  the  same 
basis  as  the  Law  Courts  throughout  the 
country  rather  than  on  the  example  of 
the  Police  Courts  throughout  the  other 
parts  of  tho  Kingdom.  Doubtless,  the 
Police  Court  in  Bow  Street  formerly  had 
a  very  wide  and  extended  jurisdiction, 
its  writs  running  all  over  the  country. 
But  whatever  may  have  been  the  prin- 
ciple or  policy  of  the  arrangement  made, 
the  answer  I  have  to  make  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Northampton 
is,  that  under  an  Act  of  Parliament  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Courts  have  been 
handed  over  to  the  Office  of  Works,  and 
the  Office  of  Works  has  been  required 
to  purchase,  hire,  or  otherwise  provide 
such  Court-houses,  offices,  or  build- 
ings as  may  be  required  for  carrying 
on  the  business  of  the  various  Police 
Courts  in  the  Metropolitan  Police  Dis- 
tricts. These  buildings  and  offices  have 
to  be  cleaoed,  lighted,  and  warmed  by  the 
Office  of  Works.  Well,  as  I  have  no 
other  funds  out  of  which  to  defray  the 
expenseB  of  cleaning,  lighting,  and 
warming  the  offices  handed  over  to  my 
charge  under  the  Act  to  which  I  have 
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referred,  which  was  passed  through 
Parliament  in  all  its  stages  without  com- 
ment, I  am  obliged  to  come  to  this  House 
and  ask  it  to  provide  means  with  which 
to  giTO  effect  to  that  Act  of  Parliament. 
These  are  the  grounds  upon  which  I  ask 
the  Committee  to  vote  this  money. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  :  This  is  rather 
an  explanation  than  an  excuse  which  we 
have  received  from  the  right  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  I  would  point  out 
to  him  that  about  two  years  ago  it  was 
moved  that  the  expenses  of  the  Parks 
in  London  should  no  longer  be  borne  by 
the  Treasury,  but  by  London.  It  was 
agreed  then  that  an  Act  of  Parliament 
should  be  brought  in  by  the  then  Go- 
vernment to  throw  this  expenditure 
upon  the  Metropolis.  If  we  were  to 
refuse  to  pass  this  Vote,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  bring  in  a  Bill,  and  paes  it  into  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  it  would  become 
law,  by  which  the  charge  for  these 
Police  Courts  would  be  thrown  upon  the 
Metropolis.  I  do  not  think  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  can  fairly 
ask  us  not  to  vote' against  this  Estimate 
simply  because  there  appears  to  be  an 
Act  of  Parliament  requiring  the  Office 
of  Works  to  look  after  these  Police 
Courts,  for  the  passing  of  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
given  reasons,  which  reasons  experience 
shows  us  to  be  absolutely  worthless. 
He  might,  perhaps,  hold  that  Bow 
Street  Police  Office  is  in  an  exceptional 
position  compared  with  other  Police 
Offices  in  the  country;  but  he  can 
hardly  hold  that  the  Greenwich  Police 
Court  or  the  Wandsworth  Police  Court, 
both  of  which  are  included  in  this  Vote, 
are  more  important  Police  Courts  than 
those  of  Manchester,  Liverpool,  and 
other  large  towns  in  the  country.  As 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
knows,  this  question  has  long  been  a 
bone  of  contention.  I  was  anxious  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  who  are  so 
desirous  of  reform  and  economy  and  all 
that  sort  of  thing,  should  refrain  from 
proposing  this  Vote,  or  should  say  that 
if  the  money  were  voted  for  the  present, 
they  would  bring  in  a  Bill  and  take  care 
that  it  should  be  borne  by  those  who 
ought  to  bear  it  next  year.  If  we  re- 
ceive such  an  assurance  I  shall  not  press 
the  matter  to  a  Division ;  but  unless 
such  an  assurance  is  given  I  shall  divide 
the  Committee  upon  this  item. 


Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
think  the  objection  taken  to  the  Vote 
is  reasonable,  and  I  think  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  not 
made  a  very  vigorous  defence  of 
the  principle  and  policy  of  paying  the 
expenses  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Courts  out  of  the  Vote  which  falls  upon 
the  taxpayer  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
Even  had  he  made  a  vigorous  defence 
of  it,  I  think  we  should  not  accept  his 
authority  for  the  course  of  proceeding 
referred  to,  without  having  some  as- 
surances as  to  the  future  state  of  the 
matter.  It  is  well  to  tell  the  House 
that  the  Act  of  Parliament  throws  a  par- 
ticular duty  upon  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  that  he  has  no 
funds  with  which  to  discbarge  that  duty 
unless  Parliament  supplies  them.  That 
is  a  very  good  excuse  for  the  Vote  this 
year,  but  what  about  the  Vote  next 
year  and  the  year  succeeding  ?  Is  the 
United  Kingdom  to  continue  for  an  in- 
definite period  to  contribute  to  the 
expense  of  keeping  and  maintaining 
these  Police  Courts.  I  think  the  protest 
against  this  state  of  things  is  a  most 
reasonable  protest,  coming  from  an  Eng- 
lishman ;  but  when  we  consider  the  case 
of  Ireland,  and  consider  that  a  Yote  of 
this  kind,  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Courts,  in  which  wo 
have  not  the  smallest  interest,  falls  not 
only  on  the  English  taxpayer,  but  also 
on  the  Irish  taxpayer,  I  think  the 
charge  is  an  anomalous  and  monstrous 
one.  I  think  before  we  pass  this  Vote 
we  are  entitled  to  have  some  assurance 
as  to  what  the  future  state  of  things  is 
to  be.  Is  the  United  Kingdom  to  con- 
tinue for  an  indefinite  period  to  contri- 
bute towards  maintaining  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Courts  ?  Surely  this  great 
City  in  which  we  now  are  is  sufficiently 
wealthy  to  maintain  its  own  Police 
Courts.  One  would  think  the  Muni- 
cipality of  London  would  be  ashamed  to 
come  to  the  taxpayer,  hat  in  hand, 
begging  him  to  maintain  its  Police 
Courts — begging  him  to  pay  the  costs  of 
getting  within  the  clutches  of  the  law, 
and  of  punishing  them  when  they  are 
there,  the  citizens  of  London  for  being 
drunk  and  disorderly,  and  so  on.  I 
think  this  protest  is  a  fair  one.  I  think 
we  are  entitled  to  some  assurance  that 
for  the  future  this  most  anomalous  state 
of  things  will  not  be  continued,  ami  that 
the  taxpayer  of  the  United  Kingdom 
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Bliall  not  be  compelled  to  contribute  to 
this  purely  local  purpose. 

Mr.  PLUNKET:   1  would  add  one 
word  to  what  I  have  already  said.     I 
suppose  that  whenever  the  Bill  for  the 
Government  of    the   Metropolis  comes 
before  the  House,  this  will  be  one  of  the 
questions  raised  in  the  debates ;    but 
when  hon.  Members  ask  me  to  under- 
take to  introduce  a  Bill  for  the  purpose 
of  putting  the  cost  of  the  maintenance 
of  the  Police  Courts  on  the  Metropolis, 
and  to  pass  that  Bill  through  the  House, 
I  must  beg  them  to  remember  that  this 
is  part  of  a  very  large  question.    I  would 
also  remind  the   Committee  that  very 
early  in  this  Session  I  introduced  a  Bill 
for    the   very   purpose   referred   to   by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  in 
another  part  of  his  remarks — namely, 
for  the  purpose  of  handing  over  a  cer- 
tain number  of  the  Parks  in  London  to 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.     I 
must  remind  the  Committee  that  I  kept 
putting  that  Bill  down  every  day,  and 
that  it  has  been  hardly  an  agreeable 
duty  to  have  to  wait  here  until  half-past 
1  or  2  o'clock  every  morning  in  order 
merely  to  postpone  the  Bill,  to  say  **  this 
day,  Sir,"  when  it  is  called  on;  but  I 
have  been   able  to  proceed  no  further 
with  it.     If  we  could  get  some  security 
for  the  withdrawal  of  blocks  against  the 
Bill,  it  would,  no  doubt,  have  a  good 
effect  upon  the  progress  of  that  measure, 
and  I  am  glad  of  this  opportunity  of 
calling  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
and  of  the  country  to  fhe  fact  that  this 
Bill — a  very  small  Bill,  and  one  which  I 
believe  would  involve  no  controversy — 
has  been  standing  on  the  Notice  Paper 
day  after  day  for  second  reading,  and 
night  after  night,  and  cannot  be  dis- 
posed of  on  account  of  blocks.     As  to 
the  policy  of  this  Police  Court  question, 
I  can  only  repeat  that  that  is  a  question 
to  be  decided  when  the  great  question 
of  Metropolitan  Government  comes  up 
for  discussion  in  this  House. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  can- 
not  conceive  how  a  Government  which 
has  introduced  a  Bill  for  the  handing 
over  of  some  Parks  in  London  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  can  have 
any  excuse  for  not  introducing  a  mea- 
sure to  hand  over,  in  a  similar  manner, 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Courts  to  some 
Metropolitan  Authority.  It  seems  to  me 
that  there  might  be  some  little  excuse 
for  imposing  the  cost  of  the  Parks  upon 
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the  taxpayers  generally.    Some  of  us  or 
our  constituents  may,  on  some  occasion, 
be  able  to  derive  amusement  from  the 
Parks,  and  may  gain  some  little  advan- 
tage from  them ;  but  I  trust  very  few  of 
our  constituents  have  the  smallest  desire 
to  derive  advantage  from  the  existence 
of  the  Police  Courts,  or,  at  any  rate,  will 
desire  to  derive  instruction  and  amuse- 
ment from  them.  Probably,  the  tendency 
of   the    Government   to    render    these 
Courts  places  where  amusement  and  in- 
struction can  be  derived  arises  from  the 
peculiar  experiences  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thanet  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man),  who,  we  may  suppose,  did  derive  a 
certain  amount  of  instruction  and  benefit 
from  one  of  these  institutions.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  tells  us  that  the 
Bill  for  transferring  some  of  the  London 
Parks  to  the    Metropolitan   Board   of 
Works  is  blocked.     Well,  Sir,  I  do  not 
know  anything  about  that  Bill,  but  I 
suppose  it  is  due  to  the  fact  that  some 
London  Members  desire    to   save   the 
pockets  of  the  London  ratepayers.     I 
trust,  at  any  rate,  that  no  one  sitting  on 
this  side  of  the  House  will  oppose  a  Bill 
which  would  propose  to  hand  over  all 
the  Parks,  under  proper  regulations,  to 
the  proper  Local  Authorities.     I  cannot 
admit  that  there  is  the  slightest  validity 
in  the  plea  put  forward  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  opposite,  that 
there  would  be  difficulty  in  getting  the 
Bill  through  the  House.     He  seems  to 
forget  that  he  is  a  Member  of  a  Govern- 
ment who  do  not  find  it  difficult  to  keep 
200  or  250  of  their  followers  on    the 
premises,   to    draw  them    out    of   the 
Smoking  Eoom  and  the  Heading  Booms 
from  time  to    time,    and    keep    them 
galloping  through  the  Lobbies  in  order 
to   pass  a  Bill  without  disouaaion.    I 
think  it  is  the  duty  of  everyone  in  this 
Committee  to  insist    that    a    Division 
shall  be  taken,  and  to  insist  that  this 
question  shall  be  fully  debated,  unless 
we    have    an    undertaking    that    this 
system     under    which    London    goes 
sponging  upon  the  whole  country  to  do 
that  which  it  ought  to  do  itself  is  to  be 
put  a  stop  to  at  once  for  all. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  63  ; 
Noes  113:  Majority  50.— (Div.  List, 
No.  142.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 
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Mb.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Wbiteohapel) :  Mr.  Oourtney,  I  wish  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  Government 
to  aome  of  the  regulations  with  regard 
to  coinage.  Last  month,  when  the 
Budget  was  introduced,  I  discussed  at 
some  length  the  urgent  necessity  of  re- 
storing our  currency  to  a  proper  con- 
dition. I  think  I  made  out  a  good  case 
for  the  reform  of  the  Mint  regulations, 
especiallj  with  regeu'd  to  the  manufac- 
ture and  composition  of  our  gold  coin- 
age. I  think  I  showed  that  in  these 
respects  we  are  far  behind  Germany  and 
other  Powers.  On  that  occasion  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill),  who 
followed  me  in  the  debate,  made  a  most 
startling  proposition.  He  suggested  that 
we  should  abolish  the  half  sovereigns, 
and  replace  them  by  silver,  and  utilize 
the  profit  from  the  silver  for  the  restora- 
tion of  the  gold  coinage.  If  that  pro- 
position had  been  made  by  an  ordinary 
private  Member,  it  would  have  sufficed 
to  say  that  the  public  would  never  con- 
sent to  part  with  so  useful  a  coin  as  the 
half-sovereign,  but  a  proposal  emanating 
from  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

?uer  must  be  more  seriously  considered. 
should  like  to  know  if  the  noble  Lord 
is  aware  that,  at  least,  £20,000,000  ster- 
ling of  half-sovereigns  circulate  in  equal 
legal  tender  with  sovereigns ;  and  I  would 
also  point  out  to  him  that  all  gold -using 
countries  use  gold  coins  of  the  value  of 
10«.,  and  even  less.  The  United  States 
of  America  use  a  two  and  a-  half  and  a 
one  dollar  gold  piece,  although  they  have 
one  and  two  dollar  notes.  Germany  coins 
the  ten  mark  and  five  mark  pieces  in  gold, 
although  they  have  there  notes  of  as 
low  a  value  as  five  marks.  The  countries 
which  are  comprised  in  the  Latin  Union 
have  the  ten  franc  and  five  franc  pieces 
in  gold,  worth  respectively  less  than  8«. 
and  4«.  I  think  that  if  we  had  to  choose 
between  the  retention  of  sovereigns  and 
half-sovereigns,  as  a  matter  of  conve- 
nience we  should  retain  half-sovereigns, 
because  we  might  possibly  replace  the 
sovereigns  in  part  by  £1  notes,  and  we 
might  pass  two  half-sovereigns  instead 
of  one  sovereign.  We  never  can  aban- 
don the  half-sovereign.  I  do  not  think 
any  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  had  6d.  to 
pay,  and  tendered  a  sovereign  in  pay- 
ment, would  care  to  receive  in  change  so 
much  silver  as  19«.  6d,  In  this  country 
we  used  to  have   smaller   gold  coins 


than  the  half-sovereign ;  we  had  a  third 
of  a  guinea,  worth  7s.,  and  a  quarter 
of  a  guinea,  worth  5s,  3d.     I  do  not 
recommend  that   we  should  have  gold 
coins  smaller  than  half-sovereigns,  on 
account  of  the  cost  of  their  wear  and 
tear.    When  the  noble  Lord  suggests 
that  we  should  replace  the  £20,000,000 
sterling    worth  of    half-sovereigns    by 
silver,    does    he    recollect    that    half- 
sovereigns    have  a  full  legal    tender, 
whereas  the  silver  tokens  would  only  be 
a  legal  tender  to  the  amount  of  40s,  ? 
The  noble  Lord  suggested  we  might 
make  a  large  profit.  Certainly  we  might 
make  a  profit  of   £5,000,000   sterling, 
but  it  would  not  be  honestly  made.  The 
worst  possible  mode  of  raising  money 
would  be  the  depreciation  of  the  coin- 
age circulating  in  the   country.     The 
original  intention  was  that  we  should 
circulate  silver  at  the  moderate  premium 
of  10  per  cent,  not  to  make  money  by  it, 
but  in  order  to  retain  it  in  the  country. 
If  the  noble  Lord's  suggestion   were 
adopted,  our  Government  would  appear 
as    the    purchaser    of   something  like 
£14,000,000  or  £15,000,000   worth  of 
silver.     That  would  be  very  welcome  in 
the  silver  market ;  but  there  would  be 
a  competition  between  Germany,   the 
United  States,  and  Franco  as  to  which 
of  them  should  supply  us  with  the  silver 
and  take  away  our  gold  in  exchange. 
Each  of  these  countries  have  more  silver 
to  spare  than  this;  and  such  a  transaction 
as  that,  without  an  International  Conven- 
tion, would  ceiiiainly  be  more  dangerous 
to   this  country  than  any  introduction 
of  International  bi-metallism,  because, 
when  the    exchange  had   been   mado, 
there  would  be  no  greater  stability  for 
silver.     We  should  be  encumbered  with 
a  large  amount  of  token  money,  which 
would  embarrass  and  inconvenience  our 
public  ;    we  should  certainly  have   in 
that  case  much  more  silver  in  currency 
than  if  we  had  International  bi-metallism. 
I  will,  however,  pass  from  that  subject, 
and  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  that  we  might  permit  the 
Mint  to   coin  a  British  trade   dollar  ; 
that  the  Mint  should  be  allowed  to  coin 
this  dollar  at  the  expense  of  those  who 
sent  in  the  silver.     This  British  trade 
dollar  should  be  a  legal  tender,  concur- 
rently with  the  Mexican  dollar  in  the 
Straits  Settlement  and  Hong  Kong.     It 
I  should  have  impressed  upon  it  some 
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permanent  emblem,  such  as  St.  George 
and  the  Dragon  or  Britannia,  so  that 
there  should  be  no  necessity  to  change 
the  die.  The  advantage  is  self-evident. 
We  should  no  longer  be  dependent 
upon  foreign  Mints  for  the  currency  in 
our  own  Colonies.  The  French  have 
coined  a  large  quantity  of  French  trade 
dollars,  and  the  Germans  are  likely  to 
follow  suit.  We  should  then  be  at  a 
great  disadvantage.  We  know  that 
trade  generally  follows  the  flag,  and  we 
also  know  that  the  prestige  and  power 
of  a  country  are  typi6ed  in  the  eyes  of 
Natives  of  the  East  by  the  coins  of  that 
Power  which  circulate.  Therefore,  I  trust 
that  this  small  facility,  which  will  cer- 
tainly help  the  trade  of  the  East,  may 
be  permitted,  especially  as  it  will  be  no 
expense  to  the  Exchequer.  I  would  like 
to  refer  very  briefly  to  another  very  im- 
portant subject,  and  that  is,  whether  the 
time  has  not  yet  arrived  when  we  should 
introduce  into  this  country  a  decimal 
coinage  ?  Hon.  Members  may  be  sur- 
prised to  learn  that  every  foreign  country 
m  the  world  possesses  a  decimal  currency, 
and  that  it  has  been  a  benefit  to  the 

Seople,  while  we,  with  our  insular  preju- 
ices,  are  left  high  and  dry,  and  a  good 
many  of  our  Colonies  with  us.  It  can 
hardly  be  possible,  in  a  matter  of  con- 
venience in  the  coinage  circulation,  that 
all  the  world  should  be  wrong,  and  that 
we  alone  should  be  right.  This  is  not 
a  new  question.  It  was  agitated  some- 
thing like  30  years  ago.  I  took  part  in 
that  agitation;  and,  therefore,  I  may, 
perhaps,  be  justified  in  speaking  of  it  now. 
I  believe  a  Eesolution  in  favour  of  the 
introduction  of  a  decimal  system  was 
passed  in  this  House,  and  that  there  was 
a  Beport  in  its  favour  from  a  Committee. 
The  question,  however,  was,  as  usual, 
shelved  by  a  Royal  Commission.  It 
may  be  asked,  whether  there  are  any 
better  prospects  now  than  there  were 
formerly  for  the  adoption  of  a  decimal 
coinage  ?  I  think  there  are  much  better 
prospects,  because,  not  so  long  ago  as 
30  years,  nor  as  20  years,  many  of  the 
Great  Powers  had  not  adopted  a 
decimal  coinage.  Some  of  our  Colonies, 
even,possess  a  decimal  coinage — Canada, 
Ceylon,  and  the  Mauritius.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  of  all  the  foreign  countries 
and  our  Colonies  which  have  adopted  the 
decimal  coinage  not  one  has  endeavoured 
to  retrace  the  step.  Another  argument  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  is  that  since  1870 
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the  education  of  the  working  classes  has 
been  very   much  improved,  and  they 
could  now  much  more  readily  understand 
the  slight  change  which  would  have  to 
be    made    than    they    could  formerly. 
Moreover,  it  is  a  grave  question  for  the 
Government  whether  they  should  compel 
the  children  in  board  schools  to  learn  so 
useless  a  study  as  compound  arithmetic. 
If  we  adopted  a  decimal  currency  I  am  in- 
formed that  a  saving  of  six  months  would 
be  effected  in  the  education  of  every  child 
in  this  country.    What  I  propose  is  that 
we  retain  almost  every  one  oi  our  exist- 
ing coins.     That  we  should  retain  the 
sovereign,  divided  into  1,000  milles;  the 
half-sovereign,  divided  into  500  milles ; 
the  crown,  divided  into  250  milles ;  the 
half-crown,  divided  into  125  milles;  the 
florin,    divided    into    100  milles;    the 
shilling,  divided  into  50  milles ;  the  six- 
pence, divided  into  25  milles ;  then  we 
should  have  a   dime,  representing   10 
milles;     a    half-dime,    representing    5 
milles ;    and  a  new  farthing  or  mille. 
You  see  only  three  new  coins  are  needed 
to  complete  our  decimal  system.     We 
could  retain  all  our  present  coins  in  cir- 
culation, and  that  would  do  away  with 
the  objection  with  regard  to  the  purchase 
of  stamps,  newspapers,  &c.,  with  pence 
and    half-pence.       In    order,    if    you 
wish,  to  prepare  the  way  for  the  intro- 
duction   eventually  of   the  four  mille 
and    two    mille    copper    pieces,     you 
might  permit  the  French  two  sou  and 
the   sou  to  pass    as    four  milles  and 
two    milles    respectively.      You    have 
already  stopped  the  importation  of  the 
French  coins  which  were  passed  here 
with    5   per  cent    profit;    but    if   you 
adopt  my  suggestion,  and  allow  French 
copper  pieces    to  pass  as  four  milles 
and    two    milles,    there   would  be  no 
possibility  of  French  coins  being  im- 
ported unduly,  and  you  might  produce 
a  kind  of  Anglo  -  French  currency — 
an    International    arrangement    which 
later  on  might  lead    to   much   better 
things.     I  brought  this  decimal  coinage 
question  before  the  London  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  who   passed  my  resolution 
with  but  one  dissentient.    Since  then  at 
least  14  Provincial  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce have  sent  in  their  approval  of 
decimalizing  the  pound  sterling,  and  I 
feel  quite  sure  that  the  movement  will 
spread.    I  trust  the  Government  will 
adopt  my  suggestions   which  I    have 
so  briefly  made.    They  are  the  outoome 
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of  40  jean'  experience  in  all  kinds  of 
currencies.  I  do  not  think  the  Oovem- 
ment  need  force  a  decimal  currency  upon 
the  public,  but  permit  it  to  be  adopted 
by  completing  our  decimal  question 
by  issuing  the  three  coins  I  have  men- 
tioned. The  merchants  and  bankers 
and  all  those  members  of  the  different 
Chambers  of  Commerce  would  take  up 
the  moyement;  they  would  show  the 
GoTomment  and  the  public  how  welcome 
would  be  the  change — a  change  which, 
I  think,  would  certainly  facilitate  our 
commerce  in  every  shape  and  way.  If 
the  Ooyernment  were  to  refer  the  matter 
to  a  Select  Committee,  I  feel  sure  my 
proposal  would  meet  with  approval  at 
the  hands  of  such  a  Committee,  because 
its  adoption  would  not  only  facilitate 
oommerce,  but  also  facilitate  the  edu- 
cation of  our  youog  people,  and  also 
prepare  the  way,  later  on,  for  a  much 
larger  and  a  very  necessary  reform — 
that  is,  a  reform  in  our  weights  and 
measures. 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  This  is  an  extremely 
complicated  question  to  deal  with  upon 
the  charge  for  the  Mint.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  White/^hapel  Divi- 
sion of  the  Tower  Hanolets  (Mr.  Mon- 
tagu) very  justly  claims  to  have  very 
gp*eat  experience  on  this  matter  ;  but  I 
confess  I  consider  it  open  to  question 
whether  the  present  is  a  proper  time  to 
discuss  matters  of  currency  ranging  from 
£1  notes  and  half-sovereigns  to  the  new 
coins  which  he  has  described.  The  hon. 
Member  wishes  to  open  up  the  subject 
of  a  decimal  coinage,  and  he  has  spoken 
of  the  decision  which  has  been  arrived 
at  by  the  London  Chamber  of  Commerce 
upon  this  matter.  I  shall  have  the 
honour  of  receiving  a  deputation  from 
the  London  Chamber  of  Commerce  with 
regard  to  a  decimal  coinage  in  the  course 
of  a  few  weeks,  and  I  should  prefer  to 
reserve  any  remarks  that  I  may  have  to 
make  upon  the  subject  until  I  have 
heard  it  discussed  by  the  members  of 
the  London  Chamber  of  Commerce  and 
the  representatives  of  other  Chambers. 
As  at  present  advised,  I  must  admit  that 
it  would  be  with  very  great  hesitation 
that  I  should  approach  any  question  of 
changing  the  comage  of  this  country. 
If  there  is  one  thing  upon  which  the 
general  public  is  extremely  sensitive  it 
is  upon  questions  of  alterations  of  the 


rates  of  coinage  and  weights  and  mea- 
sures, and  the  general  arrangements  of 
commerce  to  which  they  have  been 
accustomed.  I  can  fancv  that  excellent 
scientific  arguments  could  be  urged  on 
behalf  of  the  views  of  my  hon.  Friend ; 
but  when  you  come  to  practical  dealing 
with  this  matter,  I  cannot  conceive  any- 
thing which  would  more  disturb  the  gene- 
ral feelings  of  the  public  with  regard  to 
the  currency  than  the  introduction  of 
a  number  of  new  coins,  whether  they 
aro  four  milles,  or  two  milles,  or  eight 
milles.  or  whatever  name  may  be  given 
to  them.  This  is  essentially  one  of  those 
questions  upon  which  it  appears  to  me 
that  theory  and  practice  are  at  variance. 
According  to  theory,  decimal  coinage  is 
excellent,  and  mathematicians — in  and 
out  of  this  House — are  naturally  en- 
thusiastic on  behalf  of  such  a  simple 
measure ;  but  I  believe  that  the  great 
bulk  of  the  traders  of  this  country,  and 
especially  of  small  traders,  and  the  bulk 
of  the  purchasing  and  selling  public, 
would  be  adverse  to  any  changes  which 
would  disturb  the  general  measure  of 
value  to  which  they  are  accustomed. 
And  I  doubt  whether  the  convenience 
of  the  great  merchants  and  bankers, 
and  the  international  traders  generally, 
which  would  be  furthered  by  the  adop- 
tion of  the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  sufficient  compensation  for  the 
great  disturbance  which  would  be  intro- 
duced into  the  general  trade.  I  am 
aware  of  the  great  progress  which  has 
been  made  in  decimal  and  fractional 
calculations  by  the  action  of  the  schools ; 
but,  nevertheless,  I  think  that  to  introduce 
a  new  system  of  calculation  would  be  a 
most  hazardous  measure.  It  is  only  the 
respect  which  is  due  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  introduced  this  subject  to 
the  Committee  this  evening  which  has 
induced  me  to  anticipate  what  I  would 
rather  have  reserved  until  I  had  heard 
the  views  of  the  Chambers  of  Commerce 
on  the  question  of  the  currency.  I  think 
I  have  intimated  to  my  hon.  Friend 
that  the  large  question  of  £1  notes 
and  the  general  revision  of  the  coinage 
from  the  point  of  view  of  light  gold  and 
defaced  silver,  and  from  the  point  of 
view  of  various  reforms  which  may 
have  to  be  introduced,  are  occupying 
the  attention  of  the  Government  in  a 
very  serious  manner.  I  am  grateful  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  valuable  con- 
tributions he   makes  on  this  subject, 
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both  publicly  and  privately.  I  shall  be 
always  happy  to  receive  any  suggestion 
he  may  make  ;  but  I  trust  ho  will  excuse 
me  from  giving  any  prematuro  declara- 
tion upon  any  of  these  extremely  im- 
portant questions  affecting  the  coinage 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  Mr.  Court- 
ney, I  wish  to  say  a  few  words  upon 
Vote  '-',  Class  2 — House  of  Commons 
Offices.  I  desire  to  bring  under  the 
notice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr. 
Flunket)  a  matter  which  was  raised 
some  years  ago,  and  that  is  the  ex- 
tremely defective  library  accommodation 
in  this  House.  As  I  understand,  the 
arrangements  of  the  Library  of  this 
House  are  under  an  old  understanding 
left  in  the  hands  of  the  Speaker ;  but 
what  I  and  others  desire  is,  that  they 
should  be  entrusted  to  a  Committee,  as 
the  Kitchen  arrangements  are  left  to  a 
Kitchen  Committee.  The  space  in  the 
Library  is  entirely  insufficient,  more 
especially  since  the  numbers  in  constant 
attendance  on  the  House  have  largely 
increased.  Again,  complaint  is  very 
properly  made  of  the  insufficient  supply 
of  books. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  question  of  the  physical  accommo- 
dation in  the  Library  and  of  the  Library 
management  comes  under  Vote  4, 
Class  1.  Though  the  words,  ''House 
of  Commons  Offices  "  are  used  here,  the 
item  refers  to  the  persomiel  of  the 
House — to  the  pay  of  the  officers. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  will  not  refer  any 
further  to  the  physical  accommodation 
of  the  Library.  On  examining  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates,  I  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  best  Vote,  or  the  only 
Vote,  upon  which  I  could  raise  the  ques- 
tion of  the  purchase  of  books  and  the 
arrangements  of  the  rooms  in  the  Library 
was  the  Vote  for  the  Speaker's  Depart- 
ment. I  find  that  the  Vote  for  that  De- 
partment includes  allowances  for  the 
librarian,  assistant  librarian,  and  all  the 
assistants  in  the  Library,  and  I  made  in- 
qpxry  the  other  day,  and  the  librarian 
informed  me  that  the  purchase  of  books, 
and,  in  fact,  all  the  arrangements  of  the 
Library  were  directly  under  the  control 
of  the  Speaker,  and  belonged  to  the 
Speaker's  Department.  I  may  have  been 
misinformed.  I  am  anxious  to  get  opi- 
nion from  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works, 

Mr.  Ooschen 


The  CHAIEM AN :  There  is  no  doubt 
the  question  of  the  management  of  the 
Library  and  the  purchase  of  books  might 
be  discussed  on  the  Vote  including  the 
salary  for  the  librarian. 

Mr.  DILLON :  The  chief  point  I  wish 
to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  that,  in  my  opinion, 
the  management  of  the  Library  ought 
to  be  entrusted  to  a  Committee  of  the 
House,  just  as  the  Kitchen  arrangements 
are,  so  that  any  suggestions  as  to  altera- 
tions as  to  the  Library  accommodation, 
or  the  purchase  or  supply  of  books,  could 
be  directly  made  to  a  Committee  which 
would  represent  all  the  sections  of  the 
House.  I  do  not  intend  to  press  this 
matter  at  any  length  to-night;  but  I 
thought  I  would  give  notice  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  that  I  will  raise  the  question 
at  a  later  stage. 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunkkt)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  should  like  to  explain  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
that  I  cannot  answer  with  authority  on 
this  question,  because  it  does  not  come 
within  my  Department  at  all.  So  far  as 
my  knowledge  goes,  this  is  the  first 
time  the  suggestion  has  been  made. 
No  doubt  the  authorities  who  are  re- 
sponsible for  the  matter  will  consider 
what  he  has  proposed,  whether  they 
agree  with  it  ultimately  or  not.  I  wish 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  however,  to  under- 
stand that  I  have  no  authority  whatever 
in  the  matter. 

Mr.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead): 
Mr.  Courtney,  this  is  a  Vote  which  makes 
provision  for  the  salaries  of  officials  of 
the  Colonial  Office,  and,  therefore,  I  am 
anxious  to  address  a  few  observations  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  with  reference  to  some  matters 
in  a  distant  part  of  the  world  in  regard 
to  which  I  have  put  a  few  Questions  to 
him  at  various  intervals  since  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session.  I  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  do  not  make 
these  observations  with  any  desire  to  be 
hostile  to  him  or  the  Government.  My 
observations  will  relate  to  the  religious 
persecutions  in  the  Island  of  Tonga, 
which  have  attracted  very  considerable 
attention  in  religious  Bodies,  and  in  cer- 
tain sections  of  the  Press.  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  to  me  the 
other  night  that  he  had  received  a  tele- 
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ll^raphio  Bammaiy  of  the  Eeport  which 
Sir  Charles  Mitchell  has  forwarded  to 
the  GoYemment.    I  do  not  wish  for  a 
moment  that  the  right  hon.  Gontlcinan 
should  prejudge  the  question,  or  como 
to  any  hasty  decision  upon   the  ver}* 
brief  summary  which  Sir  Charles  Mit- 
chell has  telegraphed  home.     But  this 
matter  is  not  a  new  one  to  the  Colonial 
Office.    I  think,  so  far  back  as  the  year 
1883,  Sir  Oeorge  W.  Des  Ygbux,  who 
was  at  that  time  Governor  at  Fiji,  and 
I  think,  anterior  to  that  date,  Sir  Arthur 
Gordon  had  called  attention  to  the  reli- 
gious persecutions  which  existed  in  the 
Island  of  Tonga.     Tonga  is  under  tho 
control  nominally  of  Kiag  George,  who 
is  upwards  of  80  years  of  ago;  but  I 
think  it  will  be  admitted  from  the  Re- 
ports  in  the  hands  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman    from    those    who    arc    ac- 
quainted with  the  affairs  of  the  Island, 
that  this  man  is  perfectly  incompetent 
to  form  any  opinion  on  any  question 
whatever.      The  de  facto  Governor  of 
Tonga  is  an  ez-Wosleyan  minister,  a 
certain  Mr.  Shirley  Baker,  and  he  has 
been  of  late  years  complete  and  absolute 
Sovereign  of  the  Island.     Mr.  Baker 
some  years  ago  had  a  dispute  with  the 
Wosleyan  Church,  and  he  seems  to  have 
betaken  himself  to  Tonga,  and  there  to 
have  set  up  a  rival  church.     Mr.  Baker 
is  a  man  of  very  considerable  wealth, 
and  very  g^eat  ability,  and  of  absolutely 
no  scruples ;  and  I  confess  that  the  sort 
of  proceedings  which  have  disgraced, 
and  do   still  disgrace,   affairs  in   that 
Island,  appear  to  me,  so  long  as  they 
are  allowed  to  remain  in  their  present 
form,  a  disgrace   and    blot    upon  the 
British  name.       Sir    Charles    Mitchell 
telegraphs  that    the   statements  as  to 
these  persecutions  are  to  a  very   con- 
siderable extent   true.       So  far    from 
thinking  that  they  have  been  exagge- 
rated I  believe  they  have  been  under- 
stated, and  that  when  the  whole  facts 
of  these   deplorable   outrages  —  these 
disgraceful  and  horrible  outrages — are 
known,  it  will  be  found  that  the  annals 
of  religious  persecutions  for  several  cen- 
turies past  will  scarcely  afford  a  parallel 
for  anything  that  has  occurred  in  Tonga. 
i  am  anxious  to  address  the  right  hon 
Gentleman,  however,  as  to  one  particu- 
lar point.      Mr.  Shirley  Baker,  who  is 
an  extremely  subtle  and  able  person, 
has  succeeded  in  ingratiating  himself  by 
yarlous  methods  with  foreign  interests. 


I  am  anxious  to  ask    my    right  hon. 
Friend  that  when  Sir  Charles  Mitchell's 
Keport  is  received  he  will  consider  it 
entirely  upon  its  own  merits  and  in  its 
own  interests.     It  appears  to  me  that  if 
wo  are  a  great  country  we  should  not  in 
any  way  recognize  or  support  the  ter- 
rible state  of  things  which  has  gone  on 
in  Tonga  for  the  last  four  or  five  years. 
The   l*acific  Islanders   Protection  Act, 
which,  in  its  very  nature,  is  one  of  the 
most  drastic  Acts  which  has  ever  been 
passed  by  tho  English  Legislature  gives 
very  considerablo  powers  in  the  Western 
Pacific  to  Her  Majesty's  High  Commis- 
sioner.     I  believe  it  is  quite  within  tho 
power  of  the  High  Commissioner  to  de- 
port this  de  facto  Governor  to  some  other 
portion   of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions, 
and,  if  it  does  not  absolutely  give  the 
power  of  deporting  this  man,  so  serious 
have  been  tho  outrages,  tho  murdero, 
the  floggings  and  cruelties    that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  be  perfectly 
justified,   in  my  opinion,  in  taking  this 
di  facto  Governor  to  some  portions  of  the 
Queen's  Dominions  where  he  might  be 
tried  and  made  amenable  for  these  ter- 
rible offences.     I  hope  I  may  have  some 
assurances  from  tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  when   the  lieport  comes  to 
him  he  will  consider  it  strictly  upon  its 
own  merits,  and  that  be  will  not  bo  in- 
volved in  other  entanglements.     I  can- 
not believe  that  any  foreign  Power  will 
bo  anxious  in  any  way  to  identify  itself 
with  the  outrages  which  have  been  per- 
petrated, and  which  are  going  on  now  ; 
and  I  believe  that  our  taking  tho  lead 
in  such  a  course   and  line   as   I  have 
suggested,  so  far  from  being  disadvan- 
tageous   to    our    interests    with    other 
Powers,  would  bo  distinctly  to  our  inte- 
rests. I  am  quite  willing  to  acknowledge 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  anxious 
to  do  what  is  proper  and  just,  and  I  only 
make  those  observations   in   tho  hopo 
that  I  may  be  able  to  strengthen  his 
hands  in  tho  course  he  may  take.     I 
assure  him  very   considerable    interest 
will  bo  taken  by  the  religious  bodio3 
who  have  been  identified  with  missionary 
work  in  the   Western    Pacific   in    the 
course  he  takes. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  roii 
THE  COLONIES  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
(Hampstead) :  I  am  not  at  all  disposed 
to  dispute  the  facts  stated  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Gateshead 
(Mr.   W.   H.    James).     I   have    only 
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to  say,  that  the  information  with  re- 
gard to  the  alleged  outrages  that  we 
have  is  the  same  of  which  the  hon. 
Member  himself  is  possessed;  but  I 
should  like  to  assure  the  Committee  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  fully 
alive,  and  have  been  fully  alive,  to  the 
importance  of  this  subject.  The  moment 
we  received  any  Eeport  of  these  out- 
rages Sir  Charles  Mitchell  was  tele- 
graphed to  to  go  to  Tonga.  He  arrived 
there  on  the  27th  of  March,  and  re- 
ported that  the  King  afforded  him  every 
facility  to  make  inquiries,  and  all  was 
quiet.  The  proceedings  had  then  ceased, 
and  the  British  interests,  so  far  as  we 
learned,  were  not  affected  by  the  recent 
events.  I  may  add,  that  to  secure  a 
more  searching  inquiry,  and  that  all 
legal  questions  should  be  thoroughly 
discussed,  Sir  Charles  Mitchell  took  with 
him  Mr.  Clark,  who  is  Chief  Judicial 
Commissioner  under  the  Pacific  Acts. 
Then  we  come  to  the  telegram  of  the 
dOth  April,  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  referred,  and  which,  I  admit,  is  to 
a  certain  extent  unsatisfactory.  Perhaps, 
for  the  information  of  hon.  Members 
who  did  not  hear  me  read  the  telegram 
the  other  day  I  had  better  read  it  again. 
Itis— 

'*  April  30, — Returned  from  Tonga  to-day. 
Send  report  by  next  mail.  Full  inquiry  showed 
report  of  religious  persecution  true  to  a  con- 
siderable extent.  King  promises  make  chiefs 
observe  constitution  as  regards  religious  free- 
dom in  future  and  generally  protect  Wes- 
leyans.  All  quiet  now.  Europeans  in  no  case 
interfered  with." 

The  hon.  Member  has  referred  to  the 
Pacific  Islanders  Protection  Acts.  Now, 
the  power  under  which  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner acts,  and  especially  the  power 
to  which  he  referred,  the  power  of  de- 
portation, is  given  under  the  Western 
Pacific  Order  in  Council.  There  is  no 
doubt  under  that  Order  in  Council  the 
High  Commissioner  has  power  in  cer- 
tain cases,  and  one  of  those  cases  is,  if  a 
British  subject  is  likely  to  be  dangerous 
to  the  peace  and  good  order  of  the 
Island,  to  order  a  British  subject  to  re- 
move himself,  and  if  he  does  not  leave,  the 
High  Commissioner  has  power  to  deport 
him.  I  need  hardly  say  that  it  would 
not  have  been  right  for  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  when  instructing  Sir 
Charles  Mitchell  to  go  out  to  Tonga, 
without  a  full  knowledge  of  the  facts, 
to  order  him  to  remove  or  deport  Mr. 
Baker ;  and  I  may  also  say  there  is  not 

Sir  Henry  Holland 


much  encouragement  to  the  High  Com- 
missioner to  deport  a  man,  because 
during  Sir  Arthur  Cordon's  time  a  man 
named  Hunt  was  deported,  and  this 
man  afterwards  proceeded  against  the 
High  Commissioner,  and  succeeded  in 
his  action.  I  believe  he  succeeded  on  a 
technical  point,  but  still  what  occurred 
does  not  offer  much  encouragement  to  a 
High  Commissioner  to  put  into  use  the 
power  of  deportation.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asked  me  a  specific  question,  to 
which  I  can  give  him  an  unhesitating 
answer.  He  asked  me  whether  the  Re- 
port of  Sir  Charles  Mitchell  would  be 
considered  on  its  own  merits.  I  can 
assure  him  without  hesitation  that  that 
will  be  the  case.  So  far  as  I  know,  it 
is  not  likely  that  any  foreign  Power 
will  interfere  with  our  discretion  in  the 
matter ;  but  I  can  assure  him  that  the 
Report  will  be  considered  most  care- 
fully. Her  Majesty's  Gt)vernment  are 
fully  alive  to  the  importance  of  the 
question,  and  will  take  such  steps  as 
they  may  be  advised  to  take  on  the  Re- 
port. Of  course,  the  hon.  Member  can- 
not expect  me  to  say  more  until  we  have 
received  from  Sir  Charles  Mitchell  his 
Eeport.  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will 
regard  my  answer  as  satisfactory. 

Mb.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) : 
I  should  like  to  revert  to  the  subject 
which  was  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon).  It 
has  been  pointed  out  previously  that  the 
librarians  to  the  House  of  Lords  have 
residences  granted  them.  I  think  that 
if  hon.  Members  will  take  into  account 
the  duties  which  are  discharged  by  the 
librarians  of  the  two  Houses,  they  will 
acknowledge  that  there  is  no  comparison 
between  their  respective  duties.  The 
librarians  of  the  House  of  Commons 
have  to  do  considerably  more  than  the 
librarians  of  the  House  of  Lords;  we 
sit  very  much  longer,  and  the  Members 
attending  this  House  are  more  numerous 
than  those  attending  the  House  of  Lords. 
I  think  it  will  be  generally  admitted 
that  our  librarians  give  satisfaction  to 
all  Members  of  the  House,  no  matter  to 
what  Party  they  belong ;  and  I  think 
they  ought  to  receive  as  much  considera- 
tion as  the  librarians  of  the  other  House. 
While  I  am  upon  my  feet,  I  should  like 
to  refer  to  the  way  in  which  the  news 
room  is  managed.  I  think  that  the  Party 
to  which  I  belong  have  something  to 
complain  of  in  this  matter.    Wo  main- 
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taia  that  every  section  of  Members  in 
thia  House  have  weekly  or  monthly 
periodicals  taken  for  their  special  read- 
ing, whereas  we  have  nothinfi:  whatever 
of  the  kind.  When  the  Irish  Nationalist 
Party  numbered  85  we  thoufi^ht,  cer- 
tainly, it  was  time  some  action  should  be 
taken  in  this  matter,  and  I  wrote  to  the 
gentleman  in  charge  of  the  news  room 
directing  his  attention  to  the  matter.  I 
did  80  without  any  consultation  with  my 
Colleagues ;  but  I  thought  I  expressed 
my  views  on  the  subject.  I  certainly 
think  that  when  any  large  section  of 
Members  read  a  certain  organ,  that 
organ  should  be  taken  in  the  news  room. 
With  that  view,  and  when  the  Irish 
Parliamentary  Party  assumed  its  present 
proportions,  I  wrote  to  the  Sergeant-at- 
Arms  asking  him  to  take  in  the  news 
room  an  Irish  paper —  United  Ireland  was 
the  paper  to  which  I  referred,  a  paper 
which,  though  it  may  not  be  approved 
by  hon.  Members  opposite,  is  a  paper 
of  which  we  approve,  and  which  we 
largely  read.  The  reply  I  received  was 
as  follows : — 

"Sir, — I  have  given  your  suggestion  my  best 
consideration,  but  I  regret  to  have  to  say  that 
I  have  80  much  reason  to  believe  that  the  laying 
of  United  Ireland  on  the  table  of  the  news  room 
would  cause  such  dissatisfaction  among  the 
Hembers  that  I  do  not  feel  justified  in  ordoriog 
it. — I  remain,  yours  faithfuUy,  H.  D.  Euskine." 

To  that  letter  I  replied — 

**  1  regret  to  learn  that  the  suggestion  which 
I  made  in  regard  to  placing  United  Ireland  on 
the  table  of  the  news  room  does  not  meet  with 
your  approvaL  I  thought  the  wishes  of  the 
86  Members  of  the  Irish  Parliamentary  Party 
might  have  influenced  you  in  arriving;  at  a 
different  decision.  I  have  no  doubt  that  some 
hon.  Members  might  be  dissatisfied  at  seeing 
United  Ireland  in  the  reading-room,  but  I  may 
point  out  that  at  present  illustrated  papers  and 
other  periodicals  are  taken  which  are  grossly 
offensive  to  86  Members  of  the  Uouse  of  Com- 
mons.*' 

Well,  Sir,  the  matter  has  remained  there 
since ;  but  I  think  it  is  a  proper  question 
to  ask  whether  the  Irish  Members  are 
supposed  to  stand  on  a  par  with  the  rest 
of  the  Members  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. I  think  that  if  we  look  to  the 
action  of  this  House  we  are  not  con- 
sidered to  stand  on  a  par  with  the  rest 
of  hon.  Members.  I  maintain  that  if  86 
Members  coming  from  any  part  of  the 
country  read  a  certain  paper,  and  wish 
that  paper  to  be  taken  in  the  news  room 
their  wishes  should  be  acceded  to.    I 


am  perfectly  well  aware  that  in  giving 
the  answer  he  did  to  my  suggestion  the 
Serjeant-at-Arms  only  expressed  the 
opinion  of  the  majority  of  this  House ; 
but  I  do  not  think  anyone  will  contend 
that  the  majority  of  this  House  is 
actuated  by  any  fair  motives  towards 
Ireland  or  the  Irish  Representatives. 
Their  conduct  in  the  last  few  days  shows 
that  in  any  matters  in  which  Irishmen 
are  concerned  they  take  little  or  no 
interest.  I  do  not  suppose  that  my 
raising  this  question  now  will  materially 
alter  the  case;  I  suspect  that  United 
Ireland  will  not  be  taken  in  the  news 
room ;  but  it  is  as  well  to  point  out  that 
day  by  day  and  week  by  week  we  have 
garbled  extracts  from  United  Ireland  in 
the  London  papers.  If  we  have  these 
garbled  extracts  put  before  us  it  is  only 
fair  that  the  whole  of  the  articles  should 
be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  Members  in 
order  that  they  may  arrive  at  the  real 
effect  of  them.  Let  me  say  that  before 
communicating  with  the  Serjeant-at- 
Arms  I  had  no  previous  communication 
with  Mr.  W.  O'Brien,  the  editor  of 
United  Ireland,  who,  the  Committee  will 
perhaps  be  glad  to  hear,  was  elected  to- 
day for  the  Eastern  Division  of  Cork 
without  any  opposition.  Well,  Mr. 
Courtney,  United  Ireland  appears  to  be 
a  very  objectionable  organ  to  hon. 
Qentlemen  opposite ;  but  we  have  other 
organs  in  Ireland,  The  Nation,  for 
io stance,  and  we  certainly  submit  that 
some  such  paper  should  be  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  86  Irish  Members.  I 
am  not  certain  that  many  hon.  Members 
would  read  these  organs  as  well  as  our- 
selves, but  notwithstanding  that  I  main- 
tain that  it  is  only  right  that  some  such 
paper  should  be  taken  in  our  news  room. 
Are  we  or  are  we  not  to  be  placed  on  a 
par  with  the  other  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  ?  Is  it  because  we  cannot 
roll  up  to  the  House  in  our  carriages  that 
we  are  to  be  treated  in  a  different  mode  to 
other  Members  ? 

Mr.  FINCH-HATTON  (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  am  very  glad 
to  find  myself  for  once  in  agreement  with 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  op- 
posite, and  I  should  be  very  glad  indeed 
if  United  /r^/ani  were  taken  in  our  news 
room,  and  if  it  were  always  placed  side 
by  side  with  The  Tims,  I  think  it  would 
perhaps  be  as  well  if  the  back  numbers 
of  United  Ireland  were  also  taken  and 
placed  alongside  The  Times. 
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Dr.  ICENN7  (Cork,  S.) :  No  doubt 
several  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
.have  their  patience  severely  tried  by  the 
presence  of  United  Ireland  in  the 'Reading 
Boom ;  but  we  might  hope  that  the 
adoption  of  my  hon.  Friend's  suggestion 
would  have  the  effect  of  bringing  about 
their  conversion.  Hon.  Members  op- 
posite would  probably  take  example  by 
our  good  temper  under  provocation,  and 
seeing  that  we  are  able  philosophically 
to  bear  the  presence  of  The  Times,  and 
other  antagonistic  newspapers,  in  the 
Beading  Boom  they  would  be  able  to 
boar  with  the  presence  of  United  Ireland 
and  The  Nation,  I  think  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  is  an 
admirable  one.  Everyone  in  the  habit 
of  using  the  Library  must  at  times  have 
found  great  difficulty  in  getting  the 
books  they  require.  It  is  not  in  the 
power  of  the  Library  officials  to  do  more 
than  a  certain  amount  of  work,  the 
Department  being,  in  my  opinion,  greatly 
undermanned.  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  take  into  consideration  the  sugges- 
tions which  have  been  made,  particularly 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Water- 
ford  (Mr.  P.  J.  Power),  and  that  in  the 
future  we  shall  not  have  reason  to  com- 
plain of  one-sided  arrangements  in  the 
Library. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  should 
like  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  an  important  Vote  which  occurs 
somewhat  lower  down  in  the  Paper  for 
the  Office  of  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  for  Ireland.  It  is  a  matter 
that  I  deeply  complain  of,  that  in 
relation  to  the  discharge  of  that  ex- 
traordinary Office — [interrupti<m].  Be- 
fore I  come  to  the  case  of  the  com- 
plaint which  we  the  Members  of  the 
Irish  Party  have  against  the  holder  of 
the  Office  of  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
the  most  responsible  of  sdl  the  Offices 
that  go  to  form  the  Government  of  this 
country,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  a 
few  minor  details.  In  the  first  place,  it 
will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  Com- 
mittee, that  when  the  late  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  Sir  Bobert  Hamilton, 
accepted  the  post  of  Under  Secretary  he 
stipulated — or,  on  account  of  his  dis- 
tinguished position  in  the  Civil  Service, 
it  was  agreed — that  the  salary  which 
had  from  time  immemorial  been  at- 
tached to  the  Under  Secretaryship 
should  be  raised  from  £2,000  to  £2,500 
per  annum,  but  it  was  stated  that  this 


should  be  a  purely  personal  rise,  to 
continue  only  so  long  as  Sir  Bobert 
Hamilton  should  retain  the  post  and 
should  not  permanently  attach  to  the 
office,  and  in  the  Estimates  from  that 
day  to  this  there  is  always  a  note 
appended  to  the  charge  for  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  stating  that  the 
sum  Is  a  personal  charge.  Well,  the 
charge  in  the  Estimates  for  1887-8 — 
and  I  will  ask  the  Committee  to  notice 
that  no  part  of  this  year  has  or  will  Sir 
Bobert  Hamilton  be  Under  Secretary 
for  Ireland — is  £2,500,  though  there  is 
the  usual  note  appended  stating  that 
this  salary  is  personal.  Personal  to 
whom  ?  It  was  personal  to  Sir  Bobert 
Hamilton  ;  but  how  is  it  personal  to  the 
present  holder  of  the  Office  ?  It  is  a  thing 
very  often  noticed  that  it  is  very  much 
easier  to  raise  a  salary  than  to  reduce  it 
to  its  old  level,  and  though,  in  the  pre- 
sent instance,  the  man  on  whose  account 
the  salary  was  raised  has  now  gone 
away,  the  person  who  now  holds  the 
Office  seems  to  think  that  he  has  as  good 
a  right  to  this ''  personal ''  salary  as  had 
his  Predecessor.  There  appears  to  be 
on  the  face  of  this  Estimate  an  attempt 
to  smuggle  in  a  permanent  increase  of 
£500  a-year  into  the  salary  of  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  figure  at  which  it  has  stood  for 
so  long — namely,  £2,000  a-year  is  ample. 
Then  there  is  another  minor  item  to 
which  I  would  direct  attention — namely, 
the  salary  of  £750  ayear,  together  with  an 
item  of  £800  ayear  for  journeys  be- 
tween Dublin  and  London  for  an  indivi- 
dual connected  with  the  Irish  establish- 
ment, called  a  draftsman  to  the  Irish 
Government.  I  want  to  know  who  that 
man  is,  and  what  he  does?  If  the  work 
he  has  done  has  been  drafting  of  the 
Crimes  Bill  we  can  take  the  authority  of 
The  Times  newspaper  as  to  the  character 
of  the  work  ;  but  my  impression  is  that 
the  drafting  of  that  and  other  Irish  Bills 
is  all  done  by  the  draftsman  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  London.  It  would  seem 
from  the  large  amount  charged  for 
travelling  expenses  between  Dublin  and 
London,  that  this  individual  lives  per- 
petually in  the  train,  and  is  constantly 
on  the  journey  either  from  Dublin  to 
London  or  from  London  to  Dublin.  He 
spent  no  less  than  £800  on  railway  fares 
and  cabs.  Will  the  Government  give  us 
some  information  as  to  who  this  man  is, 
and  what  his  work  consists  o^  and  why 
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it  is  necessary  for  him  to  spend  £800  in 
traTelling  when  ho  already  enjoys  a 
salary  of  £750  ?  These,  Sir,  are  minor 
items,  and  there  seems  to  be  a  consider- 
able amount  of  waste  npon  them.  There 
is  another  item  to  which  I  would  call 
attention,  and  which  appears  to  me  to 
be  remarkably  absurd.  We  know  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  enjoys  a 
salary  of  £4,000,  and  that  he  has  a  very 
handsome  residence  in  the  Phoenix  Park 
in  Dublin  with  a  handsome  demesne 
attached  for  his  enjoyment  Altogether 
I  think  that  he  is  very  handsomely  com- 
pensated for  his  services.  But  he  has 
now  added  to  all  this  £425  a -year  for 
coal.  Surely,  Sir,  he  must  be  the  coldest 
man  aliye  if  he  wants  to  burn  £425 
worth  of  coal  for  the  year  in  Ireland, 
seeing^  that  he  has  been  about  three  days 
out  of  the  year  in  that  country.  I  will 
leave  it  to  the  imaginations  of  hon. 
Members  what  fires  he  must  keep  up 
during  the  short  time  he  is  in  Ireland. 
Now,  I  trust  we  shall  have  some  expla- 
nation of  these  items  of  expenditure  be- 
fore the  Committee  votes  the  money. 
Of  course  all  these  are  minor  matters, 
and  I  shall  now  go  to  the  question  which 
really  induced  me  to  rise  and  trespass  at 
some  length  on  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  that  is  a  question  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  has  discharged  the 
duties  for  which  he  draws  this  large 
salary  in  this  House.  Sir,  we  know  per- 
fectly well  that  in  the  whole  experience 
of  the  Parliamentary  and  responsible 
Qovernments  of  the  world  there  does 
not  exist  an  officer  whose  responsibilities 
are  so  vast  and  so  varied  as  those  of  the 
Irish  Chief  Secretary.  I  do  not  think 
that  there  is  in  any  other  country,  Con- 
stitutionally governed,  an  officer  who 
answers  for  every  single  Department  of 
the  Government  and  of  the  administra- 
tion of  the  country  as  the  Irish  Chief 
Secretary  does  to-day,  and  has  done  ever 
since  the  Act  of  Union  was  passed.  Any- 
one who  will  take  the  trouble  to  look 
back  to  former  investigations  into  the 
government  of  Ireland,  and  will  notice 
the  evidence  given,  by  such  men  as  Sir 
Thomas  DrUmmond  when  he  was  exa- 
mined on  this  subject,  will  obtain  some 
interesting  information.  They  will  see 
the  duties  that  men  like  Sir  Thomas  Drum- 
mond,  who  applied  themselves  to  perform 
those  duties  with  a  really  conscientious 
spirit,  had  to  perform.  They  will  find  de- 
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tailed  in  his  evidence  the  duties  which  the 
Irish  Chief  Secretaiy  and  the  Irish  Under 
Secretary  had  and  have  to  do,  and  will 
admit  that  the  satisfactory  discharge  of 
those  duties  would  tax  the  energies 
and  abilities  of  the  greatest  statesmen 
who  have  ever  been  at  the  disposal 
of  any  Government.  But,  Sir,  even  the 
multiplicity  of  the  duties  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  is  supposed  to  perform  in  Ire* 
land  are  certainly  not  in  excess,  in  point 
of  weight,  to  the  responsibilities  which 
he  bears  in  this  House.  In  this  House 
he  is  responsible  for  everything  that 
occurs  in  Ireland.  Whereas  in  this 
country  a  number  of  different  Ministers 
divide  the  various  Departments  of  the 
administration  amongst  them,  in  Ire- 
land the  Chief  Secretary  must  answer 
for  everything.  But  that  is  not  all,  be- 
cause in  this  country  a  great  deal  of  the 
government  is  carried  on,  I  might  say, 
spontaneously.  The  demands  on  the 
Executive,  as  we  know,  and  as  the 
country  is  beginning  to  know,  are  in- 
finitely simpler  and  more  easily  managed 
than  are  those  demands  with  regard  to 
Ireland,  where  you  have  a  centralized 
system  of  bureaucratic  administration 
trying  to  govern  a  people  who  are  out  of 
smypatby  with  their  governors.  The 
difficulties  of  government  are  increased 
in  a  case  of  the  kind  ten-fold  from  what 
they  are  in  a  country  like  this.  What 
has  been  the  course  that  has  been 
adopted  now  for  years  by  the  Ministers 
of  this  and  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try in  dealing  with  this  problem  of  pro- 
viding a  man,  who,  by  his  knowledge 
and  acquaintance  with  the  circumstances 
of  Ireland,  as  well  as  by  his  ability,  is 
able  to  bear  this  load  of  responsibility  and 
discharge  all  these  multifarious  duties 
in  a  satisfactory  way  f  We,  the  Irish 
Hepresentatives,  remember  the  expres- 
sion of  O'Connell,  when  he  was  describ- 
ing Irish  Secretaries.  We  remember 
O'Connell's  saying  that  he  could  in  no 
way  describe  them  so  well  as  by  com- 
paring them  to  **  shave  beggars."  We 
know  how  he  explained  that  phrase. 
The  men  who  carried  on  the  barber's 
trade,  whenever  a  man  came  along  who 
appeared  too  poor  to  pay,  set  aside  an 
apprentice  to  shave  him.  That  is  the 
way  in  which  the  Irish  have  been  go- 
verned. Men  have  been  set  apart  to 
try  their  'prentice  hands  in  the  art  of 
statesmanship  upon  that  which  is  really 
the  most  difficult  and  tangled  problem 
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at  the  diflposal  of  the  OoTemment.  Our 
country  has  sufifered  enormously  through 
the  effects  of  that  practice.  In  the  pre- 
sent instance — in  the  case  of  the  present 
Chief  Secretary — we  can  hardly  apply 
to  him  the  epithet  that  O'Connell  ap- 
plied to  the  men  of  his  day,  inasmuch  as 
he  was  apprenticed  to  certain  other 
offices  in  the  State  before  being  sent  to 
Ireland ;  but  the  practice  in  this  in- 
stance has  been  hardly  less  evil  than 
that  denounced  by  O*0onnell,  for  the 
present  Irish  Secretary  was  sent  to  Ire- 
land for  no  other  reason,  that  we  can 
discover,  except  that  he  excelled  almost 
all  other  Members  of  this  House  in  his 
utter  ignorance  of  that  country.  And 
what  is  the  method  he  has  adopted  to 
attempt  to  extricate  himself  from  the 
difficulties  in  which  that  ignorance  ne- 
cessarily involves  him?  What  is  the 
method  he  has  adopted  in  order,  as  it 
were,  to  throw  some  cloak  of  decency 
around  a  state  of  things  which  might 
have  seemed  ludicrous  if  it  had  not 
been  tragical  ?  That  a  country  torn 
asunder  by  contending  factions,  and  in  a 
state  of  the  highest  fever  of  political 
excitement,  should  be  handed  over  to 
the  control  and  irresponsible  govern- 
ment of  a  man,  who,  whatever  he  may 
know  of  the  condition  of  Scotland,  where 
he  was  born,  I  suppose,  or,  at  least,  the 
country  where  he  owns  properly,  or 
whatever  he  knows  of  the  condition  of 
this  country,  where  he  has  served  as  a 
statesman  for  some  years,  who  knows 
nothing  of  Ireland,  is  ludicrous.  Here 
you  have  the  government  of  Ireland 
handed  over  to  a  man  who  knows  abso- 
lutely nothing  about  that  country,  and 
whose  whole  experience  of  it  since  he 
undertook  to  govern  it  was  gained  by  a 
▼isit  of  three  days,  during  which  time, 
we  are  told,  he  dined  with  Lord  Ardi- 
laun,  and  interviewed  Sir  Arthur  Guin- 
ness. 

The  chief  SEORETAHY  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
cheater,  E^ :  That  is  not  the  fact. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  am  glad  to  hear  it. 
All  I  can  is  that  it  was  stated  in  the 
newspapers.  I  have  no  other  means  of 
knowing  the  motions  of  Irish  Chief  Secre- 
taries except  what  is  stated  in  the  news- 
papers. We,  in  Ireland,  do  not  go  near 
the  Castle — at  any  rate,  any  man  who 
values  his  good  name  does  not  go  near 
the  Castle — I  have  never  crossed  the 
threshold  of  that  building,  nor  have  I 
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ever  gone  near  its  doors.  ILimghter.'] 
Hon.  Members  think  this  a  matter  for 
laughter ;  but  I  put  it  to  every  intelli- 
gent man  in  this  House,  is  that  a  con- 
dition of  things  under  which  you  ex- 
pect a  country  to  be  governed  decently 
— I  put  it  to  every  reasoning  man, 
is  it  a  satisfactory  condition  of  things, 
so  far  as  good  government  is  concerned, 
that  you  find  that  every  man  who  values 
the  goodwill  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
does  not  dare  to  set  his  foot  in  the 
establishment  where  the  Government  is 
carried  on  ?  I  say  that  that  is  a  state  of 
things  which  seems  to  bring  government 
to  a  reductio  ad  ahsurdum.  It  is  no  won- 
der, therefore,  that  I  make  some  mistakes 
in  dealing  with  the  movements  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  in  Ireland.  At  any  rate, 
the  Chief  Secretary  does  not  deny  my 
statement  when  I  say  that  his  expe- 
rience of  the  country  he  is  engaged  in 
governing  has  been  limited  to  a  visit  of 
three  days.  I  suppose  he  felt  that  the 
situation  in  which  he  was  placed  was 
an  anomalous  one.  He  found  himself 
standing  up  at  that  Table  day  after  day 
to  answer  Questions  affecting  various 
departments  of  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  Ireland  and  to  answer  men  who 
knew  what  they  were  asking  about,  and 
men  who  were  instructed  by  their  con- 
stituents to  ask  the  Questions ;  he  read 
out  at  that  Table  written  answers  which 
were  put  into  his  hands  by  the  officials 
whose  conduct  and  administration  we 
were  impugning ;  and  when  we  asked 
him  any  Questions  as  to  the  correctness 
of  these  statements,  we  found  that  we 
might  as  well  have  questioned  him  on 
the  principles  of  the  Chinese  language 
and  the  philosophy  of  Confucius.  We 
found  that  he  had  no  knowledge  outside 
the  written  documents  which  were  placed 
in  his  hands.  I  doubt  whether  he 
knows  anything  about  the  geography  of 
the  country.  I  should  be  pleased  to 
form  one  of  a  Committee,  as  tiiis  seems 
to  be  a  time  for  the  appointment  of  Com- 
mittees of  Inquiry,  in  order  to  cross- 
examine  the  Irish  Chief  Secretary  with 
regard  to  the  geography  of  Ireland.  I 
have  not  the  slightest  doubt  but  I  should 
be  able  to  puzzle  him  in  the  course  of  a 
quarter  of  an  hour.  That  being  the  con- 
dition of  affairs,  the  right  hon.  G^nUe- 
man  cast  his  eyes  around  for  some  Lrlsh- 
man  whom  he  could  take  into  his  con- 
fidence. He  cast  about  for  some  Gentle- 
man whose  knowledge  would  be  a  oloak 
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for  hii  own  ignorance,  and  at  last  be 
met  with  the  Gentleman;  and,  in  my 
opinion,  he  has  jumped  from  the  frying- 
pan  into  the  fire.  For,  bad  as  was  the 
knowledge  of  Irish  affairs  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman,  I  oannot  for  a  moment 
doubt  that  he  has  not  in  the  least  im- 
proved his  position  by  adding  to  his 
counsels  and  sharing  his  responsibilities 
with  one  of  the  most  notorious  and 
admitted  champions  of  Orangeism  and 
landlord  oppression  to  be  found  in  Ire- 
land. The  time  has  come  to  declare  on 
behalf  of  the  people  whom  we  are  sent 
to  represent  that  a  more  scandalous 
mockery  of  Bepresentative  Qovernment 
has  never  been  enacted  in  this  House 
even  on  Irish  questions,  than  to  see  day 
after  day  at  that  Table  rise  and  answer 
our  Questions — Questions  that  mostly 
have  to  deal  with  the  condition  of  the 
farmers  in  Ireland,  and  the  whole  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  as  affecting  rent 
and  the  position  of  tenants — a  Gentle- 
man who  has  no  acknowledged  political 
position,  who  has  himself,  as  much  as 
any  man  in  Ireland,  brought  about  the 
condition  of  things  which  renders  this 
interrogation  necessary,  and  whoso  rela- 
tions with  his  tenants  will  not  bear  in- 
vestigation, as  the  result  of  the  inquiries 
of  the  Sub-Commissioners  appointed  by 
the  Government  of  this  country  abund- 
antly testifies,  and  who,  if  there  was  any 
decency  left  in  the  Irish  Government, 
would  be  one  of  the  last  men  on  their 
side  whom  they  would  ask  to  stand  up 
there  and  answer  Questions  affecting 
rents  and  the  administration  of  the  law 
in  regard  to  Irish  tenants.  Now,  I 
think  we  are  entitled  to  demand  from  this 
House,  and  to  demand  of  the  Unionist 
Members  of  this  House,  whether,  in  their 
opinion,  we  are  being  fairly  treated  as 
Hepresentatives  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
— considering  this  subject  from  the 
Unionist  point  of  view — when  we  are 
asked  to  take  our  answers  from  this 
Gentleman  ?  We  know  what  the  system 
has  become ;  the  Irish  Secretary  never 
deigns  to  walk  into  the  House  until  the 
QaestioDS  are  answered,  and  we  are 
asked  to  accept,  as  bearing  upon  the 
whole  administration  of  Ireland,  the 
statements  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet  (Colonel  Eing-Harman),  who 
fled  from  Ireland — I  am  now  speaking 
in  a  political  sense — because  he  knew  he 
conla  not  get  a  seat  south  of  the  Boyne, 


and,  indeed,  I  doubt  very  much  whether 
he  could  have  got  a  seat  north  of  the 
Boyne  either.     The  time,  I  think,  has 
come  when  this  question  must  be  fully 
discussed,  and  I  shall  be  very  much  sur- 
prised and  disappointed  if  some  Unionist 
Member  does  not  get  up  in  this  House 
and  give  us  the  benefit  of  his  opinion  on 
this  question.   I  shall  be  very  much  sur- 
prised if  some  one  of  them  does  not  get 
up  and  tell  us  whether  it  is,  or  is  not, 
his  opinion  that  the  future  government 
of    Ireland  ought  to    be  managed  in 
this  manner.     If  they  are  brave  men, 
let  them  get  up   and  make  some  de- 
claration ;   if  they  are  not  brave  men, 
let  them  remain  silent.     We,  in  Ireland, 
are  entitled  to  say,  and  we  shall  say — 
''This  is  what  you  call  Unionism  and 
fair  play  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  when 
the    whole    administration    of   Ireland 
shall  be  explained  and  expounded  by  an 
Irish  rack-renting  landlord,  who  is  a 
staunch  friend  of  the  Orange  Society — 
by  a  man  whose  rents  have  been  shorn 
down  by  one  half  by  your  own  Commis- 
sioners, and  by  a  man  who  is  threatened 
from  day  to  day  by  a  strike  amongst  his 
own  tenantry !  "     We  do  not  know  at 
what  moment  the  man  standing  at  that 
Table  to  expound  the  principles  of  the 
Irish  Government,  and  who  is  respou- 
Bible  for  the  proceedings  of  the  Irish 
Government,  will  not  be  in  collision  with 
his  own  tenantry,  whom  the  record  of 
your  own  Commissioners  show  to   be 
virtually  in  the  right  whilst  he  is  alto- 
gether in  the  wrong.     We  are  accused 
of  personalities.  [**  Hear,  hear!  "]  Yes; 
I  like  to  anticipate  that  argument.    But, 
I  would  ask,  how  can  we  avoid  being 
personal?    I  would  ask,  why  did  you 
put  this  Gentleman  in  this  position  ?  Do 
you  mean  that  a  man  is  to  be  made  a 
Governor  in  a  country,  and  to  be  given 
a  potential  voice  in  the  management  of 
the  affairs  of  any  country  in  a  time  like 
this,  and  that  we  are  to  be  debarred 
from  criticizing  his  antecedents  and  cha- 
racter?   1  do  not  wish  to  criticize  his 
private  character ;  but  his  dealings  with 
his  tenants,  now  that  he  is  a  Member  of 
the  Government,  are  no  longer  entitled 
to    the  cloak  of  privacy  that  usually 
covers  a  man's  private  affairs.     When  a 
gentleman  takes  an  official  post  like  that 
of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
his  dealings  with  his  tenantry  become 
matter  of  public  interest.   When  a  ri^ht. 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  places  hiSH- 
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self  in  this  position,  I  sAyit  is  legitimate 
and  fair  argument  on  our  part  to  discuss 
his  dealings  with  his  tenantry  as  we  are 
discussing  them ;  and  I  contend  that  the 
records  of  the  late  Commission  show 
that  it  was  a  shameless  act  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  place  this  G-entle- 
roan  in  a  responsible  position  in  con- 
nection with  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land. I  do  not  know  that  I  need 
speak  at  length  on  this  point.  I 
do  not  think  there  is  a  Member  of  this 
House  now  listening  to  me  who  does  not 
agree  with  me  in  his  heart.  I  do  not 
believe  that  there  is  a  Conservative  oppo- 
site me  who  does  not  believe  that  it  was 
a  deadly  mistake  for  the  Government  to 
put  by  the  side  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  in  the  management  of  Irish 
affairs  in  this  House  a  man  whose  deal- 
ings with  his  tenantry  your  own  Blue 
Book  shows  to  be  so  questionable. 
Why  did  not  the  Government  put 
down  a  Vote  for  this  Gentleman  in 
the  Estimates?  Why  did  they  not 
challenge  the  opinion  of  the  House  be- 
fore they  entered  upon  this  course  ?  So 
far  as  my  limited  knowledge  of  Parlia- 
mentary proceedings  goes,  the  course 
they  have  taken  in  regard  to  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman's  appoint- 
ment is  entirely  unprecedented — that  is 
to  say,  the  course  of  nominating  to  the 
most  responsible  position  in  the  Govern- 
ment— for  the  moment  I  know  of  no 
more  responsible  position  than  that 
which  has  to  do  with  the  government  of 
Ireland — a  Gentleman  who  has  no  salary, 
and  whose  nomination  is  thereby  with- 
drawn from  the  control  of  Parlia- 
ment and  from  criticism— or  almost 
withdrawn  from  Parliamentary  criti- 
cism— and  is  discussed,  I  may  almost 
Bay,  by  the  toleration  of  the  Chair — I 
believe  it  to  be  almost  unprecedented 
that  they  should  create  this  Office,  and 
put  this  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man in  his  present  position,  without 
sending  him  back  to  his  constituency, 
and  without  challenging  the  decision  of 
Parliament ;  and  I  believe  that  by  that 
aotion  th^  Government  have  plainly 
indicated  to  this  House  and  the  country 
that  they  were  ashamed  to  face  debate 
on  the  character  of  this  appointment.  I 
do  not  propose,  at  this  stage,  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  Committee  any  longer 
^pon  this  matter ;  but,  in  my  opinion,  it 
vould  be  impossible  to  exaggerate  the 
4MPoulty  that  will  arise  if  me  Gk>vern- 
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ment  persist  in  cariying  on  the  present 
system  of  replying  to  Irish  Questions 
through  the  mouth  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Thanet.  I  do  not  think  that  they 
could  adopt  a  method  of  striking  a 
heavier  blow  at  the  Union  between  the 
two  countries.  [^Lantghier,']  Hon.  Mem- 
bers are  perfectly  at  liberty  to  laugli, 
because  I  tell  them  honestly  that  I  was 
extremely  pleased  at  this  appointment. 
It  is  the  most  stupid  thing  that  an  English 
Government  ever  did — an  English  Go- 
vernment whose  desire  is  to  maintain  the 
Union  ;  and  I  warn  the  Government  that 
while  we  shall  continue,  on  every  occasion, 
to  protest  against  the  appointment,  I,  for 
my  own  part,  was  rejoiced  that  they 
made  the  appointment,  and  shall  not  be 
a  bit  sorry  if  they  stick  to  it. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  As  the  attack 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  just  made 
is  upon  the  Chief  Secretaiy  and  the 
Under  Secretary,  perhaps  my  hon. 
Friend  who  rose  from  the  Bench  behind 
me  will  allow  me  to  interpose  for  a  few 
minutes  between  him  and  the  Commit- 
tee. Before  I  go  to  the  main  body  of 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite, 
perhaps  I  may  allude  to  the  subject 
which  he  began  with,  which  had  refer- 
ence, if  I  recollect  rightly,  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  salary  of  the  present  Pesma- 
nent  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  ?  He 
told  us  that  the  salary  of  the  late  Per- 
manent Under  Secretary  had  been  raised 
from  £2,000  to  £2,500  per  annum  on 
personal  grounds;  that  those  personal 
grounds  had  been  continued  to  the  pre- 
sent holder  of  the  Office,  and  he  asked 
for  an  explanation  of  the  fact.  Well,  I 
may  remind  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  present  holder  of  the  Office  (Sir 
Bedvers  Buller)  accepted  the  post  very 
reluctantly  on  grounds  of  public  duty, 
and  not  as  a  permanent  appointment 
which  he  was  going  to  hold  for  a  great 
length  of  time,  and  that  the  salary  is  as 
personal  to  him  as  it  was  to  his  prede- 
cessor, and  will  not  fail  to  be  revised 
when  the  time  comes  for  Sir  Bedvers 
Buller  to  retire.  Then  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man went  on  to  say  that  I  did  not  earn 
the  liberal  salary  which  he  seems  to 
think  I  receive.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that,  through  the  whole  of  his  speech, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  very  hard  to 
please.  There  are  now  two  officials  in 
this  House  responsible  for  the  conduct 
of  Irish  affairs,    There  is  the  ri^ht  hon. 
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and  gallant  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
rte  Isle  of  Thanet.  ['*No,no!"]  They 
object  to  me  because  I  have  too  big  a 
salary,  and  they  object  to  my  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  because  he  has  no 
salary  at  all ;  they  object  to  me  because 
I  know  too  little  of  Ireland,  and  they 
object  to  my  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  because  he  knows  too  much  of 
Ireland.  I  do  not  know  how  we  can 
ever  eucceed  in  striking  a  happy  mean 
that  will  satisfy  the  fastidious  tastes  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Then  the  hon. 
Gentleman  reproached  me  with  having 
been  only  four  days 

Ma.  DILLON :  No ;  three. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  I  think  he 
was  wrong  in  his  three.  If  I  recollect 
rightly,  I  haye  been  about  a  week  there; 
but  I  will  not  quarrel  over  hours  with 
him.  The  hon.  Gentleman  reproached 
me  with  having  been  only  a  few  days  in 
Ireland  since  I  was  appointed  to  my 
present  Office.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
lorgets  that  my  presence  has,  unfortu- 
nately, been  required  in  this  House 
almost  continuously  since  that  time.  He 
complained  bitterly  that  I  am  not  here 
every  day  to  answer  Questions ;  but  I 
want  to  know,  if  my  absence  for  that 
short  hour  in  the  evening  is  so  bitterly 
resented  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  how  it 
would  be  possible  for  me,  consistently 
with  the  limitation  that  regulates  all 
one's  movements — namely,  of  being  able 
only  to  be  in  one  place  at  a  time— to  bo 
in  Ireland  and  in  my  place  in  this  House 
to  carry  on  the  serious  duties  that  fall 
to  my  Office  at  the  same  time?  I  must 
say  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  little 
hard  on  me  in  that  respect.  He  began 
by  criticizing  the  amount  of  the  salary 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  receives ;  and 
having  begun  in  that  way  he  went  on 
to  say  that,  not  only  in  this  country,  but 
throughout  the  civilized  globe,  there 
was  not  a  single  official  who  had  placed 
on  his  shoulaers  duties  of  so  difficult, 
delicate,  and  responsible  a  character  as 
mine.  I  began  to  think,  when  I  heard 
the  hon.  Gentleman  make  these  re- 
marks, that  I  was  the  least  paid  official 
in  this  country,  and  I  fully  expected 
him  to  finish  his  speech  by  a  Motion  to 
the  effect  that  the  salary  should  at  least 
be  doubled.  Then  the  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on  to  attack  me  for  not  being  in 
my  place  to  answer  Questions.  [An 
hon.  ICgifwuit :  Goals !]  When  I  occupy 
my  present  post  through  the  winter,  as 


I  hope  to  do,  I  shall  be  able  to  give  the 
hon.  Gentleman  some  information  in 
regard  to  that  particular  item  of  my 
salary.  At  present  I  have  no  informa- 
tion as  to  the  amount  of  coal  which  is 
required  to  be  burned  in  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary's lodge.  He  complained  of  my 
not  being  in  my  place  to  answer  Ques- 
tions, and  he  said  that  it  was  perfectly 
necessary  that  I  should  be  in  my  place 
at  Question  time,  because  Questions  of 
great  importance  were  asked,  chiefly 
with  regard  to  delicate  and  important 
controversies  between  landlords  and 
tenants.  Well,  Sir,  when  he  made  that 
remark  I  took  up  the  Order  Paper  for 
to-day,  which  I  had  not  seen  up  to  that 
moment,  and  glanced  at  the  Questions, 
which  I  had  not  had  an  opportunity 
of  looking  at.  \_Iromcal  cheers,']  Well, 
Questions  I  was  under  no  necessity  of 
looking  at,  because  the  duty  of  replying 
to  them  was  undertaken  by  my  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  I  have  looked 
through  them,  and  I  find  that  there 
were  altogether  13  Questions  asked 
of  the  Department  over  which  I  preside. 
I  see  that  the  first  Question  relates  to 
the  appointment  of  a  monitor  for  the 
Annadown  National  School,  County 
Down  ;  the  second  Question  refers  to  a 
new  Loan  Fund  recently  established  at 
Ederney,  County  Fermanagh,  on  the 
application  of  a  parish  priest,  and  as  to 
whether  there  is  a  Loan  Fund  at  Kesh, 
two  miles  and  five  furlongs  from  Eder- 
ney, and  another  at  Lack,  three  miles 
and  four  furlongs  from  the  same  ;  and 
whether  these  Loan  Funds  do  or  do  not 
come  up  to  the  proper  regulations  ?  Ques- 
tion No.  3  relates  to  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  Board  of  National  Education 
made  an  order  in  February  altering  the 
status  of  the  workmistress  of  the 
Augbiogan  National  School,  County 
Tyrone;  No.  4  relates  to  the  further 
examination  of  a  certain  Miss  Daly,  of 
Milltown,  County  Tyrone,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  her  appointment  has  been  al- 
ready ratified  by  the  Education  Board ; 
Question  No.  5  relates  to  a  line  of  tram- 
way between  Schull  and  Skibbereen ; 
No.  6  refers  to  the  same  tramway  line  ; 
No.  7  refers  to  the  sanitary  arrange- 
ments of  the  Monaghan  District  Lunatic 
Asylum — no  doubt,  a  very  proper  Ques- 
tion ;  No.  8  has  reference  to  the  exclu- 
sive right  of  the  ferryage  of  the  Derry 
Bridge  Commissioners  across  the  lUver 
Foyle  at  Derry;   No.  9  relates  to  two 
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large  wings  of  the  workhouse  at 
Moaaghan,  at  present  occupied  by  the 
Monaghan  Militia 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.):  Ques- 
tion No.  11,  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  refers,  deals  with  the  eviction 
of  65  families  by  landlords  within  the 
Monaghan  Union. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  am  num- 
bering the  Questions  mysolf.  Question 
No.  10  deals  with  the  Return  showing 
the  working  of  the  Labourers'  Acts  (Ire- 
land) Order  for  April  5,  1887  ;  No.  11 
refers  to  a  Resolution  of  the  Granard 
Guardians,  protesting  against  delay  in 
making  a  I?rovi8ional  Order  for  a  scheme 
of  labourers'  cottages;  No.  12  deals 
with  the  reported  drunkenness  and 
neglect  of  duty  of  one  Joseph  Watt ; 
and  the  13th  and  last  Question  is  with 
regard  to  an  assault  committed  on  a 
warder  named  M^Connell,  in  Mountjoy 
Prison,  on  the  9  th  instant,  by  two  con- 
victs 

Mr.  CHANCE:  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  attention  to  Question 
No.  1 1  on  the  Paper,  which  he  says  re- 
lates to  two  largo  wings  of  the  Mona- 
ghan Workhouse,  but  which  really 
relates  to  certain  landlords  within  the 
Monaghan  Union  having  notified  the 
Guardians  of  their  intention  to  evict  65 
families.     [A  1augh.'\ 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.):  This  is  no  laughing 
matter. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No  doubt  the 
Question  referred  indirectly  to  the 
eviction  of  65  families.  I  have  not  had 
time  to  look  at  it  very  carefully ;  but  it 
seems  to  me  that  what  the  Question 
primarily  referred  to  was  the  accommo- 
dation in  two  wings  of  the  workhouse. 
The  hon.  Member  appears  to  think  that 
I  am  guilty  of  a  great  dereliction  of  the 
difficult  and  responsible  duties  which,  at 
the  beginning  of  his  speech,  he  so 
eloquently  described  to  us,  by  not  coming 
down  at  half-past  4  in  the  evening 
and  answering  these  Questions ;  but  I  do 
not  care  who  it  is  that  is  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  whether  it  is  a 
person  as  totally  ignorant  of  Irish  affairs 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  says  I  am — I  do 
not  know  why  he  said  that,  because, 
though  it  is  true  that  since  I  have  been 
appointed  Chief  Secretary  I  have  not 
spent  a  long  time  in  Irlaland,  still  the 
hon.  Member  will  recollect  ""^at  I  have 
been  now  some  15  years  in  Parliament, 

Mr,  A,  J,  Balfour 


and  during  that  time  I  have  had  the 
privilege  and  pleasure  of  listening  to 
Irishmen  for  about  four  hours  every 
night — either  I  must  be  very  stupid — 
r An  hon.  Member:  So  you  are.] — either 
I  must  be  very  stupid,  or  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  must  be  obscure,  if,  during 
these  15  years'  experience,  I  have  ob- 
tained no  knowledge  whatever  of  the 
country  which  they  so  ably  represent — I 
do  not  care  who  it  is  who  has  to  answer 
Questions  of  the  kind  I  have  described — 
I  do  not  care  who  the  Chief  Secretary  is, 
whether  he  is  as  ignorant  as  I  am  my- 
self, or  whether  he  has  had  as  intimate 
and  perfect  an  acquaintance  with  the 
affairs  of  Ireland  as  had  my  Predecessor 
in  Office  who  represents  the  Stirling 
Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell  -  Bannerman), 
who  is  so  indignant  with  me,  or  rather 
who  has  criticized,  so  far  as  criticism 
is  possible,  the  conduct  I  pursued  in 
transferring  part  of  my  duties  to  my 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Isle  of  Thanet 

Mr.  CAMPBELL .  bannerman 
(Stirling,  &c.)  :  I  did  not  express  indig- 
nation. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Well,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  criticized,  so 
far  as  criticism  is  possible ;  but  I  would 
submit  that  in  dealing  with  Questions 
such  as  the  reported  drunkenness  and 
neglect  of  duty  of  a  relieving  officer,  or 
an  assault  committed  on  a  warder  in  a 
prison,  or  the  examination  of  a  work- 
mistress  in  a  National  School,  whoever 
answers  the  Questions  can  only  supply 
information  derived  direct  from  the 
localities.  The  official  answering  is, 
and  must  be,  simply  a  means  of  trans- 
ferring to  Members  of  this  House  the 
information  he  has  derived  from  the 
localities ;  and  I  venture  to  think  that  in 
the  arrangement  of  Business  between 
my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  and 
myself,  the  public  suffers  no  loss  by 
my  transferring  to  him  the  duty  of 
replying  to  those  Questions.  Replying 
to  these  Questions  takes  up  about  an 
hour — from  about  half-past  4  to  about 
half-past  5  o'clock.  Suppose  20  Ques- 
tions are  asked  of  a  Chief  Secretary — 
and  I  think  that  was  about  the  num- 
ber the  last  time  I  attended  to  reply 
to  them— it  will  take,  perhaps,  three 
minutes  to  answer  each  Question,  an 
hour  in  all,  which  is  not  a  very  long 
time.  There  will  be  probably  about 
20  other  Questions,  so  that  about  two 
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hours  are  spent  every  daj  in  replying 
to  these  queries,  which  have  not,  as 
a  rule,  any  bearing  upon  important  con- 
troversies between  landlord  and  tenant, 
but  which  relate  solely  to  small  local 
matters  such  as  I  have  described.  No 
doubt,  they  are  very  proper  Questions  to 
be  put  to  the  GK)vernment ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  they  are  Questions  to  answer 
which  does  not  require  any  very  pro- 
found knowledge  of  the  country  to  which 
they  relate,  or  any  very  transcendant 
abilities  to  deal  with  them  properly. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  attacked  me  for 
availing  myself  of  the  assistance  of  my 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Isle  of  Thanet,  and  I  much 
regretted  to  hear  him  make  several 
strong  personal  accusations  against  my 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  which  my 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  has  al- 
ready amply  and  fully  refuted.  The 
hon.  Qentleman  opposite  must  be  aware 
that  when  he  and  his  Friends  adopted 
the  plan  of  personal  accusation  against 
my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  my 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend — I  think 
with  becoming  patience — did  not  con- 
descend to  answer  them  imtil,  in  the 
public  interest,  he  was  driven  to  do  so  a 
few  days  ago.  Did  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  hear  the  observations  made  by 
my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  on 
that  occasion  ?  Did  he  heor  him  ex- 
plain that  in  1881—1  think  that  was  the 
year 

The  PARLIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SEORETAKY  fob  IRELAND  (Colonel 
King-Harman)  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) : 
Yes ;  that  was  the  year. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Did  he  hear 
my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  ex- 
plain that  in  1881,  on  a  rental  which  I 
believe  is  more  than  £40,000,  the  whole 
difference  from  Griffith's  valuation  was 
not  more  than  £100  ?  And  is  the  hon. 
Gentleman  not  aware  that  Griffith's 
valuation  was  made  at  a  time  when 
prices  were  lower  than  they  are  now  ? 
f**No,  no!"]  Yes;  that  is  so— that 
Griffith's  valuation  was  made  at  a  time 
when  prices  were  lower  than  they  are 
now  ?  And  is  ho  aware  that  Griffith's 
valuation  was  not  made  for  the  purpose 
of  rental,  but  for  the  purposes  of  taxa- 
tion, and,  being  made  for  purposes  of 
taxation,  was  generally  estimated  to  be 
not  less  than  25  per  cent  below  the  let- 
ting value  of  the  land  ? 


Mr.  CLANCY:  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) : 
Eubbish ! 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  hear  the 
hon.  Member  use  an  argument  familiar 
with  hon.  Members  who  sit  below  the 
Gangway  opposite— he  objects  to  my 
statement  as  ''rubbish."  I  do  not 
know  which  of  my  propositions  he  ob- 
jects to  as  rubbish. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  All  of  them. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Does  he 
mean  to  say  that  prices  were  not  lower 
then  than  they  are  now  ?  If  he  will 
take  the  trouble  to  look  into  the  facts 
he  will  see  that  I  am  right.  Does  he 
deny  that  Griffith's  valuation  was  made 
for  the  purposes  of  taxation,  and  not  for 
the  purpose  of  rental  ?  Does  he  deny 
that,  being  made  for  the  purposes  of 
taxation,  it  was  estimated  at  a  figure 
below  the  letting  value  of  the  land  ?  If 
he  does  not  deny  any  of  these  things, 
and  if  he  admits,  as  he  must  admit,  that 
the  rental  of  my  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend's  estate  is  as  I  have  said— if  we 
are  to  condescend  to  discuss  these  per- 
sonal matters — if  he  sees  that  my  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend's  rental  was 
within  £100  of  Griffith's  valuation,  or, 
in  other  words,  that  there  was  only  a 
fractional  difference  between  the  two, 
will  he  not  admit  that  my  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  cannot  in  any  sense 
be  justly  accused  of  being  a  man  who 
attempts  to  drive  his  tenants  hard,  or 
to  exact  from  them  more  than  they 
can  be  honestly  expected  to  pay  ?  I 
confess  that  I  regard  the  attacks  which 
have  been  made  upon  myself  with  per- 
fect indifference.  Every  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  has  to  undergo  attacks  of 
that  kind,  and  I  am  quite  aware  that  if 
it  were  my  lot — as  probably  it  will  not 
be — in  two  or  three  years'  time  to  agree 
with  hon.  Members  opposite  on  any 
matter  upon  which  they  have  set  their 
hearts,  they  would  probably  laud  mo 
with  the  same  amount  of  eulogy  which 
they  accord  to  Lord  Spencer  and  to 
Sir  George  Trevelyan,  whom  they  at- 
tacked far  more  unscrupulously  and 
violently  than  they  have  so  far  attacked 
myself.  But  I  confess  I  regret  the 
ground  of  attack  that  has  been  made 
on  my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary.  No  man  in  this 
House  knows  more  about  Ireland  than 
he  does.  No  man  in  this  House  is  more 
capable  of  efiFectively  discharging  the 
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duties  of  his  Office ;  and  if  he  is  prepared 
to  discharge  those  duties  so  far  without 
reward,  is  that  to  be  made  a  reproach  to 
him,  and  ought  it  not  to  be  regarded  as 
an  additional  proof  of  the  disinterested 
services  he  is  ready  to  give  to  Ireland  ? 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  objects  to 
my  not  being  here  to  answer  Ques- 
tions. [An  hon.  Member:  We  object 
to  you  altogether.']  I  do  not  appeal 
to  him;  but  I  appeal  to  other  Members, 
in  whateverquarter  of  the  House  they  sit, 
to  say  whether  my  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  has  not  discharged  the  d  uties  of  his 
Office,  be  they  difficult  or  be  they  easy, 
to  the  satisfaction  of  every  reasonable 
man  ?  Whether  he  has  not  shown  him- 
self fully  adequate  to  the  discharge  of 
every  duty  that  has  been  intrusted  to 
him?  But  I  may  tell  the  Committee 
that  outside  the  House  my  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend*s  services  have  been 
even  greater  than  they  have  been  inside, 
and  my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  has 
brought  to  the  assistance  of  the  Irish 
Government — and  I  am  proud  to  acknow- 
ledge it  in  spite  of  the  sneers  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite— an  ability,  an  in- 
dustry and  knowledge,  from  which  the 
Government  derived  groat  advantage, 
and  which,  at  all  events,  I  am  glad  hon. 
Members  have  given  me  an  opportunity 
of  acknowledging  in  my  place. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
(Stirling,  &c.)  :  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
has,  to-night,  surpassed  himself.  The 
object  of  the  Government,  I  suppose,  is 
to  obtain  this  Vote  on  Account  with  as 
little  difficulty  and  as  little  delay  as 
possible.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
made  the  speech  to  which  we  have  just 
listened,  and  has  made  very  light  of  his 
duties  in  this  House.  He  has  read  over 
some  of  the  Questions 

Mr.  A.  J.  BALFOUR :  All  of  them. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
He  has  read  over  the  Questions  addressed 
to  him  by  name  by  the  Representatives 
of  Irish  constituencies,  and  he  has  found 
them  one  and  all  unworthy  of  the  notice 
of  so  exalted  a  personage  as  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  had  Prede- 
cessors in  that  Office  who  have  had  quite 
as  much  on  their  hands  as  he  has.  I 
speak  of  the  late  Mr.  Forster,  and  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  ISember  for  one 
of  the  Divisions  of  Bristol,  the  right  hon. 

Ifr.  A.  J.  JOal/our 


Gentleman's  immediate  Predecessor  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)— I  single  them 
out,  because  they  were  at  the  same  time 
Members  of  the  Cabinet  while  they  were 
Chief  Secretaries  for  Ireland,  which 
makes  a  material  difference  between 
their  positions  and  that  occupied  by 
more  humble  persons,  such  as  myself, 
who,  when  they  held  the  Office  of  Chief 
Secretary,  had  not  a  place  in  the  Cabinet. 
Mr.  Forster  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Bristol  never,  that 
I  am  aware,  declined  to  answer  Questions 
that  were  addressed  to  them  by  Irish 
Members  in  this  House.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  speaks  of  himself  or  his 
Assistant  in  this  House  as  the  conduit- 
pipe  for  local  information.  He  admits 
that  he  did  not,  until  he  rose  to-night, 
look  at  the  Paper  to  see  what  was  on  it, 
so  that  we  shall  know  in  the  future, 
when  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet 
fColonel  King-Harman)  rises  to  answer 
Questions,  he  does  not  speak  in  the 
name  of  the  Chief  Secretary  or  in  that 
of  the  Irish  Government,  but  merely  in 
his  own  name.  I  have  had  myself  some 
experience  in  answering  Questions.  I 
believe  I  had  one  day  the  heaviest  list 
ever  presented  to  any  Irish  Secretary, 
because  I  had  to  answer  no  fewer  than 
5 1  Questions.  I  will  venture  to  tell  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  what  my  expe- 
rience was.  I  gave  a  great  deal  more 
than  three  minutes'  consideration  to  each 
of  these  Questions.  The  answers  which 
were  sent  to  me  from  Ireland  were  in 
many  cases  extremely  unsatisfactory, 
and  again  and  again  I  had  to  communi- 
cate with  the  officials  who  had  furnished 
me  with  those  answers.  [Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub  :  Hear,  hear !  ]  From  watch- 
ing that  process  again  and  again,  griev- 
ances and  evils  were  brought  to  my 
notice  which  I,  in  turn,  had  to  consider 
and  bring  before  my  Chief — the  then 
Viceroy  Lord  Spencer — and  I  can  say 
honestly  that  I  believe  a  great  deal  of 
good  was  done  by  the  multitude  of  Ques- 
tions put,  although  in  this  House  they 
sometimes  seemed  excessive.  The  mere 
answering  of  a  Question  is  not  the  only 
part  of  it.  The  object  is  to  bring  to 
any  ordinary  mind  the  fact  of  a  certain 
grievance  existing ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  proclaimed  to  the  House 
to-night,  as  we  might,  indeed,  have  ex- 
pected from  his  general  manner  and 
treatment  of  the  subject,  that  he  moves 
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ia  a  ajphere  altogether  above  the  oon- 
aideration  of  these  matters.    Then,  Sir, 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  spoke  of  the 
complaints  that  have  been  made  of  the 
appointment  of  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Oentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle 
of  Thanet.    I  need  hardly  say  that,  on 
the  personal  part  of  that  question,  I  have 
nothing  to  say.     So  far  as  answering 
Questions  ffoes  and  his  career  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  I  have  nothing  to  say 
whatever  against  that  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Oentleman;  but  when  hon.  Mem- 
bers complain  of  his  being  appointed  to 
take  the  place  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Ohief  Secretary,  not  occa- 
sionally, but  habitually  and  every  day, 
what  occurs  to  most  of  us  is  this — that 
although  that  treatment  of  the  subject 
may  be  very  suitable  for  Irish  Questions, 
it  would  not  be  tolerated  for  one  moment 
with  regard  to  English  Questions.  What 
would  be  said  if,  I  will  say,  the  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  were  day  after 
day  to  answer   all  the  Questions   ad- 
dressed to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, and  then,  when  the  Questions  were 
all  over,  the  House  were  to  see  the  First 
Lord  come  in  with  a jauntyair  and  take 
his  seat  on  the  Treasury  Bench  ?    Why, 
Sir,  there  is  no  one  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  who  would  consider  that  a 
tolerable    arrangement  for   one  week, 
although  if  the  First  Lord  were  ill  or 
absent  from  an   unavoidable  cause,   it 
would,  of  course,  be  the  commonest  thing 
in  the  world  that  his  subordinate  should 
answer  the  Questions  for  him.     But  not 
only  is  that  the  case,  but  the  officer  who 
has  to  answer  the  Questions  is  unpaid, 
or,  in  other  words,  has  been  appointed 
to  his  present  position  without  the  know- 
ledge or  oonsent  of  Parliament.     There 
is  a  very  strict  limit  set  upon  the  number 
of  officials  who  can  sit  in  Parliament  re- 
ceiving salary.    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  will  say  that  this  does  not 
exempt  him  from  the  power  of  adding 
to  the  number  of  officials  who  do  not 
receive  salaries.    Well,  Sir,  that  may 
be  the  technical  excuse,  but  I  do  not 
think  there  is  much  real  foundation  in 
it    If  a  Member  of  this  House  is  ap- 
pointed to  even  a  subordinate  place  in 
the  Government,  though  he  receives  no 
salafy,  he  has  emolument— surely   his 
emolument  does  not  entirely  consist  of 
salMT.    He  has  the  honour  of  sitting  on 
the  Traunuy  Bench,  which,  of  itself,  is 


much  coveted,  and  he  has  all  the  dignity 
and  importance  attached  to  a  Member  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  I  see 
nothing  to  hinder  the  Government,  on 
the  same  footing,  appointing  40  or  50  of 
their  followers  subordinate  Members  of 
the  Government,  and  thus  completely 
getting  round  ail  the   guarantees  that 
have  been  laid  down  by  the  rules  which 
at  present  govern  these  matters.     These 
are  the  reasons  why  we  find  the  present 
arrangement  very   extraordinary.     But 
it  adds  to  the  singularity  of  the  situation 
when  we  find  that  at  the  same  moment 
that  there  is  this  double  arrangement  in 
the  House  of  Commons  it  so  happens 
that  there  is  also  a  double  arrangement 
in  the   Houso  of  Lords,  and  that  the 
Government  have,  for  the  first  time,  I 
believe,  not  only  a  Chief  Secretary  in 
the   Cabinet,    but  a  Lord    Chancellor 
for  Ireland  in  the  Cabinet,  and  that 
Lord  Chancellor,   the  only  reason  for 
whose  position  in  the  Cabinet  one  would 
take  to  be  that  he  should  represent  the 
Government  in  the  House  of  Lords,  does 
not  represent  the  Government  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  but  another  Member 
of  the  Cabinet  is  appointed  for  the  duty. 
The  result  isthat  there  are  three  Members 
of  the  Cabinet  representing  Ireland,  two 
in  the  House  of  Lords  and  one  in  this 
House,  and ;  in  addition  to  these,  we 
have  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet. 
These  are  the  reasons  why  it  does  appear 
to  us  that  this  is  a  very  extraordinary 
arrangement;    and  I   cannot  say  that 
these  reasons  have  been  at  all  obviated 
or  diminished  in  our  minds  by  the  speech 
which  has  just  been   delivered  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  have  been  greatly 
edified  by  the  excitement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  The  complaint 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  the 
affairs  of  Ireland  have  been  looked  after 
by  more  Members  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment than  has  been  the  case  under 
preceding  Governments.  The  complaint 
that  has  been  made  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  is,  that  it  appears  to  the  present 
Government  that  the  interests  of  Ireland 
are  of  such  great  importance  that  not 
only  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ciiief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
but  an  Assistant   Secretary,  the  Lord 
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Privy  Seal,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland  have  interested  themselves 
and  have  concerned  themselves  deeply 
in  endeavouring — [Laughter.']  I  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  m  the  Chair 
whether  it  is  fitting  that  the  laughter  of 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  op- 
posite should  meet  a  statement — a  state- 
ment which  I  am  making  with  the  en- 
deavour to  recall  Parliament  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  real  facts  of  the  case  ? 
The  Government  appreciate  the  gravity 
of  the  circumstances,  and  the  condition 
of  Ireland  at  the  present  time.  We 
have  felt  that  any  intellect,  any  skill, 
and  any  ability  which  we  possess  ought 
to  be  devoted  to  the  solution  of  the  great 
problems  which  the  government  of  Ire- 
land involves.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  at  the 
present  moment  engaged  in  the  consi- 
deration and  preparation  of  two  most 
important  measures  relating  to  Ireland  ; 
and  he  felt  it  necessary,  and  the  Govern- 
ment felt  it  necessary,  that  he  should 
be  assisted  by  my  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  on  my  left,  who  brings  to  his 
help  a  knowledge  of  the  circumstances 
and  of  the  condition  of  Ireland  which 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  may 
not  accept  as  being  accurate  from  their 
point  of  view,  but  which  is,  of  course, 
of  great  value  in  the  opinion  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary.  What 
is  the  complaint  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman appears  to  think  that  because 
neither  Mr.  Forster  nor  Sir  George  Tre- 
velyan  had  an  Assistant  Secretary,  there- 
fore it  is  highly  improper  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Chief  Secre- 
tary should  have  an  Assistant  Secretary. 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERM an  : 
The  complaint  was  that  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  hands  over  the  duty  of  answer- 
ing all  the  Irish  Questions  to  his  As- 
Bistant  Secretary. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Hands  over  the 
daty  of  answering  all  the  Irish  Ques- 
tions to  his  Assistant  Secretary.  Does 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  know  that 
the  Government  are  responsible  for 
every  answer  that  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  gives?  The  right 
Eon.  Gentleman  must  be  fully  aware 
that  the  Government  are  just  as  much 
responsible  for  the  answers  that  are 
given  by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Assistant  Secretary  as 
they  are  for  those  given  by  the  Chief 
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Secretary  himself .  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  when  Chief  Secretary 
himself,  was  not  in  the  Cabinet,  and  yet 
his  Government  were  bound  by  his 
answers. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN  :  I, 
at  all  events,  was  Chief  Secretary. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  not  at  the  time  a 
Member  of  the  Cabinet.  He  spoke  only 
with  the  authority  of  Chief  Secretary ; 
but,  nevertheless,  his  answers  bound  his 
Government.  Well,  the  Assistant  Se- 
cretary represents  the  Chief  Secretary, 
and  binds  the  Chief  Secretary. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN : 
The  very  thing  we  complain  of. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  are  asked 
whether  we  are  going  to  appoint  40  or 
50  Members  of  this  Party  to  be  Assistant 
Secretaries.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman really  mean  to  ask  such  a  ques- 
tion as  that  in  good  faith  ?  No,  Sir;  he 
takes  advantage,  or  he  thinks  he  takes 
advantage — he  does  not  really  take  ad- 
vantage, because  it  is  a  remark  which 
really  recoils  on  himself — of  circum- 
stances and  conditions  that  are  abso- 
lutely abnormal.  We  have  endeavoured 
to  do  our  best  to  provide  for  the  good 
government  of  the  country,  and  have 
made  what  arrangements  we  believed  to 
be  necessary.  We  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  some  assistance  must  be 
given  to  the  Chief  Secretary,  in  order  to 
enable  him  to  give  duo  consideration  to 
the  preparation  and  the  submission  to 
Parliament  of  measures  which  we  deem 
to  be  of  the  utmost  importance  to  the 
peace,  the  prosperity,  and  the  happiness 
of  Ireland.  Of  those  measures  there 
are  two  now  before  Parliament,  and  a 
third  is  in  preparation;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  never  having 
had  to  produce  such  measures,  has  no 
idea  of  the  amount  of  labour  and  of 
responsibility  that  the  preparation  of 
those  measures  involves.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  said  that  Par- 
liament had  no  notice  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  my  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  to  the  Office  of  Assistant  Secre- 
tary; but  the  fact  is  that  Parliament 
had  ample  knowledge  of  it. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY?  Ample  notice 
of  the  fact  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Ample  notice 
that  such  an  appointment  was  made; 
and  Parliament  knew  that  it  was  en- 
tirely within  the    competence  of  Her 
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Majesty's  present  Government,  or  of 
any  other  dovemment  who  felt  it  to  be 
their  duty,  to  make  such  an  appoint- 
ment. I  must  point  to  a  fact  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  is  well 
aware  of— namely,  that  even  if  the  Office 
to  which  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman has  been  appointed  had  been  a 
paid  one,  it  would  not  have  been  neces- 
sary that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  have  vacated  his  seat,  the  post 
not  being  one  that  renders  it  necessary 
for  the  holder  to  go  to  his  constituents 
for  re-election  on  his  accepting  it.  With 
regard  to  answering  Questions,  as  I 
have  indicated,  my  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  in  replying  to  Questions,  speaks 
with  the  full  authority  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  giving  complete  replies  to  every 
Question  which  may  fairly  be  put  to  the 
Members  of  the  Government.  I  fully 
recognize  the  responsibility  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  answering  Questions  by 
whomsoever  they  may  be  asked;  but, 
while  making  proper  provision  for  the 
answering  of  Questions,  the  Government 
have  to  discharge  the  higher  duty  of 
seeing  that  their  measures  are  properly 
eonsidered  and  presented  to  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLEE  ( Wolver- 
hampton,  £.) :  I  can  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that  no  one  for 
a  moment  impugns  the  motives  of  the 
Gt>vernment  in  making  this  appointment. 
The  question  for  the  Committee  is  whe- 
ther the  Government  have  acted  Con- 
stitutionally  and  in  accordance  with  the 
law  of  Parliament  in  making  it.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pleads  in  justi- 
fication of  the  appointment  the  abnormal 
Btate  of  affairs  existing  at  the  present 
time,  and  that  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
liord  Lieutenant  has  on  his  shoulders 
two  important  Bills — that  is  to  say,  the 
Ck)ercion,  and,  I  suppose,  the  other  is  the 
Land  Bill  now  before  the  House  of  Lords 
— I  would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  Mr.  Forster,  when  Chief  Se- 
cretary, had  on  his  shoulders  not  only  the 
preparation  and  passing  through  Parlia- 
ment of  a  Coercion  Bill,  but  also  of  a 
great  Land  Bill ;  and  that  the  work  de- 
volving on  the  Chief  Secretary  in  those 
davB  was  certainly  as  heavy  as  that  de- 
Tolving  upon  the  present  Chief  Secretary 
to-day«  I  should  be  sorry  if  this  ques- 
tion assumed  anything  of  a  personal  cha- 
racter. I  certainly  do  not  consider  the 
Chief   Beoretary   over-paid,  because  I 


consider  that  there  is  only  one  post  in 
Europe  which,  for  the  anxiety  and 
responsibility  it  entails,  coiild  compare 
with  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  that  is  the  position  of  the  Czar 
of  Bussia.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
may  very  well  say  that  no  compen- 
sation can  be  too  high  for  the  responsi- 
bility, the  anxiety,  and  the  vexation  of 
his  Office,  whoever  fills  it,  whether  a 
Member  of  the  Party  sitting  opposite, 
or  sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
But  what  I  wish  to  ask  the  Committee  is 
— and  this  appears  to  be  a  favourable 
opportunity  for  doing  it,  an  opportunity 
for  which  one  has  hitherto  sought  in 
vain — whether  the  appointment  of  the 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  a  Con- 
stitutional one  or  not  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  appropriate  to  raise  that 
question. 

Mr.  henry  H.  F9WLER :  I  bow, 
of  course,  to  your  ruling.  Sir;  but  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  has  attempted  to  justify 
the  appointment  I  wished  to  enter  a 
protest  upon  the  point.  I  will  not 
pursue  the  matter  one  sentence  further. 
I  should  have  been  glad  of  an  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  that  I  consider  that  the 
creation  of  any  new  Office  under  the 
Crown,  whether  or  not  its  acceptance 
involved  the  vacating  of  a  seat  in  this 
House — for  I  do  not  lay  stress  on  that 
point — without  the  consent  of  Parlia- 
ment is  un-Constitutional.  As,  however, 
you  rule.  Sir,  that  it  is  not  competent  for 
me  to  go  into  the  question  at  this 
moment,  I  will  say  no  more  with  regard 
to  it,  but  will  take  another  opportunity 
of  calling  attention  to  it. 

Mb.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour)  :  The  speeches  we  have 
listened  to  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  more  than  any  other  speeches 
which  we  have  heard  from  the  Tory 
Party  for  some  time,  show  the  appro- 
priateness of  the  name  applied  to  them 
of  "the  stupid  Party."  Both  right 
hon.  Gentlemen,  in  the  course  of  their 
speeches,  occupied  a  considerable  time 
in  sounding  the  praises  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Assistant 
Under  Secretary — or  Under  Secretary — 
whatever  he  may  be  called.  One  would 
think,  from  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, that  the  duties  of  the  right  hon. 
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and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thane t  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man)  has  to  discharge  in  this  House  are 
duties  of  the  utmost  importance,  and 
that  he  discharges  them  with,  an  amoimt 
of  ability  which  must  command  the  con- 
fidence and  admiration  of  this  Assembly. 
NoWi  what  are  the  duties,  so  far  as  we  can 
see,  which  have  been  discharged  by  that 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman?  Why, 
the  merest  schoolboy  of  a  few  years'  expe- 
rience would  be  able  to  do  that  which  the 
two  Leaders  of  the  Tory  Party  in  this 
House  so  loudly  praise  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thanet  for  doing.  His  duties, 
so  far  as  we  can  see,  consist  in  his 
standing  there  at  the  Table  and  reading 
out  to  us  answers  prepared  for  him  by 
some  police  constable  or  other  official  in 
Ireland.  That  is  the  only  exercise  of  his 
extraordinary  powers  that  we  have  seen 
in  this  House ;  and,  certainly,  I  do  not 
think  the  Government  are  to  be  compli- 
mented on  the  fact  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman's  addition  to 
their  ranks.  They  comfort  themselves 
with  the  idea  that  they  have  got,  in  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Thanet,  a  real  acquisition ;  but, 
as  I  have  said,  he  is  no  more  valuable  to 
them  than  would  be  a  schoolboy  of  a 
year's  experience.  Now,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, in  the  manner  in  which  he  treated 
the  Questions  put  by  the  Irish  Members 
in  this  House  to-night,  has  furnished 
another  proof  that  the  suspicion  which 
was  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  and  which  was 
given  expession  to  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon),  is  amply  justified — ^namely,  that 
he  is  determined  to  treat  with  contempt 
the  elected  Bepresentativos  of  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  therefore  he  has  refrained 
from  being  in  his  place  when  Questions 
affecting  Ireland  have  been  before  the 
Hooee.  We  do  not  complain  of  having 
to  deal  with  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of 
Thanet,  as  compared  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary.  What 
we  complain  of  is  that  the  official  who 
replies  to  us  is  not  responsible  to  this 
House  or  to  Parliament.  We  contend 
that  he  should  not  be  a  mere  instrument 
of  the  Government,  but  should  be  able 
to  give  effect  to  the  answers  he  gives  us. 
Now,   the   right  hon.  Gentleman   the 
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Chief  Secretary,  standing  up  at  the 
Table,  in  the  course  of  his  speech  to- 
night, has  shown  us  that  so  long  as 
these  Questions  have  been  answered  by 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  they 
have  been  answered  altogether  ou  his 
own  responsibility,  and  the  responsibility 
of  the  officials  in  Ireland,  and  that  the 
officials  in  this  House,  to  whom  we 
are  to  look  for  redress  of  grievances 
and  abuses  in  Irish  Governmental  De- 
partments, is  altogether  ignorant  of  the 
representations  we  make.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  treats  with  supreme 
contempt— with  a  contempt  that  is,  if 
possible,  more  offensive  than  his  whole 
bearing  upon  Irish  matters — the  Ques- 
tions that  are  asked  by  Irish  Members. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  pretends  to 
have  some  knowledge  of  Ireland.  We 
complain  that  while  before  we  could 
very  well  afford  to  stand  his  ignorance 
of  Ireland  and  Irish  affairs,  because  it 
did  not  affect  us,  that  now  he  is  the  one 
officer  who  is  responsible  for  Irish 
affairs  he  keeps  out  of  the  House  when 
Questions  are  being  asked,  and  he  never 
can  have  any  knowledge  of  the  fact«  to 
which  these  Questions  relate.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  he 
made  a  great  point  when  he  said  that 
if,  in  a  few  years  hence,  he  should  be- 
come a  convert  to  our  opinions  upon 
the  Home  Bulo  Question,  we  should  be 
likely  to  praise  him  just  as  we  praised 
former  Chief  Secretaries  for  Ireland.  I 
can  re-assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  that  point.  We  always  know  how 
to  make  a  distinction  between  men  who 
understand  their  duties  and  stick  to  them, 
however  disagreeable  they  may  be,  and 
men  who  run  away  from  them.  We  have 
often  opposed  Irish  Secretaries,  but  even 
when  we  differed  most  from  them  we  have 
seldom  had  to  deny  them  the  possession 
of  courage  and  the  possession  of  a  sense 
of  duty.  But  even  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  should 
become  a  convert  to  our  opinions,  unless 
he  changes  his  policy  he  will  never  be 
able  to  get  the  credit  of  having  stuck  to 
his  post.  He  has  found  it  very  con- 
vedient  to  get  as  a  substitute  a  political 
Cerberus  in  the  person  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thanet.  I  must  say  we  had 
very  little  confidence  in  the  knowledge 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  brings  to  bear  on  Irish 
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sabjeets;  bat  if  tbere  is  one  man  in 
Ireland  whom  no  Chief  Secretary  could 
afford  to  stand  up  and  justify  before  the 
Irish  people,  that  man  is  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman's  Colleague  the  right  hon. 
And  g^lant  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
^6  Isle  of  Thanet,  one  of  the  rack-rent- 
ing landlords  of  Ireland.  It  is  an  insult 
to  the  Irish  representation  and  to  the 
Irish  people  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
should  shelter  himself  behind  such  a 
personage  in  this  House,  and  excuse 
himself  from  giving  to  the  work  of  the 
Department  to  which  he  belongs  and  to 
the  Irish  people  the  benefit  of  qualities 
for  the  possession  of  which,  presumably, 
he  was  appointed.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  given  us  some  figures  as  to 
the  rental  of  the  estate  of  his  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Colleague.  I  do  not  wish 
to  dwell  on  that  subject — I  should  be  out 
of  Order  if  I  did  ;  but  I  do  not  think  we 
should  not  allow  the  remarks  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  pass  unchallenged. 
He  stated,  on  information,  no  doubt,  re- 
ceived from  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Colleague,  that  in  1881  there  was  only 
£100  difference  between  the  entire 
rental  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  property  and  the  gross  Go- 
vernment valuation.  Well,  but  all  the 
property  in  the  hands  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  and  all  that 
which  he  farms  himself,  is  taken  from 
the  rental,  but  is  left  in  in  the  valua- 
tion which  is  given.  That  makes  a  very 
important  difference.  I  notice  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  stand  up 
to  challenge  that  statement.  Is  the 
rig^t  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary aware  that,  by  the  information 
whieh  is  supplied  to  him,  and  which  he 
gives  to  the  House,  English  Members 
are  deceived  in  these  matters  ?  On  the 
strength  of  assurances  and  untruths 
supplied  to  him,  he  stands  up  and 
deceives  the  House.  Then  there  is 
another  important  matter.  Numbers 
of  holding^  on  this  property  were  let 
before  it  came  into  the  possession  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Thanet,  and  were  let  on  fines 
that  were  extorted  from  the  tenants. 

Tub  PARLIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
8E0BETARY  for  IRELAND  (Colonel 
Kuto-Harman)  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) : 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  know  whether 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  is  in  Order 
in  imputing  untruths  to  a  Member  of  this 
House  f  I  wish  to  explain  that  no  fines 


have  been  taken  on  my  property  for 
three  generations. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  does  impute  untruth 
to  any  other  Member  he  is  aistinctly  out 
of  Order. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  was  un- 
derstood  to  disclaim  having  imputed 
untruth  to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman. 

Colonel  KING- HARM  AN:  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  distinctly  used 
the  word  **  untruth." 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON:  I  dis- 
tinctly  stated  that  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  gave  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  this  statement — that  there  was 
only  a  difference  of  £100  between  the 
rental  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  and  the  valuation  of  his  pro- 
perty; but  that  he  omitted  to  state 
that  the  amount  of  the  property  in  his 
own  hands  was  included  in  the  valua- 
tion, while  no  rental  was  allowed  for ; 
and  that  in  this  way  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  was  put  in 
a  position  to  state  an  untruth  to  the 
House. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  I  am  in 
the  recollection  of  the  Committee.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  distinctly 
said  that  I  had  stated  an  untruth. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  disavows  any  such 
statement. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON :  I  never 
said  anything  of  the  kind.  If  I  had 
made  the  statement  I  have  now  made 
to  the  House  in  the  absence  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Isle  of  Thanet,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  hon.  Members  on 
the  other  side  would  have  got  up  and 
denied  what  I  have  stated.  But  now  I 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  that  he  has,  by  his 
challenge,  emphasized  the  important 
difference  I  have  pointed  out,  and  also 
the  manner  in  which  the  House  has  been 
deceived.  Then  there  is  another  point. 
While  part  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  estate  is  held  at  low  rents 
by  large  graziers,  who  have  extensive 
tracts  of  the  estate,  he  has  raised  the 
rents  of  the  smaller  tenants  on  the  othor 
portions  of  his  estate  as  often  and  as 
much  as  he  could  raise  them.  That  is 
the  state  of  facts  of  which  he  has  been 
proved  guilty  by  the  Sub-Commissioners. 
I  will  read  to  the  House  some  of  the 
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rentals  on  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman's  estate,  with  the  reductions 
that  have  been  made. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  himself,  at  the  begin- 
ing  of  his  remarks,  seemed  to  feel  that 
he  was  going  beyond  the  Question  in 
entering  into  details,  and  yet  he  now 
proposes  to  go  into  matters  only  very 
remotely  connected  with  the  Vote  before 
the  Committee.  It  would  be  quite  out  of 
Order  to  enter  into  the  details  he  pro- 
poses to  state. 

Mb,  T.  C.  HAEEINGTON:  I  wiU 
only  give  the  sum  total  of  the  rentals, 
and  the  valuation  on  a  single  page  of 
the  decisions  of  the  Sub-Commissioners. 
Now,  upon  one  page  of  these  decisions  I 
find  the  Poor  Law  valuation  is  £584. 
The  gross  rental  was  £658,  and  that  rent 
was  reduced  from  £658  to  £3U2.  That 
is  the  model  landlord  who  is  held  up  to 
our  admiration  by  the  Chief  Secretary  ; 
and  when  we  are  told  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury that  the  reason  for  the  absence  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  from  the  House  is 
that  he  is  hatching  important  mea- 
sures relating  to  the  holding  of  land  in 
Ireland,  we  have  an  idea  of  the  spirit 
in  which  he  will  approach  the  question 
from  the  character  as  a  landlord  which 
he  has  given  to  his  Colleague.  Now, 
my  reason  for  objecting  to  the  manner 
in  which  we  have  been  treated  in  regard 
to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet 
(Colonel  King-Harman)  is  this— that  I 
look  on  his  appointment  as  a  reward  for 
political  recreancy  alone.  We  have 
heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  an  assurance  that,  at  all 
events,  there  was  no  danger  that  he 
would  come  over  to  our  opinions  on  the 
Home  Bule  Question.  Will  he  give  us 
the  same  assurance  with  equal  confi- 
dence in  regard  to  his  Colleague  ?  He 
is  an  older  Home  Euler  than  I  am. 
He  was  a  Home  Euler  long  before  I 
could  say  a  word  on  the  subject.  Lately 
I  possessed  myself  of  the  minutes  of  the 
Home  Eule  League — the  minutes  of 
their  various  meetings  with  the  strong 
resolutions  they  passed. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  One  portion  of 
this  Vote  is  for  the  salary  of  the  Chief 
Secretary.  He  has  devolved  a  certain 
part  of  his  duties  on  the  Under  Secre- 
tary, and  that  is  properly  a  subject  of 
criticism.    But  as  the  right  hon«  and 

Mr.  T.  C,  Earrington 


gallant  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet 
is  not  provided  for  out  of  the  Vote  his 
character  and  conduct  are  not  the  sub- 
ject for  criticism. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  On  what 
Vote  or  in  what  manner  are  we  to  discuss 
the  way  in  which  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet 
discharges  his  duties  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN :  The  discharge  of 
his  duties  in  this  House  does  become 
matter  for  criticism;  but  his  character 
and  past  career  as  a  Home  Euler  do  not 
become  matter  for  criticism. 

Mb.  T.  C.  HAEEINGTON :  Now,  I 
shall  not  dwell  further  on  this  subject, 
which  I  know  cannot  be  a  very  pleasant 
one  to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Isle 
of  Thanet  or  for  the  Government.  I 
hope  we  shall  have  some  opportunity 
for  voting  a  salary  to  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  in  order  that  on  the 
Vote  for  his  salary  we  may  show  his 
Colleagues  what  manner  of  man  he  was. 
I  will  now  only  finish  by  saying  that  I 
believe  the  manner  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  has 
treated  the  House  in  regard  to  impor- 
tant Irish  Questions  is  the  most  insixuc- 
tive  lesson  which  has  been  given  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and  also  to  the  people 
of  England,  for  a  considerable  time.  As 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  preceded  me 
in  this  debate  has  remarked,  no  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government  would  attempt 
to  treat  any  other  portion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dominions  with  the  same  contempt 
with  which  Ireland  has  been  treated  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  cannot 
deny  that  he  has  constantly  remained 
away  from  the  House  while  Irish  Ques- 
tions are  treated  at  Question  time,  and 
that  he  has  delegated  the  performance 
of  his  duty  in  regard  to  answering  Ques- 
tions to  a  Colleague  who  is  altogether 
irresponsible  to  us  and  to  this  House.  I 
thiuK  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
persists  in  the  course  he  has  lately  taken, 
and  if  he  persists  in  showing  the  same 
contempt  which  he  has  recently  dis- 
played for  Irish  Questions,  it  will  be  the 
duty  of  the  Irish  Members  to  take  every 
opportunity  to  drag  before  the  people  of 
this  country  the  manner  in  which  Ire- 
land is  being  treated  at  a  time  when 
you  insist  on  the  people  of  Ireland  keep- 
ing themselves  associated  with  the  Union . 

CoLONKL  KING-HAEMAN  (Kent, 
Isle  of  Thanet) :   I  am  only  going  to 
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touch  very  lightly  on  one  or  two  points 
to  whioh  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  T.  0.  Har- 
rington) alluded,  because  he  somewhat 
ohsdleDged  me  to  do  so ;  while,  at  the 
same  time,  he  charged  me  with  not  being 
frank  in  the  statement  I  made  to  the 
House  the  other  day.  There  is  one  point 
in  that  statement  in  regard  to  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  seems  to 
think  that  he  has  hit  a  blot,  and  which 
certainly  needs  explanation.  That  is 
that,  in  my  statement  as  to  the  relative 
income  and  valuation  of  my  estate,  I  did 
not  include  in  the  income  my  demesne 
and  other  land  actually  in  hand.  I 
thought  that  a  matter  of  no  importance 
in  dealing  with  a  large  property  of  over 
75,000  acres.  The  matter  was  so  exceed- 
ingly small  that  I  did  not  include  the 
land  referred  to.  Then,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said  that  the  rents 
as  they  existed  in  1881  were  rents  fixed 
by  my  ancestors.  Well,  they  were,  and 
they  were  never  raised  by  me.  There- 
fore, I  think  it  is  for  the  credit  both  of 
my  ancestors  and  myself  that,  as  he  has 
himself  stated,  those  rents  were  below 
Griffith's  valuation.  Then  the  hon.  and 
leamed  Member  took  up  the  Blue  Book, 
and  read  one  page  to  show  the  reduction 
of  rent  on  one  part  of  my  property  in  the 
county  of  Longford ;  and  he  implied 
that  I  had  raised  my  rents  in  the  county 
of  Longford.  Upon  my  honour  I  never 
raised  any  rents  in  the  county  of  Long- 
ford; and  upon  my  honour  I  spent 
£24,000  in  1879,  1880,  and  1881— the 
years  of  the  famine — on  my  property  in 
the  ooanty  of  Longford  on  which  these 
tenants  resided,  and  for  that  outlay  of 
£24,000  I  never  received,  and  I  never 
charged,  one  penny  of  interest. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid.): 
The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man  the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet 
has  just  stated  that  from  1879  to 
1881  he  spent  £24,000  on  his  estates  in 
the  ooanty  of  Longford,  which  he  bor- 
rowed from  the  Government  at  a  nominal 
rate  at  interest — [Mr.T.  G.  Harrington  : 
He  never  expended  it.] — and  which  there 
wae  reason  to  believe  was  not  as  fully 
expended  as  it  had  been  liberally  lent. 

Tbm  GHAIBMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  withdraw,  and  apologize  for 
that  etatement  and  accusation. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY :  I  only  repeated 
aa  aooosation  which  has  been  made; 
bat  ae  yooy  SIti  have  ruled  that  the  ob- 


servation I  made  was  out  of  Order,  I 
withdraw  it  accordingly  and  apologize 
for  it.  I  will  only  say  that  I  regret  that 
I  had  not  an  opportunity  to  state  in  this 
House  what  I  believe  to  be  the  facts  of 
the  case  with  regard  to  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman.  This  is  the  first 
case  in  the  history  of  the  Irish  Secretary- 
ship in  which  we  are  placed  in  the  posi- 
tion of  having  a  nominal  Chief  Secretary 
who  receives  a  considerable  salary  and 
does  nothing  in  this  House  except  jibe 
and  fiout,  in  pinchbeck  imitation  of  one 
of  his  family,  at  the  Questions  of  the 
Irish  Members ;  and  in  the  most  super- 
cilious manner  possible  meets  our  state- 
ments and  charges  with  an  affectation  of 
absolute  contempt.  We  are  fully  deter- 
mined that  we  shall  press  for  an  expla- 
nation as  to  the  appointment  of  this 
Under  Secretary  who  has  been  put  into 
the  position  he  now  occupies,  and  who 
resembles  what  is  called  in  Ireland  a 
species  of  * '  potheen  boy  " — one  who  does 
the  dirty  work  of  the  Chief  Secretary.  I 
have  heard  that  the  Chinese  used  to  be 
in  the  habit  of  flinging  malodorous 
grenades  at  the  enemy  to  prevent  them 
advancing,  and  I  believe  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  present  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  has  been  made  in  the 
same  spirit,  and  with  the  same  intention 
of  flinging  something  malodorous  before 
the  Irish  Members  so  that  they  cannot 
attack  the  Government  of  the  day.  I 
think,  however,  before  the  Government 
have  got  to  the  end  of  their  tether,  they 
will  find  that  they  have  not  gained 
much  by  appointing  an  ornamental  Chief 
Secretary  and  an  Orange  Under  Secre- 
tary. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  said,  a  few  minutes  ago, 
that  we  should  be  likely  to  speak  in  the 
same  manner  of  him,  if  he  changed  his 
opinions,  that  we  do  of  Lord  Spencer, 
now  that  he  has  changed  his  opinions. 
I  cannot,  however,  conceive  the  possi- 
bility of  comparison  between  the  two  men. 
I  can  conceive  no  manner  of  mental  or 
moral  measurement  whioh  would  bring 
the  two  men  together.  I  do  not  know 
how  it  is  possible  to  compare  or  measure 
against  each  other  a  giant  like  Lord 
Spencer  and  a  pigmy  like  the  present 
Chief  Secretary.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  commenced 
hia  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  by  reading  some 
Questions,  and  asking  whether  he  could 
be  expected  to  answer  such  Questions; 
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Well,  two  of  those  Questions  were  put 
down  by  Orange  Members  who  support 
his  policy,  and  I  question  whether  the 
Orange  Democrats  who  sent  those  Mem- 
bers to  this  House  would  appreciate  the 
supercilious  tone  adopted  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  towards  their  Parliamentary 
Bepresentatives  in  this  House.  I  do 
not  know  whether  we  shall  have  any 
regular  opportunity  of  raising  the  ques- 
tion of  the  appointment  of  the  pre- 
sent Under  Secretary.  I  have  heard 
it  stated  that  the  present  Under  Secre- 
tary, though  nominally  unpaid,  is  a 
fairly  well- remunerated  official.  I  have 
heard  it  stated  that  the  present  Chief 
Secretary  is  content  to  accept  a  portion 
of  his  nominal  salary,  and  that  the  re- 
mainder is  distributed  as  a  gratuity  to 
those  who  discharge  some  of  his  Parlia- 
mentary functions. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manches- 
ter, E.) :  The  statement  or  conjecture 
just  made  is  entirely,  absolutely,  and 
totally  unfounded. 

An  hon.  Member  :  More  shame  for  it. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY :  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  done  as  I  have  sug- 
gested,  it  would  have  been  no  more 
than  reasonable  and  just.    I  would  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  we  have  in 
this  House,  besides  the  Chief  Secretary 
and  this  notable  Under  Secretary,  two 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown — one  who 
takes  some  part  in  discussing  a  portion 
of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House,  while  the  other  has  done  nothing 
for  his  official  position.  Formerly,  when 
the  Chief  Secretary  was  absent  from 
this    House,    the    Law    Officers    have 
answered  Questions.    What  I  want  to 
know  is  this — why  two  Irish  lawyers, 
who  have  as  much  knowledge  of  the 
Irish  people  as  the  Under  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and  have  not,  like  him,  been 
brought  into  conflict    with    the    Irish 
people  on  questions  relatins^  to  the  land, 
who  are,  at  least,  as  intelligent  as  the 
Parliamentary  Under    Secretary,    and 
have  had  the  benefit  of  a  legal  training, 
which  he  has  not  had — I  say  I  want  to 
know  why  these  Gentlemen,   who  are 
responsible  to  this  House  and  the  coun- 
try, because  they  are  paid  for  the  dis- 
charge of  their  duties,  have  not  been 
put  into  requisition,  and  'called  upon  to 
discharge  the  duties  which  in  former 
times  have  been  discharged  by  the  Law 
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OffloMTS  ?   The  appointment  of  a  Parlia- 
mentary Under  Secretary  now  is  extra- 
ordinary.     In  former  times  the  Parlia- 
mentary Under    Secretaryship    was    a 
political  appointment,    and    was    only 
held  while  the  Oovernment  by  whom 
the  holder  was  appointed  retained  Office. 
I  believe  in  the  time  of  Thomas  Drum* 
mond  the  appointment  was  altogether 
political.    That  system  is,  it  appears,  to 
be  again  introduced.    But  it  must  not 
be  forgotten  that  we  have  now  a  so-called 
Permanent  Under  Secretary  in  Dublin, 
as  well  as  a  Political  Under  Secretary  in 
this  House.     When    that    Permanent 
Under  Secretary  goes  back  to  the  War 
Office,  will  the  two  Offices  be  amalga- 
mated ?   That  is  what  we  want  to  know. 
But,  in  the  meantime,  we  must  protest 
against  the  appointment  of  an  Orange^ 
man  without  salary,  and,  therefore,  irre- 
sponsible to  this  House.    I  will  only 
say,  further,  that  the  appointment  seems 
to  have  been  made  on  the  old  principle 
of  setting  one  Irishman  against  another, 
so  that  Englishmen  may  then  go  about 
the  country  saying — **See  how  these 
Irishmen  agree  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  what  will  they  do  at  home  ?  " 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  rise  to 
move  the  reduction  of  this  Vote  by 
£1,000,  as  a  protest  against  the  manner 
in  which  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
declines — and  says  that  he  will  decline — 
to  discharge  his  duty.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  is  utterly 
wrong  in  supposing  that  I  quarrel  with 
the  amount  of  his  salary.  I  did  indeed, 
in  the  early  part  of  the  evening,  say 
something  about  the  amount  proposed 
to  be  voted  to  him  for  coals ;  but  with 
his  salary  I  have  no  quarrel,  provided 
his  duties  are  satisfactorily  discharged. 
What  I  quarrel  with  is  the  way  in 
which  he  is  discharging  the  duties  of 
his  Office ;  and,  therefore,  to  enable  the 
Committee  to  protest  against  this,  I 
propose,  as  I  have  said,  to  move  fliat 
this  Vote  be  reduced  by  £1,000.  I  do 
not  find  fault  with  the  fact  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  has  called  in  help  to 
assist  him  in  discharging  the  very 
onerous  duties  of  his  position.  I  do  not 
quarrel  with  any  Irish  Secretary  for 
calling  in  the  help  of  one  or  two  officials 
in  this  House.  On  the  contrary,  I  think 
the  Irish  Chief  Secretary  would  do  very 
well  if  he  got  a  suitable  Assistant  in  this 
House,  and  then  went  himself  to  Dublin 
for  the  next  three  months.    And  if  ho 
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had  a  man  in  tliis  House  who  would 
decently  answer  Questions  under  his 
directions,  I  would  not  complain  if  he 
remained  at  Dublin.  But  what  I 
quarrel  with  is  the  character  of  the  help 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  has  called  in. 
I  do  not,  Sir,  propose  to  quarrel  with 
your  ruling  as  to  the  limits  of  this  dis- 
cussion ;  but  I  may  be  permitted  to 
point  out  that  your  ruling  has  only  em- 
phasized the  scandalous  inconvenience 
of  the  course  pursued  by  the  Govern- 
ment. They  have  sought  to  create  a 
new  Office  at  a  most  critical  time,  and 
they  have  appointed  to  this  Office  a 
Gentleman  whose  antecedents  utterly 
disqualify  him  for  the  Office  he  has  been 
appointed  to  fill.  And  they  have  done 
this  in  such  a  manner  that  it  is  difficult 
to  see  how  we  can  raise  the  question  of 
the  fitness  of  this  Gentleman  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  his  Office,  though  it  is  im- 
possible to  contend  that  we  should  not 
be  able  to  raise  that  question  in  some 
shape  or  way.  I  do  not.  Sir,  wish  to 
come  into  collision  with  your  ruling  ; 
but  I  may  be  allowed  to  point  out  a 
few  particulars  in  which,  I  think,  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  is 
singularly  and  peculiarly  unfitted  to  fill 
the  Office  in  which  he  is  now  placed.  I 
wish  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House, 
in  the  first  place,  to  the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  be- 
cause I  think  they  were  very  unfortu- 
nate. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  the  Government  were  actuated  in 
this  appointment  by  a  desire  to  assist 
the  present  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
in  the  preparation  and  conduct  of  two  or 
three  important  measures  which  are  now 
before  Parliament,  and  which  they  deem 
essential  to  the  preservation  of  peace 
and  order  in  Ireland.  Now,  I  consider 
that  to  be  a  most  ominous  declaration 
on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  We 
supposed  before  this  that  the  right  hon. 
and  gaUant  Gentleman  was  a  kind  of 
assistant  to  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  an 
hour  in  the  evening ;  but  now  we  are 
told  that  he  is  a  Member  of  the  Irish 
Oabinet,  and  is  appointed  to  give  ad- 
vice as  to  measures  of  importance  in 
connection  with  Ireland. 

Hb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  No ;  the 
¥vmt  Lord  of  the  Treasury  did  not  say 
flist.    iSie  Parliamentary  Under  Secre- 
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tary  is   not  a  Member  of  any  Irish 
Oabinet. 

Mr.  DILLON:  Of  course  I  spoke 
metaphorically.  When  I  used  the  ex- 
pression, "Irish  Cabinet,"  I  meant  the 
Body  that  controls  and  directs  Irish 
Business.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  distinctly 
stated  that  the  chief  object  of  calling 
the  right  hen.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
(Colonel  King-Harman)  to  the  position 
he  now  occupies  was,  that  he  should 
assist  the  Government  with  his  know- 
ledge of  Ireland  and  with  his  advice  in 
modelling  great  measures  to  be  laid 
before  Parliament.  In  my  ears  that 
was  a  most  ominous  declaration,  because 
it  amounted  to  this,  that  not  only  were 
we,  in  thefuture»  to  look  to  the  infiuenceof 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Thanet  Division  of  Kent 
in  the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ire- 
land, but  even  in  the  shaping  of  Irish 
legislation  in  this  House  he  was  to  be 
behind  the  scenes.  Having  that  in  my 
mind,  there  are  certain  things  that 
have  occurred  in  Ireland  quite  recently, 
which,  in  view  of  these  facts,  are  ex- 
ceedingly interesting.  Within  the  last 
fortnight  a  practice  has  been  revived  in 
Ireland  which  has  been  renounced  for 
three  years,  the  practice  of  calling  what 
are  known  as  Eival  Loyalist  demonstra- 
tions in  Ulster  for  the  purpose  of  sup- 
pressing liberty  of  speech ;  and  it  is  a 
most  singular  and  ominous  thing  that 
the  revival  of  that  practice  should  have 
synchronized  with  the  appointment  of 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  who 
has  now  a  potential  voice  in  Irish  affairs 
— our  memory  has  been  refreshed  in  Re- 
gard to  this  subject  by  a  speech  which 
Sir  George  Trevelyan  has  delivered  this 
evening  in  London.  Sir  George  Trevelyan 
reminded  his  hearers  of  the  time  when 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Thanet  Division  of 
Kent  denounced  him  and  Lord  Spencer 
for  giving  protection  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  when 
he  attempted  to  address  meetings  in  the 
North  of  Ireland  ;  and  Sir  George 
Trevelyan  went  on  to  say  that  the  Coer- 
cion Bill  was  framed  for  the  suppression 
of  the  National  League.  The  House 
will  see  how  that  bears  on  the  condition 
of  Ireland  at  the  present  moment.  When 
a   meeting    is    summoned    to    protest 
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a^ainBt  the  Coercion  Bill,  the  Orangemen 
call  a  counter  demonstration;  the  Execu- 
tive denounces  both  meetings,  and  the 
people  of  Ulster  are  not  allowed  to  ex- 
press their  opinion  at  all  upon  the  Bill. 
A  man  whose  past  career  entitles  us  to 
Buspect  that  he  is  at  this  hour  in  collu- 
sion with  these  very  Orange  Societies  in 
Ulster  is  now  a  great  power  in  the  con- 
trol of  the  Executive ;  and,  for  aught  we 
know,  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
fur  Ireland  may  be  telling  the  masters  of 
the  Orange  Lodges  in  Ulster  to  summon 
these  counter  meetings  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  a  legitimate  expres8ion  of 
opinion  in  regard  to  the  policy  of  the 
Government.  Is  this  a  state  of  things 
that  ought  to  be  tolerated  ?  This  is  the 
reason  why  the  political  actions  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Thanet  Division  of 
Kent  are  brought  under  discussion.  "We 
are  desirous  of  showing  that  we  are 
justified  in  the  suspicions  and  fears 
which  we  entertain  as  to  what  his  con- 
duct will  be  in  the  future.  I  think  I 
have  established  some  case  for  holding 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
more  or  less  responsible  for  these  pro- 
ceedings in  the  Province  of  Ulster.  I 
put  it  to  the  House — to  hon.  Members 
of  all  shades  of  political  opinion — Can 
there  be  a  more  unkind  or  cruel  mode  of 
proceeding  than  to  proclaim  legitimate 
meetings,  and  thus  suppress  the  right  of 
freedom  of  speech  at  a  most  critical 
time,  simply  because  the  Orangemen 
put  out  placards  announcing  rival  de- 
monstrations. This  is  the  very  thing 
which  Lord  Spencer  moved  armies  into 
Ulster  to  prevent. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  (Isle  of 
Thanet) :  I  may  say  at  once  that  there 
is  not  the  slightest  word  of  foundation 
for  the  suggestion. 

Mb.  DILLON:  There  is  not  the 
alightest  word  of  foundation  for  what 
suggestion  ? 

CtoLONEL  KING-HARMAN :  For  the 
BUggOBtion  that  I  have  encouraged  the 
Orangemen  to  call  counter  demonstra- 
tions. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Does  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  say  that  there  is 
not  the  slightest  word  of  foundation  for 
the  suggestion  that  the  policy  of  Lord 
Spencer  in  this  respect  has  been  departed 
from,  and  that  there  is  an  end  of  liberty 
of  speech  in  Ulster ;   and  does  he  mean 
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to  say  that  that  has  not  taken  place  since 
he  came  into  Office,  and  that  now  the 
Orangemen  are  entitled  to  boast,  as  they 
did  not  dare  to  boast  when  Lord  Spencer 
was  in  Ireland,  that  a  Nationalist  meet- 
ing cannot  be  held  in  Ulster  ?  Does  he 
deny  that  he  denounced  Lord  Spencer 
for  the  action  he  took  in  protecting 
Nationalist  meetings  in  Ulster? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN :  Yes,  I 
do. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  now  travelling  beyond  the  lines  of 
the  subject  before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Well,  Mr.  Courtney, 
I  submit  to  your  ruling ;  but  I  think  the 
Government  will  show  very  scant  con- 
sideration to  the  feelings  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  if  they  refuse  to  give  us  some 
opportunity  of  discussing  f uUy  and  fairly 
this  appointment.    It  is  at  least  unusual 
to  mfJce  an  appointment  of  this  kind, 
surrounded  as  it  is  with  circumstances 
of  suspicion,  at  such' a  time ;  and  to  do  it 
in  such  a  way  that   by  the   technical 
ruling  of  the  Chair  we  are  robbed  of  our 
right  of  discussing  it  fully  and  fairly  is, 
to  say  the  least  of  it,  striking  below  the 
belt.     Of  course,  I  will  not  pursue  that 
branch  of  the  subject  further.    I  think  I 
am  entitled,  however,  before  I  sit  down 
to  answer  three  questions  that  were  put 
directly  to  me  or  to  the  hon.  Members 
who  sit  on  these  Benches  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.      I    shall    confine    myself    as 
closely  as  I  can  to  the  direct  answers  to 
the  questions  put  and  challenges  given. 
I  shall  not  enter  into  the  details  con- 
nected with  those  questions.     The  right 
hon.    Gentleman    the  Chief  Secretary 
asked  me  if  I  denied  that    Griffith's 
valuation  of  the  property  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  was   made 
when    prices  were    much    lower.      I 
do  deny  it.    He  asked  me  if  I  denied 
that  Griffith's   valuation    being   made 
for    purposes    of   taxation   was    made 
below  the  actual  value  ?    I  do  deny  it. 
And,  further,  he  asked  me  whether,  in 
view  of  the  statement  of  fact  made  by 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Isle  of  Thanet,  that 
Gentleman  could  be  described  as  a  land- 
lord who  acted  harshly  and  unjustly  to 
his  tenants  ?     I  say  yes ;  and  I  say  that 
the  proofs  and  records  of  the  Commis- 
sion show  that  in  many  parts  of  Ireland 
the  rent  as  fixed  by  Griffith's  valuation 
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is  at  the  present  time  double  what  it 
would  be  if  a  fair  rent  were  fixed.  I 
say,  moreover,  that  a  man  who  continues 
to  charge  double  rents  as  long  as  he  is 
allowed  is  unfitted  to  be  made  respon- 
sible for  the  government  of  Ireland; 
and  while  I  do  not  contend  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  can  be  justly  described 
as  the  worst  landlord  in  Ireland,  I  do 
distinctly  believe  that  he  has  acted 
harshly  and  unjustly  to  his  tenants,  and 
that  he  would  to-day  but  for  the  in- 
tervention of  the  Courts  of  Law,  be 
charg^g  many  of  them  double  the  value 
of  their  land. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,829,300, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Services." — 
{Ifr.  3illon,) 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  do  not  rise  to  continue 
this  discussion  in  any  controversial 
spirit,  but  merely  to  reassure  hon. 
Members  upon  one  or  two  points.  It 
seems  to  appear  to  them  that  my  right 
hon.  and  gidlant  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Isle  of  Thanet  occupies  a  different 
position  from  other  Under  Secretaries, 
that  he  has  a  greater  share  in  the 
administration  of  the  Irish  Department 
than  they  have  in  the  administration  of 
their  respective  Departments.  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  that  view 
of  the  position  of  my  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  is  not  correct.  The 
other  question  was  with  regard  to  the 
meetings  in  Ulster.  That  is  a  question 
which  deserves  the  attention  of  the  Qo- 
yernment,  and  I  can  promise  that  it 
shall  have  my  careful  consideration. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.):  A 
discussion  of  this  kind  places  us  in  a 
very  inconvenient  position.  The  Go- 
vemment  have  the  great  advantage  of 
being  able  to  tell  the  whole  of  their  case ; 
but  when  we  attempt  to  answer  the 
questions  which  they  have  raised,  we 
are,  unfortunately,  by  the  Rules  of  De- 
bate, more  or  less  out  of  Order.  I  always 
listen  with  pleasure  to  any  remark  that 
may  fall  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He 
usually  leaves  a  record  behind  him,  and 
gives  us  material  for  further  observa- 
tions. He  has  done  so  in  the  present 
instance.  He  has  told  us  that  we  com- 
plain of  his  salary.  I  am  perfectly 
unaware  of  any  observations  of  ours  U> 


that  effect.  He  says  that  his  duties  are 
onerous  and  difficult.  We  admit  that. 
But  we  must  also  say  that,  while  we  do 
not  think  his  salary  too  large  for  any 
Gentleman  who  adequately  discharges 
the  duties  imposed  upon  him,  we  think 
it  is  too  large  when  those  duties  are 
inefficiently  performed.  In  the  course 
of  his  observations,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman referred  to  our  complaint  that  he 
is  so  often  absent  from  his  place  in  the 
House,  and  said  that,  inasmuch  as  we, 
at  the  same  time,  complained  of  his 
continued  absence  from  Dublin,  we  were 
taking  up  an  inconsistent  position. 
Well,  what  are  the  facts?  He  is  not 
in  Ireland,  and  he  is  not  in  the  House, 
except  when  he  comes  down  to  flout  and 
gibe  at  these  Benches  on  the  Coercion 
Bill,  or  to  assist  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in 
the  pleasant  occupation  of  shutting  our 
mouths  with  the  closure.  We  would  not 
object  to  him  being  in  Ireland ;  but  at 
present  he  seems  to  be  in  some  place  of 
which  we  know  nothing.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  said  that, 
so  far,  the  Under  Secretary  has  received 
no  reward.  That  implies  that  he  will 
eventually  receive  some  reward.  [Mr. 
A.  J.  Baxfoub  :  Hear,  hear !]  I  only 
hope  that  whatever  that  remuneration  is 
it  will  be  given  rapidly,  in  order  that 
we  may  have  an  opportunity  of  raising 
fairly  and  squarely  the  whole  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  made  one  observation  which 
was  very  alarming  in  its  character.  He 
said  that  the  Questions  on  the  Paper  for 
this  evening  had  reference  solely  to  small 
local  matters.  But  he  omitted  all  refer- 
ence to  one  of  those  Questions  until 
twice,  in  a  rather  marked  manner,  I 
drew  attention  to  it.  It  was  Question 
No.  11,  in  which  an  hon.  Member  asked 
him  whether  certain  landlords  within  the 
Monaghan  Union  had  notified  to  the 
Guardians  their  intention  of  evicting  65 
families  forthwith  ?  I  only  draw  atten- 
tion to  this  because  we  were  informed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  the  replies  of 
the  Under  Secretary  were  given  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  and  immediately 
afterwards  the  Chief  Secretary  told  us 
that  his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  not  a  responsible  Member  of  the 
Irish  Administration.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary must  recollect  that  we  have  no 
representative  whatever  in  Ireland,  and 
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that  wo  have  no  means  whatever  of 
getting  at  the  ears  of  any  person  there 
who  knows  about  these  matters.  A  very 
long  experience  on  these  Benches  has 
shown  hon.  Members  that  applying  to 
Permanent  Officials  is  absolutely  fruit- 
less. We  have  been  told  that  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  has  discharged  bis 
duties  in  a  satisfactory  manner.  I  pre- 
sume the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  was  not  in  the  House  some 
days  ago  when  the  Question  of  the 
evictions  on  Tiord  Granard's  estate  was 
asked.  I  should  like  to  know  if  the  manner 
in  which  that  Question  was  answered 
is  considered  by  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
be  consistent  with  a  satisfactory  dis- 
charge of  duty  ?  The  Committee  will 
recoUect  that  upon  that  occasion  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Member  stated 
that  the  Ecclesiastical  Authorities  were 
responsible  for  those  evictions ;  and  he 
went  on  to  answer  a  further  Question 
in  a  manner  which  made  a  distinct  im- 
pression upon  the  mind  of  the  House 
that  those  Ecclesiastical  Authorities  were 
80  responsible.  I  denied  that  statement, 
and  I  was  supported  in  my  denial  by 
the  noble  Lord  himself.  I  shall  be 
surprised  to  hear  that  a  statement  of  that 
kind  meets  with  the  admiration  of  the 
Chief  Secretary.  What  I  want  to  point 
out  is  this — we  have  had  some  consider- 
able experience  of  Government  officials, 
and  in  this  House  we  have  seen  Members 
of  the  Government  defend  in  unmeasured 
language  Permanent  Officials  who  after- 
wards turned  out  to  be  criminals  of  a 
disgusting  character.  We  warn  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  he  makes 
himself  the  champion  of  all  the  officials 
of  Dublin  Castle  they  will  drag  him 
down  with  them.  If  he  believes  every- 
thing they  say  they  will  go  from  excess 
to  excess ;  but  if  he  would  make  some 
effort  to  get  information  for  himself,  and 
not  depend  entirely  upon  the  officials, 
good  results  might  be  hoped  for. 

Dr.  EIENNY  (Cork,  S.):  The  re- 
marks  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  were  amply 
justified,  if  only  by  the  one  item  ex- 
tracted from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary.  I  refer  to  the 
underhand  suppression  of  Nationalist 
meetings  in  XJlster,  a  practice  which  has 
been  revived  in  so  suspicious  a  manner 
by  the  right  hon.  and  gidlant  Gentleman 
the   Member  for  the   Isle   of  Thanet 

Mr.  Chance  -    - 


(Colonel  King-Harman).  The  right  hon . 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  said  that 
the  subject  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Government,  and  I  hope  that 
when  the  next  Orange  meeting  is  called 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  some  local 
magistrate  to  go  and  swear  an  informa- 
tion that  two  meetings  near  each  other 
are  to  be  held  and  are  likely  to  lead  to 
a  broach  of  the  peace,  the  second  meet- 
ing will  be  suppressed,  and  those  who 
attempted  to  hold  the  first  meeting  will 
not  be  interfered  with.  Irish  Members 
are  compelled  to  put  Questions  on  mat- 
ters of  trifling  importance  to  the  Chief 
Secretary,  because  there  is  no  permanent 
official  in  Ireland  amenable  to  public 
opinion.  In  England  such  officials  know 
that  any  malfeasance  in  office  will  be 
visited  severely  by  public  opinion,  and 
this  knowledge  is  a  powerful  factor  in 
restraining  them  from  committing  any 
excesses.  That  is  not  the  case  in  Ireland. 
There  an  official  does  not  look  upon 
himself  as  a  servant  of  the  public,  but 
as  the  master  of  the  public.  That  is 
one  reason  why  we  put  Questions  in  this 
House,  on  what  appear  to  the  philo- 
sophical mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  be  small  and 
trivial  subjects.  No  doubt  it  may  be 
annoying  to  him  to  have  to  come  down 
to  this  House  and  answer  Questions  on 
such  matters ;  but  he  is  paid  for  it,  and 
I  think  he  ought  not  to  employ  a 
journeyman  to  do  the  work  for  him. 
Certainly,  if  he  does  employ  a  journey- 
man he  ought  to  employ  one  who  knows 
his  trade.  The  appointment  of  the 
Under  Secretary  is  an  admirable  ex- 
ample of  the  manner  in  which  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland  is  conducted.  If 
the  Government  had  not  been  infected 
with  the  usual  ineptitude  which  followed 
the  footsteps  of  those  who  attempt  to 
govern  Ireland  against  her  will,  they 
would  have  seen  that  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Isle  of  Thanet  was  the  last  man  in  the 
world  who  should  have  been  chosen  for 
a  post  of  this  kind.  There  is  not  a  man 
who  is  looked  upon  with  greater  sus- 
picion than  one  with  such  a  record.  I 
remember  the  career  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  and  I  remember 
taking  a  very  humble  part  in  some  of 
the  contests  in  which  he  has  been  en- 
gaged. I  think  that  one  of  the  first 
BubscriptionB  I  ever  gave  was  to  a  fund 
for  his  election  expensea  when  he  was -a 
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llome  Bale  candidate.  I  would  j  ust  refer 
to  the  fact  that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
(Gentleman  has  repudiated  with  great 
heat,  and  possibly  with  a  great  deal  of 
justification,  the  imputation  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Tyrone 
(Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny)  about  the  money  he 
received  for  his  estates.  I  would  point 
out  that  my  hon.  Friend  only  repeated 
an  assertion  which  has  been  publicly 
mode  in  Ireland,  and  which  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  did  not 
contradict. 

Thi  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  well  aware  that  I  stopped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Tyrone  from  entering 
into  that  subject. 

Dh.  KENNY  :  Then,  Sir,  I  will  not 
enter  into  that.  I  must,  however,  pro- 
test against  the  manner  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  has  treated  the  Irish  Members. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  treated 
us  with  the  most  supercilious  indiffer- 
ence. He  is  not  entitled  to  adopt  towards 
us  the  attitude  and  the  manner  which 
he  is  very  much  in  the  habit  of  adopting 
here.  If  he  did  not  do  so  he  would  not 
require  so  often  to  seek  protection  under 
the  wing  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith),  who  is  always  ready  to 
come  forward  in  his  best  Mrs.  Gamp  man- 
ner on  behalf  of  hisFriends  in  this  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  would,  also,  have 
much  more  time  to  give  to  those  studies 
in  which  he  appears  to  be  so  much 
wrapped  up,  if  he  would  take  more 
trouDie  to  inform  himself  on  the  points 
to  which  inquiries  are  directed  in  this 
House,  and  would  take  some  steps  to 
curb  the  pride  of  officials  in  Ireland. 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham, 
Barnard  Castle) :  I  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  appealing  to  the  Committee  that  this 
long  and  painful  discussion  should  be 
brought  to  a  close.  I  would  make  a 
special  appeal  to  hon.  Members  below 
tne  Gangway  on  this — the  Opposition — 
side  of  tiie  House.  I  have  bad  a  long 
acquaintance — I  may  say  friendship — 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  (Colonel  King-Harman),and 
I  am  sorry  that  he  has  been  placed  in 
the  position  of  having  his  conduct  called 
in  question.  I  looked  upon  his  appoint- 
ment from  the  first  moment  I  heard  of 


it  as  the  appointment  of  an  honourable 
man.  I  am  utterly  unable  to  sym- 
pathize with  the  proposal  for  the  re- 
duction of  the  salary  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour). 
For  many  years  I  have  held  the  opinion 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  far  more  duties  placed 
upon  his  shoulders  than  any  mortal  man 
can  discharge  as  long  as  Ireland  is 
governed  through  Dublin  Castle  in  the 
manner  in  which  it  has  been  governed 
since  I  came  into  Parliament.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  practically 
the  head  of  all  the  Irish  Departments  in 
this  House,  and  up  to  a  short  time  ago 
he  was  practically  without  assistance. 
He  has  had  to  look  after  all  the  Depart- 
ments which  in  England  and  Scotland 
are  divided  among  half  a  dozen  officers ; 
and  I  have  always  thought  that  the  step 
which  has  lately  been  taken  of  ap- 
pointing an  Under  Secretary  ought  to 
to  have  been  taken  long  ago.  The  pro- 
posal to-night  is  to  reduce  the  salary  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, because  he  has  an  unpaid 
assistant.  I  am  not  going  to  say  that 
in  my  humble  opinion  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  present  Chief  Secretai^  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant,  or  of  the  assistant 
Chief  Secretary,  was  the  very  best  ap- 
pointments that  Her  Majesty'^s  Ad- 
ministration could  have  made ;  but,  I 
think,  if  we  are  dissatisfied  we  ought 
rather  to  attack  the  men  than  the  money. 
If  the  Chief  Secretary  is  the  wrong 
man,  wo  ought  to  have  a  Bosolution 
directed,  not  against  the  salary,  but 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self. The  salary  is  not  too  large.  My 
belief  is  that  the  total  amount  ought  to 
be  increased  for  the  purpose  of  paying 
an  assistant.  Holding  these  views, 
although  I  do  think  that  now  and 
then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  does  answer  Questions 
and  join  in  debate  in  a  manner  which 
somewhat  irritates  Gentlemen  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  both  above  and 
below  the  Gangway,  I  cannot  vote  to- 
night for  the  diminution  of  the  salary 
which  I  think  he  is  trying  to  earn  to 
the  best  of  his  ability  by  the  tenure  of 
an  Office  which  I  certainly  do  not  envy 
him  for  a  moment. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland):  lam  sorry  to  continue  the 
discussion  at  this  hour  of  tho  night,  but 
I  wish  to  make  only  one  or  two  obser- 
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vations.    In  the  first  place,  I  wish  to 
point  out  to  my  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  spoken  that  our  contention  is  not 
that  the  salary  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  to  the    Lord 
Lieutenant  is  too  large  for  the  work  he 
has  to  do,  hut  that — and  I  do  not  wish 
to  be  guilty  of  any  discourtesy  in  saying 
this — he  has  not  -  performed  the  duties 
of  his  Office,  having  in  this  difiPered  from 
all  his  Predecessors.     I  must  say  that  I 
think  the  Ministers  of  all  Departments 
in   this   country,    and   especially  those 
having  seats  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
are  entirely  too  hard  worked.     That  is 
one  of  the  matters  that  will  have  to  be 
reformed  by-and-bye  in   the  adminis- 
tration of  this  country.    At  the  same 
time,  I  think  that  Ministers  generally 
set  a  good  example  to  the  rest  of  the 
country  by  the  manner  in  which  they 
stick  to  their  work  by  night  and  by  day, 
and  sacrifice  their  convenience,  and  fre- 
quently their  health,  in  the  performance 
of  their  official  duties.     Our  complaint 
against  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is,  that  he 
does  not  follow  their  good  example.     I 
would  point  out  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlenran  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
attends  to    his   duties  with  great   as- 
siduity, and  that  he  is  not  as  young  a 
man  as  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
I  say  it  in  no  invidious  sense.     But  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  the  only 
single    Member    on  that   Bench   in  a 
Ministerial  position  who  is  not  here  at 
Question  time  to  answer  Questions,  and 
who  does  not  take  the  interest  in  his 
Office,  and  devote  that  labour  to  it  which 
would  accord  with  the  best  traditions  of 
this  country.    That  is  what  my  objection 
to  this  Vote  is  based  upon.     I  dare  say 
that  the  question  of  salary  will  by-and- 
bye  come  to  be  one  of  interest  to  Gen- 
tlemen on  these  Benches.  We  shall  then 
be  quite  ready  to  pay  more  money,  be- 
cause, at  least,  five  persons  will  carry 
out  the  duties  now  assigned  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.     As  to  the  ques- 
tion   of    the    proclaimed    meetings    in 
Ulster,  whilst  I  acknowledge  to  the  full 
the  courtesy  and  readiness  with  which 
the    right   hon.   Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  undertook  to  look 
into  that  question,  I  must  express  my 
disappointment  that  he  is  only  going  to 
look  into  it  now. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETAET  fob  IRE- 
LAND    (Mr.    A.  J.  Balfoub)    (Man- 

Mr.  T.  P.  ff  Connor 


Chester,  E.) :  I  said  I  was  looking  into 
it. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Well,  I  am 
very  glad  to  hear  it.  I  would  just  point 
out  that  more  than  one  of  these  meetings 
has  been  prohibited.  That  is  a  step 
which  ought  not  to  be  taken,  except  on 
the  advice  of  the  highest  Executive 
Officer,  and  it  throws  a  great  light  on 
the  way  afi'airs  are  managed  in  Ireland 
when  we  hear  that  such  a  step  could  be 
taken  without  the  knowledge  and  con- 
sent of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
However,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
promised  to  look  into  the  matter.  As 
to  the  appointment  of  the  Parliamentary 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King- 
Harman),  the  Committee  must  see  the 
inconvenient  position  in  which  we  are 
placed.  I  regret  that  it  has  been  felt 
necessary  to  make  anything  in  the 
nature  of  a  personal  attack  upon  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant.  I  am  sure  that 
this  is  not  done  with  any  willing- 
ness. But  when  a  man  is  appointed  to 
any  Office  he  must  be  prepared  to  have 
his  life  and  actions  subjected  to  the 
strictest  scrutiny.  I  understood  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  say  that 
he  thought  an  opportunity  ought  to  be 
given  for  a  discussion  respecting  the 
creation  of  the  Office  of  Under  Secretary 
for  Ireland.  I  should  like  to  know  what 
opportunity  will  be  g^ven.  I  am  sure 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can 
give  us  some  assurance  on  that  point 
he  would  put  an  end  to  this  debate  for 
the  evening.  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  himself  recognize  that 
we  are  placed  in  an  entirely  unconstitu- 
tional position  when  we  have  a  man  ap- 
pointed to  high  Office,  and,  because  no 
salary  is  attached  to  that  Office,  are  de- 
prived of  all  opportunity  of  criticizing 
the  appointment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  intention 
has  always  been  to  bring  in  a  Bill  which 
will  give  the  hon.  Member  the  oppor- 
tunity he  asks  for.  [Cn>«  ©/*•  When?"] 
This  Session. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Feimanagh,N.): 
I  must  say  it  is  a  matter  for  regret  that 
this  discussion  was  not  allowed,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  be  taken  earlier  in 
the  evening,  because  it  is  a  subject  upon 
which,  I  believe,  every  member  of  the 
Party  to  which  I  have  the  honour  to 


205 


Supply-^ 


{Mat  16,  1887} 


Civil  Servieei. 


206 


belong  might  legitimately  contribute  a 
speech.     If  there   had  been   no    other 
reason  for  taking  part  in  a  discussion  on 
the  Chief  Secretary's  salary,  I  consider 
that  ample  reason  was   given   by   the 
speech  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  made  in  reply  to  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for   East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon).     I  look 
upon  the  conduct  generally  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  as  being  absolutely  insulting  to 
the  Irish  Members.    It  seems  to  me  to 
be  nothing  less  than  an  insult,  when  a 
Bepresentative  of  Ireland,  according  to 
his  rights,  puts  a  Question  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  in  this  House  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  con- 
descend to  reply,  but  to  pitch  the  Ques- 
tion down  the  Treasury  Bench  to  the 
Under  Secretary.    That  is  a  course  of 
conduct  which  has  never  been  adopted 
in  this  House  before,  and  it  is  a  course 
of  conduct  which  will  not  make  matters 
more  easy  in  Ireland  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  or  his  Government,  because 
it  cannot  be  taken  otherwise   than  as 
insulting  to  the  Irish  Kepresentatives. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  sneers  at  the 
Questions  we  put  on  the   Paper.     He 
seems  not  to  be  aware  that  in  so  sneer- 
ing he  is  bringing  forward  one  of  the 
best  arguments  for  Home  Hule.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  a  short  time  ago 
read  out  some  of  the  Qaestions  which 
appeared    on    the   Paper    to-day,  and 
sneered  in  a  lofty  manner  at  their  insig- 
nificance.    What  we  contend  is  that  you, 
by  your  system  of  Government,  compel 
us  to  bring  such   matters   before  this 
House.     As  long  as  we  have  no  Court  of 
Appeal,  but  this  House,  it  is  an  absolute 
ana  wanton  insult  for  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  sneer 
at  oar  questions,  and  to  say  that  they 
are  insignificant.     He  knows  that  they 
are  of  tne  highest  and  first  importance 
to  the  people  of  our  constituencies  who 
delegate  us  to  ask  them.     I  do  not  wish 
to  pursue  this  matter  further,  except  to 
say  that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  and  his  Go- 
vernment wished  to  get  any  assistance 
in  connection  with  Irish  matters,  they 
might  at  least,  if  they  were  wise,  with- 
out going  into  the  character  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  (Colonel  King- 
Harman)  at  aU,  have  anpointed  a  Gentle- 
man wlio,  at  least,  would  receive  the  sup- 


fort  and  confidence  of  the  Irish  people, 
challenge  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  if  he  wishes  to  test  the  feeling 
of  the  Irish  people,  to  call  a  meeting  in 
any  part  of  Ireland,  and  ask  whether 
it  will  give  him  its  confidence.  The 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  is 
an  outcast  from  the  National  Party, 
and  is  not  a  very  popular  member 
of  the  Party  to  which  he  now  belongs, 
so  that  he  is  looked  upon  with  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  distrust  by  aU  parties 
in  the  country.  The  appointment  is  an 
unfortunate  one  for  the  Government. 
This  debate,  short  as  it  has  been,  will 
do  some  good,  for  it  will  open  the  eyes 
of  the  public  to  what  we  complain  of  in 
the  Government  of  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour), 
whose  position  has  been  described  as  of 
such  great  importance,  admits  that  he 
has  never  been  a  single  week  in  our 
country.  If  anybody  asked  me  for  a 
definition  of  tyranny,  I  should  say — 
*^  Select  a  man  who  has  never  been  in  a 
country  for  a  single  week,  and  allow 
him  to  govern  it  as  he  pleases,  against 
the  direct  wishes  of  the  people."  That 
is  what  has  been  done  here,  and  that  is 
why  we  say  that  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land is  a  tyranny  of  the  blackest  kind. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  I  wish  to  ask  a  Question  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland. 
I  understood  him  to  say  that  the  sup- 
pression of  public  meetings,  owing  to 
the  organization  of  rival  meetings,  will 
have  his  immediate  attention.  I  wish 
to  ask  whether  it  is  the  case  that  the 
two  meetings  already  suppressed  were 
suppressed  without  his  knowledge,  and 
without  the  sanction  of  his  Government, 
and  that  the  Government  have  reversed 
the  policy  of  their  Predecessors,  and  are 
defending  the  right  of  free  speech  and 
public  meeting. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  policy  to 
be  pursued  at  the  meetings  rests  with 
the  authorities  on  the  spot,  but  the 
general  policy  rests  with  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork,  Co.,  Mid) :  We 
are  called  upon  to  pass  a  certain  Vote, 
and,  for  my  part,  I  do  not  see  why  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  should  not  be  paid  like 
any  other  servant.  But  what  we  are 
called  upon  to  do  is  to  give  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  a  character.  That,  Sir, 
I  decline  to  do.  Distinctly  I  decline  to 
do  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
deliberately  insulted  Members  on  these 
Benches  to-night.  I  simply  say  this.  I 
got  up  to  say  it.  I  should  dismiss  the 
servant  with  his  salary,  giving  him  the 
worst  character  I  possibly  could. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  ;-:-Ayes  85  ; 
Noes  187:  Majority  102.— (Div.  List, 
No.  148.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  wish  to  put  a  ques- 
tion or  two,  and  call  the  attention  oi  the 
Committee  to  the  extr£u>rdinary  action 
of  some  officials  of  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy in  Ireland.  The  official  to  whose 
conduct  I  desire  particularly  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  is  the  Official 
Assignee;  and  a  proceeding  has  been, 
and  is,  carried  on  in  the  Court  almost,  I 
believe,  unparalleled.  A  reverend  gen- 
tleman has  been  arrested,  and  has  been 
imprisoned  for  two  months  for  refusing 
to  answer  questions  in  a  suit  pending  in 
the  Court  of  Bankruptcy.  At  the  time 
he  was  arrested,  the  petitioning  creditor 
in  Court  desired  to  drop  the  proceedings 
and  have  done  with  them,  and  the  bank- 
rupt himself  had  disappeared  from  the 
country ;  so  that  both  parties  to  the  suit 
are  desirous  of  an  end  being  put  to  it, 
in  which  case,  of  course,  the  prisoner 
would  be  released  from  an  imprisonment 
most  injurious  .to  the  country,  and  at- 
tended with  gpreat  inconvenience  to  the 
parish  where  he  pursued  his  ministration 
and  to  himself.  The  parties  concerned 
are  willing  and  anxious  to  have  done 
with  the  matter ;  but  the  Assignee  per- 
sists in  carrying  it  on.  I  confess  my 
legal  knowledge  of  the  point  is  limited ; 
but  I  suppose  the  Official  Assignee  exer- 
cises a  discretion  he  possesses ;  but  I  do 
say  it  seems  a  most  extraordinary  provi- 
sion. It  seems  flying  in  the  face  of  all 
common  sense  that  there  should  be  this 
deadlock  and  expense  and  general  in- 
convenience, and  that  it  should  be  main- 
tained in  spite  of  the  wishes  of  the  parties 
directly  concerned.  I  propose  to  move 
a  reduction  by  a  sum — I  do  not  know 
exactly  what  the  salary  of  the  Official 
Assignee  is — but  I  will  move  a  reduction 
by  the  sum  of  £600,  to  enable  us  to 
mark  our  opinion  with  regard  to  these 
transactions. 

Dr.  Tanner 


The  chief  SEOBETART  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  rise  to  Order,  Mr. 
Courtney.  I  believe  the  Official  As- 
signee is  not  paid  out  of  the  Votes  at 
all,  but  by  fees  from  the  Court; 

Mb.  DILLON :  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman expresses  a  belief.  Perhaps  we 
can  be  informed  if  this  is  so  or  not  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  He  is  not 
paid  from  the  Votes ;  he  is  paid  by  fees 
from  the  Court. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY:  Is  the 
official  wholly  paid  in  this  way,  or  only 
parUy  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Wholly.  I 
believe  his  salary  has  nothing  to  do  with 
the  Vote. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY:  In  that 
case,  I  would  ask  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  whether  the  rules  relating  to 
the  regulation  of  the  Court  and  the  Offi- 
cial Assignee  have  yet  been  published  ? 
He  will  remember  my  putting  a  number 
of  Questions  on  the  point.  Have  the 
new  rules  been  published  yet  ? 

Thb  attorney  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  rules  to  which  I  referred, 
and  as  to  which  I  did  not  promise,  for  I 
had  no  power  to  do  so,  have  not  yet 
been  promulgated.  The  officials,  at  the 
invitation  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  have 
already  drawn  up  certain  rules. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY :  When  is 
it  probable  they  will  be  published  ?  It 
is  now  several  months  since  the  question 
was  raised. 

Mb.  holmes  :  Not  several  months, 
I  think.  It  was  during  the  course  of 
the  present  Session.  I  shall  be  glad  to 
obtain  the  information. 

Mb.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour) :  I  think  the  doctrine  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has  taken  us 
by  surprise.  We  are  entitled  to  the 
opinion  of  the  Law  Officer  as  to  whether 
the  Official  Assignee  is  paid  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  suggests.  I  am  of 
opinion  that  the  salary  is  settled  by  Act 
of  Parliament ;  and,  if  I  recollect  aright, 
only  a  portion  comes  out  of  the  Court 
dues.  I  think  we  are  entitled  to  the 
opinion  of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land as  to  whether  the  Official  Assignee 
is  a  paid  official  of  the  Crown  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  HOLMES:  The  way  in  which 
the  Official  Assignee  is  paid  is  by  a  per- 
centage of  the  money  collected  by  the- 
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Court,  not  by  Oourt  fees.  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  will  find  there  is  no  money 
on  the  Votes  for  the  purpose. 

Mb.  T.  0.  HAERINGTON:  We 
quite  recently  had  a  discussion  under 
the  Estimates  where  an  Official  Assignee 
had  his  salary  supplemented  by  a  vote 
of  the  House  in  addition  to  his  fees. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  am  not  quite  clear 
whether  we  can  raise  the  discussion 
under  some  item  of  the  Estimates.  The 
statement  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  makes  it  extremely  desirable 
there  should  be  that  discussion,  for  that 
statement  throws  a  flood  of  light  on  the 
motiyes  actuating  the  Official  Assignee 
in  insisting  on  prolonging  proceedings 
neither  Party  has  any  desire  to  prolong. 
Of  course,  if  his  fees  depend  on  the  pro- 
ceedings going  on,  it  is  perfectly  pos- 
aible  the  official  may  be  acting  from 
grossly  unworthy  motives,  and  to  this  I 
am  anxious  to  invite  the  attention  of  the 
Committee,  for  it  is  nothing  short  of  a 
public  scandal. 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  apprehend  that  the 
great  object  in  this  system  of  payment 
is  that  the  Court  may  collect  as  much 
money  as  possible.  The  reason  is  to  en- 
courage the  Assigpiee  to  realize  as  much 
assets  as  possible. 

Mb.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON:  Of 
course,  Bir,  we  understand  that,  and  of 
the  ordinary  administration  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Court  we  do  not  complain.  But 
this  is  a  case  in  which  proceedings  hav- 
ing been  commenced  in  the  Bankruptcy 
Court,  the  petitioner  himself  wishes  to 
retire  from  the  case,  and,  refusing  that 
permission,  the'  Official  Assignee  persists 
in  keeping  the  case  in  Court,  in  spite  of 
the  debtor  and  creditor  concerned.  If 
these  proceedings  are  going  to  be  sanc- 
tioned, I  hope  it  will  not  be  without  the 
oondaot  of  tnis  official  being  made  the 
Bubject  of  an  expression  of  opinion  here. 
It  is  a  state  of  things  calculuted  to  ex- 
cite the  gravest  discontent  at  the  system 
of  administering  this  branch  of  justice. 
I  deny  that  in  ordinary  cases  such  a  pro- 
ceeding would  have  been  resorted  to, 
and  it  is  only  applied  in  this  instance  be- 
cause something  of  a  political  character 
has  been  imported  into  the  case.  The 
official,  influenced  by  his  views  in  rela- 
tion to  the  Plan  of  Campaign,  takes  a 
ooorse  he  would  not  take  in  an  ordinary 
ease.  So  we  have  this  anomalous  state 
of  thinffs,  that  the  case  is  at  an  end,  so 
far  as  the  parties  are  concerned,  for  the 


man  who  commenced  the  suit  refuses  to 
go  on  with  it,  and  one  of  the  witnesses 
is  in  gaol,  detained  there  for  not  answer- 
ing questions  in  reference  to  a  bank- 
ruptcy not  really  before  the  Court  at  all. 
We  do  not  see  even  how  it  is  in  the 
power  of  the  Judge  to  release  him.  It 
would  seem  that  the  prisoner  is  to  re- 
main there  for  ever;  for  I  believe  it 
was  a  decision  of  one  of  the  Lords  Jus- 
tices that  such  an  imprisonment  could 
not  come  to  an  end  until  the  prisoner 
answers  the  questions.  We  complain 
that  all  this  state  of  things  has  been  pre- 
cipitated  by  the  misconduct  of  the  Official 
Assignee,  and  we  want  some  assurance 
that  the  question  shall  be  closely  looked 
into  and  a  remedy  applied. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.):  One 
of  these  Official  Assignees — a  gentleman 
recently  appointed — is  a  Tory  of  a  very 
strong  typo 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  discussion  is  becoming  irregular. 
It  appears  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
about  to  impugn  the  conduct  of  an 
official  whose  salary  is  not  provided  for 
in  the  Estimates;  and,  therefore,  it 
would  be  irregular  to  discuss  it. 

Mr.  CHANCE :  There  is  a  sum  of  £50 
having  reference  to  the  accounts  of 
Officicd  Assignees  under  sub-head  B  of 
Vote  23.  I  do  not  know  whether  that 
would  make  the  discussion  regular  ? 

The  chairman  :  I  do  not  think  it 
would. 

Mb.  p.  McDonald  (Sligo,  N.)  :  I  can 
point  out  a  means  by  which  we  can 
legitimately  discuss  this  question.  I 
quite  admit  with  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  that  the  Official  Assignee  is 
paid  by  percentage ;  but  there  is  another 
duty  arising  out  of  his  administration, 
and  that  is  the  proper  checking  of  the 
accounts  of  the  Official  Assignee.  The 
checking  of  these  accoimts  is  expected  to 
be  made  by  officials  of  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy  who  are  paid  out  of  the 
Estimates,  therefore,  on  account  of  this,' 
I  claim  the  right  to  discuss  the  manner 
in  which  this  checking  has  been  done. 
In  1859  we  had  an  Official  Assignee^ 
Mr.  Hall,  who  left  that  position  owin^ 
to  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  £5,804. 
That  seemed  a  grave  deficiency  on  his 
part  at  the  time  and  it  would  have  been 
expected 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order !  I 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  going 
to  point  out  a  way  in  which  the  condutS 
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of  the  Official  Assignee  in  respect  to  an 
imprisonment  for  contempt  of  Court 
could  be  called  in  question.  I  do  not 
see  the  connection  of  the  matter  he 
appears  to  be  entering  upon  with  that 
matter. 

Mb.  p.  McDonald  :  I  may,  perhaps, 

§o  more  briefly  to  the  point.  This 
eficiency  arose  from  the  fact 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  wish  the  hon. 
Member  to  explain  exactly  how  he  con- 
nects his  observations  with  any  Vote 
before  the  Committee  ? 

Me.  p.  McDonald  :  The  Vote  in- 
cludes a  portion  of  the  salaries  of  officials 
of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  whose  duty 
it  is  to  check  the  accounts  of  the  Official 
Assignee,  to  see  that  the  Official  As- 
signees have  duly  reported  the  payments 
made,  and  the  manner  in  which  they 
have  appropriated  them.  I  maintain  it 
is  from  the  want  of  this  checking,  a  duty 
for  which  the  public  pay,  that  reports 
were  not  made  to  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy, and,  in  consequence  of  this 
neglect,  deficiencies  have  arisen.  I  have 
mentioned  that  so  late  as  1859  one  of  the 
Official  Assignees 

Mr.  holmes  :  I  am  sorry  to  inter- 
rupt the  hon.  Member ;  but  I  cannot 
understand  what  officials  he  is  referring 
to.  So  far  as  I  am  aware  there  is  no 
payment  for  the  auditing  of  these 
accounts  coming  within  these  Estimates. 

Mb.  DILLON :  The  point  we  wish 
to  bring  under  consideration  is  one  that 
impugns  the  action  of  the  Court,  what 
we  consider  a  very  serious  maladminis- 
tration of  the  law  in  the  Irish  Bank- 
ruptcy Court.  Surely  it  will  not  be 
contended  when  the  entire  machinery  of 
that  Court  is  in  the  Estimates  we  are 
debarred  from  raising  this  ?  I  am  not 
lawyer  enough  to  say  what  official  is  re- 
sponsible for  this  maladministration; 
but  I  do  not  suppose  it  is  intended  we 
should  be  shut  out  from  debating  a 
serious  failure  of  justice  when  the  whole 
of  the  expenses  oi  the  Court  appears  on 
the  face  of  these  Estimates  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  am  not  quite 
sure  to  which  maladministration  the 
lion.  Member  refers.  Is  it  to  the  case  of 
imprisonment  for  contempt  ? 

Mb.  DILLON :  No. 

The  CHAIBMAN:  Then  when  did 
this  other  maladministration  happen  ? 

Mb.  DILLON :  It  is  that  of  which  I 
complained  at  first,  and  out  of  it  arose 
the  miprisonment  for  contempt,  that  in 

The  Chairtnan 


the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  proceedings 
having  been  instituted  by  a  creditor  for 
recovery  of  debt,  the  petitioner,  sub- 
sequently, through  his  solicitor,  desired 
to  withdraw  from  the  proceedings ;  but 
the  Court  and,  as  I  believe,  by  the  in- 
fluence of  improper  motives,  would  not 
allow  proceedings  to  stop,  and  they  go  on 
ad  infinitum  so  far  as  we  know. 

The  chairman  :  This  maladminis- 
tration, assuming  it  to  be  such,  is  totally 
distinct  from  that  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Sligo  (Mr.  P. 
McDonald). 

Mb.  DILLON :  Quite. 

The  chairman  :  It  is  the  matter 
involving  the  imprisonment  for  contempt 
of  Court,  and  it  cannot  be  discussed 
under  the  Yote  as  it  appears  to  be  due  to 
the  action  of  the  Official  Assignee,  who 
is  not  provided  for  by  the  Vote,  and 
there  are  no  grounds  for  calling  attention 
to  it. 

Mb.  T.  C.  HABEINGTON  :  We  are 
not  pointing  to  this  conduct  of  the 
Official  Assignee.  I  will  show  in  a 
moment  how  important  it  is  to  draw 
attention  to  this  matter.  We  are  pointing 
to  a  case  tested  in  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy, and  the  petitioning  creditor  in 
this  case  wishes  to  withdraw — he  has 
abandoned  his  position.  But  the  case 
goes  on.  He  has  no  money  to  meet  the 
expenses  incurred  in  Court  by  the  pro- 
ceedings going  on,  and  tho  House  will 
have  to  vote  the  money,  as  I  suppose 
we  are  voting  money  for  similar  cases. 
We  have  to  vote  money  for  maintaining 
litigation  that  both  parties  wish  to 
drop. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  It  is  quite  im- 
possible  to  discuss  the  matter  on  this 
Vote. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALT:  On  the 
point  of  Order,  Sir,  as  regards  the  Offi- 
cial Assignee.  Having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  the  Official  Assignee  is  not  paid 
directly  by  this  House,  whether  he  is 
not  respouBible  to  the  Judge,  whose 
salary  is  directly  concerned  in  the  Vote, 
will  it  not  be  possible  to  discuss  the 
conduct  of  the  Assignee  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  understand  that 
the  Judge  himself  is  powerless  in  the 
matter. 

Mb.  DILLON :  No,  Sir.  On  the  pre- 
vious  occasion  you  ruled  that  we  oould 
not  discuss  the  conduct  of  the  Judge 
when  I  was  under  the  impression  we 
oould  do  so,  not  appreciating  the  dis- 
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tinotion  between  the  Vote  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  and  the  charge  on  the  Con- 
solidated Fand.  I  eubmitted  at  once 
to  the  ruling;  but  the  charges  for  the 
Courts  are  voted  in  the  Estimates,  and 
I  belieye  that  we  might  discuss  the  con- 
duct of  the  official  of  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy. 

Mr.  p.  McDonald  :  If  I  might  be 
allowed  to  call  attention  to  the  case  of 
Mr.  James,  I  think  it  would  directly  and 
immediately  show  that  there  has  been  a 
want  of  the  performance  of  duty  on  the 
part  of  an  officer  of  the  Court  in  not 
checking  the  accounts  of  Mr.  James, 
and  that  the  Official  Assignee  became  a 
defaulter  under  circumstances  we  might 
discuss. 

The  OHAIBMAN:  The  case  intro- 
duced  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Sligo  is  totally  alien  from  the  other 
point  under  the  notice  of  the  Committee, 
and  has  no  reference  to  it.  Imperfectly 
informed,  as  I  am,  I  am  not  able  to  say 
whether  it  could  or  could  not  be  dis- 
cussed. The  substantial  point  raised  was 
inreferencetothecommittalf  or  contempt, 
the  action  of  the  Official  Assignee,  and 
that  apparently  does  not  come  within 
the  cognizance  of  the  Committee,  as  the 
sala^  of  that  official  does  not  come  in 
the  Vote. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  In  reference  to  the 
committal  for  contempt,  there  is  an 
item  for  the  expenses  of  the  Court  mes- 
sengers who  went  down  to  arrest  the 
rer.  gentleman,  in  the  sum  we  are 
voting,  together  with  the  expenses  of 
conducting  Father  Keller  to  gaol.  Will 
it  not  be  open  to  the  Committee  to  dis- 
cuss the  circumstances  under  which  such 
expenses  were  incurred  ? 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  No ;  I  think  that 
connection  is  much  too  remote. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  submit  to  your  ruling, 
Sir,  in  reference  to  the  committal  and  de- 
tention of  Father  Keller ;  but  I  do  trust 
the  Gt>Yemment  will  g^ve  us  some  con- 
cession in  the  matter  I  will  now  bring 
fSorward.  I  recently  visited  my  friend 
in  prison,  where  he  has  been  for  two 
months.  Thexe  is  not  a  man  in  Ireland, 
I  do  not  care  what  his  politics  may  be, 
who  has  not  the  greatest  respect  for  this 
gentleman,  and  does  not  believe  that  he 
went  to  prison  from  high  and  honour- 
able motives.  I  found  that  he  was  being 
treated  in  a!  way  that  is  perfectly  dis- 
graceful and  apublic  scandal.  I  found  that 
he  it  looked  up  in  a  small  room  for  22 


hours  out  of  the  24,  and  obtains  two  hours 
exercise  in  the  prison  court.  I  may  speak 
upon  this,  for  the  Yote  includes  £20,000 
for  Irish  Prisons.  The  prisoner  shares 
with  another  a  very  small  room,  and 
when  taking  exercise  by  marching  round 
a  yard,  is  not  allowed  to  speak  under 

fain  of  being  reported  for  punishment, 
could  hardly  believe  that  a  man  in  his 
position  could  be  so  treated  as  if  he  were 
a  criminal.  He  is  not  in  prison  for  any 
crime,  he  is  not  a  prisoner  in  the  ordinary 
sense;  he  is  simply  detained  on  technical 
grounds,  not  having  answered  questions 
put  to  him.  It  is  a  monstrous  scandal 
that  this  gentleman  should  be  treated 
like  a  felon ;  and  if  the  ordinary  rules  do 
not  meet  the  case,  then  a  special  rule  should 
be  applied,  and  he  should  be  allowed  rea- 
sonable exercise,  and  to  receive  visits  in 
the  evening ;  in  fact,  he  should  be  treated 
without  that  gross  brutality  to  which  he 
has  been  subjected.  The  Government 
will  facilitate  the  passing  of  the  Yote  if 
they  will  get  up  and  say  frankly  that 
this  gentleman  shall  be  treated  with 
humanity  and  every  consideration  con- 
sistent with  his  detention.  I  may  say 
that  the  Bev.  Father  Keller  never  wrote 
to  me,  or  made  any  complaint  of  his 
treatment ;  and  I  was  perfectly  horrified 
to  find  the  treatment  to  which  he  had 
been  subjected,  and  I  asked  him  why 
he  did  not  write  to  me,  that  I  might 
bring  the  subject  to  the  attention  of  the 
House.  I  feel  considerable  confidence 
that  if  I  had  an  opportunity  of  bringing 
the  matter  under  the  attention  of  the 
Government,  they  would  no  longer 
tolerate  such  a  condition  of  affairs. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  afraid  I 
can  give  no  pledge  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, beyond  the  one  I  have  already 
given.  When  this  question  was  brought 
before  the  House  on  a  former  occasion, 
I  promised  that  I  would  inquire  into  the 
whole  question  of  prison  accommodation 
and  rules.  That  pledge  I  now  repeat, 
but  I  cannot  go  beyond  it. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON :  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  that 
pledge,  has  he  taken  any  steps  whatever 
to  carry  it  out  ?  It  is  all  very  well  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  his 
time  in  making  these  inquiries ;  but  let 
him  remember  that  all  this  time  there 
is  confined  in  prison  one  who  stands  in- 
finitely higher  in  the  hearts  and  estima- 
tion of  the  Irish  people  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  ever  likely  to  standi 
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and  that  that  man  is  haying  all  kinds  of 
indignities  heaped  upon  him.  I  say  that 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  calculated  to  inflame  the  minds 
of  Irishmen  against  your  system.    After 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  treat- 
ment extended  to  one  who  stands  fore- 
most amongst  the  Irish  Priesthood,  who 
has    been    specially  honoured   by  his 
Bishop   since    his    imprisonment    com- 
menced, and  who  will,  undoubtedly,  one 
day  be  himself  a  Bishop  of  the  Diocese 
of  Oloyne,  the  Chief  Secretary,  although 
he  promises  to  inquire  into  the  matter, 
allows  several  weeks  to  pass  without 
oommencing  his  investigation  ;  he  does 
not  take  the  trouble  to  inform  himself 
how  the  rev.  gentleman  is  being  treated. 
Perhaps  he  will  relegate  the  duty  to  his 
rieht  hon.   and  gallant  Colleague,   to 
whom  he  has  already  entrusted  the  task 
of   answering   Questions,  and  then  we 
shall  see  the  Champion  Orangeman  of 
Ireland  going  down  to  the  gaol  to  inquire 
into    the    treatment  of   Canon  Keller. 
Now,  Sir,  it  is  a  very  singular  fact  that 
while  the  Prisons  Act  of  1877  compels 
the  Prisons  Board  to  make  provision  for 
the  treatment  of  prisoners  detained  as 
first-dass  misdemeanants,  no  rules  what- 
ever   have    yet   been    drafted    by  the 
Prisons  Board  in  Ireland  under  the  pro- 
visions of  that  Act.     Of  course,  it  does 
not  matter  how  they  treat  their  ordinary 
prisoners.    If   it  is  only  an    ordinary 
prisoner — say,  for   instance,   an    Irish 
Member  of  Parliament — the  Board  can 
pursue  that  line  of    conduct  with  im- 
punity, and  this  House  will  approve  and 
applaud  the  conduct  of  the  Governors  in 
heaping  indignities  upon  him.     But,  Sir, 
I  would  point  out  that  Canon  Keller  is 
not  imprisoned  for  contempt  of  Court ; 
he  is  merely  imprisoned  under  a  statu- 
tory provision  in  the  Irish  Bankruptcy 
Act  enabling  the  Judge  to  detain  any 
witness  who  refuses  to  answer  a  ques- 
tion put  to  him.    It  is  a  mere  statutory 
power  of  detention ;  it  is  not  imprison- 
ment for  contempt;   yet  a  gentleman 
detained  under  such  a  provision  is,  for 
22  out  of  every  24  hours,  locked  in  a 
miserable  little  cell,  and  shut  out  from 
air  and  exercise,  while  during  the  two 
hour^  he  is  allowed  exercise  he  has  to 
march  round  a  ring,  like  a  horse  in  the 
hands  of  a  trainer,  a  warder  being  put 
in  the  centre  of  the  oirde  to  keep  order 
among  the  persons  allowed  this  exercise. 
Do  you  think  that  such  a  system  of 
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imprisonment,  that  such  a   method  of 
treating  rev.  gentlemen  in  that  position, 
of  treating  ministers  in  whom  the  people 
have  so  much  confidence,  is  calculated  to 
endear  your  system  of  administration  to 
the  Irish  people,  or  to  make  men  loyal  ? 
No  doubt  when  the  rev.  gentleman  comes 
out  of  gaol  he  will  speak  very  strongly 
on  your  system  of  administration.  What 
on  earth  is  the  reason  for  treating  in  this 
manner  two  clergymen  who  have  com- 
mitted no  ofiPence,  who  cannot  by  any 
possibility  defeat  the  ends  of  justice,  and 
who  cannot  defeat  the  process  of  law  in 
any  way  ?  Why  should  these  two  clergy- 
men, while  taking  exercise  in  the  same 
yard,    be    prevented    speaking  to  one 
another  ?    I  cannot  see  how  the  Prisons 
Board  can  possibly  justify  their  action. 
In  no  country  in  the  world,  except  Ire- 
land, would  such  a  system  be  tolerated. 
You  would  not  dare  treat  a  clergyman 
imprisoned  for  similar  causes  in  England 
in  this  way.    No ;  it  is  only  the  Irish 
people  that  you  dare  insult  in  that  way. 
Now,  Sir,  quite  recently  we  had  occasion 
to  bring  the  case  of  Canon  Keller  before 
the  Courts  in  Ireland  by  an  application 
for  Habeas  Corpus  to  go  to  the  Superior 
Courts.    To  do  that  it  was  necessary  for 
us  to  communicate  with  him.    We  found 
that  the  Prisons  Board — who  were  sup- 
posed  to   have   special   rules  for  the 
treatment  of  prisoners  such  as  these — 
woidd  not  allow  Father  Keller  facilities 
for  seeing  his  counsel.     Such  an  extra- 
ordinary state  of  things  could  not  occur 
in  any  other  civilized  country.     If  you 
have  a  man  in  gaol  awaiting  his  trial  for 
a  crime,  however  serious  it  may  be,  you 
allow  his  solicitor,  or  counsel,  to  have 
free  access  to  him  for  consultation  with 
reference  to  his  case.    But  here  you  have 
a  clergyman  detained,  not  for  any  crime 
— not  even  for  contempt  of  Court — and 
what  do  the  Prisons  Board  say  to  his 
application  for   permission  to   see  his 
coimsel  ?    They  say,  if  you  were  await- 
ing   your   trial  for  a  crime,  however 
heinous,  you  should  have  every  freedom 
to  see  your  solicitor  or  counsel,  but  be- 
cause you  are  not  a  criminal,  because 
you   have   committed    no    offence,  we 
cannot  deal  with  your  case,  and  we  must 
deny  you  the  right  to  see  your  counsel 
in  private.    If  he  comes  to  see  you  there 
must  be  a  warder  present,  to  listen  to 
your  conversation,  and  to  check  it,  if,  to 
his  untutored  mind,  it  appeared  to  be 
his  duty  to  interfeie* .  I  say  that  suoh  a 
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system  is  calculated  to  bring  discredit 
and  disgrace  upon  your  system,  and  to 
perpetuate  the  hate  which  already  exists 
m  the  minds  of  the  people  against  that 
system.  But,  in  addition  to  his  treat- 
ment in  prison,  I  foel  bound  to  call 
attention  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
rer.  gentleman  was  arrested  and  dragged 
to  gaol,  which  affords  another  example 
of  your  yicious  system  of  goyernment. 
The  officers  of  the  Bankruptcy  Court, 
when  they  ordered  his  arrest,  knew  very 
well  that  Uanon  Keller  had  no  knowledge 
whatever  of  the  affairs  of  the  bankrupt 
in  reference  to  which  he  was  called. 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order! 
The  question  is  the  treatment  of  Father 
K^er  in  prison.  The  hon.  Member  is 
going  beyond  that. 

MB.T.C.  HAEEINGTON:  I  did  not 
intend  to  do  anything  of  the  kind,  Sir. 
I  was  referring  to  the  circumstances  of 
the  Bey.  Canon's  arrest,  because  I  hap- 
pened to  be  a  witness  of  it,  and  I  took 
it  to  be  a  portion  of  his  gaol  treatment. 
Bat  I  need  not  pursue  the  subject  fur- 
ther. I  can  only  say  that  I  am  surprised 
at  the  manner  in  which  the  Govemmont 
have  treated  our  remarks  on  this  sub- 
ject. I  do  not  know  anything  calculated 
to  reflect  more  discredit' upon  them  than 
that  at  a  time  when  they  are  endeayour- 
ing  to  make  special  proyision  for  the 
repression  of  crime  in  Ireland,  they 
shoald  offer  an  open  and  deliberate  in- 
sult to  the  people  of  that  country  by  de- 
taining this  rey.  gentleman  as  a  prisoner, 
and  by  preyenting  him  free  access  to  his 
counsel,  simply  because  he  is  not  in  gaol 
on  a  criminal  charge  or  for  contempt  of 
Oonrt.  I  hope  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  has  not  said  his  last  word  on 
this  sabjeot;  it  would,  indeed  be  a 
teriouB  tning  if  he  allowed  it  to  go  forth 
to  the  country  that  he  was  unable  to  in- 
terfere in  this  matter.  The  Prisons 
Board  is  in  no  way  responsible  to  the 
people  of  Ireland ;  they  may  be  said  to 
De  tne  creatures  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Irdand.  Fully  a  month  has  elapsed 
since  he  promised  to  inquire  into  the 
vtaiement  as  to  the  treatment  in  prison 
of  tiiese  rey.  gentlemen ;  he  has  not  yet 
done  so ;  are  we  to  understand  that  he 
is  nnable  to  deyote  his  yery  great  mind 
to  inqoiring  into  this  yery  small  matter 
of  detail?  Are  Father  Keller  and 
FaUier  Byan,  under  these  circumstances, 
to  be  left  in  gaol  until  their  healths  are 
broken/  and  to  be  sent  back  to  their 


people  in  a  state  which  will  inyoke  curses 
upon  your  system  of  prison  treatment  ? 

Db.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.):  I  venture  to 
join  in  the  appeal  of  my  hon.  and 
learnod  Friend.  Let  them  consider  the 
principle  underlying  this  imprisonment. 
I  maintain  it  is  not  intended  to  be  puni- 
tive. Here  are  Father  Keller  and 
Father  Byan — men  accustomed  to  lead 
healthy  lives — locked  in  a  cell  22  out  of 
24  hours.  Is  not  that  punitive  ?  Is  it 
not  calculated  to  break  down  their 
healths  ?  My  experience  in  life  tells  me 
such  treatment  constitutes  a  very  great 
punishment,  and  one  which  invariably 
produces  serious  constitutional  effects, 
wherever  it  is  prolonged  to  any  extent. 
The  Prisons  Board  is,  I  am  informed, 
composed  of  three  men,  the  Chairman 
being  the  Hon.  Mr.  Burke,  whose  re- 
moval is  recommended  by  the  Prisons 
Commissioners,  because  they  found  him 
to  be  so  entirely  out  of  sympathy  with 
the  times.  This  Board  met  in  Dublin, 
and  it  was  recommended  that  the  rules 
governing  Father  Keller's  imprisonment 
should  be  considerably  relaxed,  and  that 
he  should  be  allowed  two  or  three  addi- 
tional hours'  exercise  daily;  but  the  recom- 
mendations were  never  put  into  effect. 
The  House  would  like  to  know  why 
that  is  the  case.  No  doubt  the  very 
rigorous  imprisonment  will  be  most 
detrimental  to  a  man  like  Father  Keller. 
He  desired  to  see  me,  and  I  went  to  the 
prison,  but  I  was  turned  away.  The 
Prison  Governor  refused  to  allow  me  to 
see  him.  I  do  not  complain  of  the  action 
of  the  Governor,  he  was  most  courteous; 
but  I  do  quarrel  with  the  prison  rules. 
I  do  think  no  rule  should  compel  Father 
Keller  to  see  the  prison  doctor  when  he 
prefers  his  own.  This  is  an  example  of 
how  the  prison  rules  are  interpreted. 
The  Prisons  Board,  like  other  Irish 
Boards,  is  an  autocratic  body ;  it  is  not 
responsible  to  the  people.  I  appeal  to 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  use 
his  influence  with  the  Prisons  Board.  If 
the  Government  had  a  sparkle  of  intelli- 
gence they  would  not  hesitate  to  relax 
these  niles  and  make  them  as  lenient  as 
possible,  and  not  make  a  man,  who  is 
undoubtedly  a  political  power  in  the 
country,  more  of  a  martyr  than  he  has 
already  become  through  their  action. 
The  Government  seem  to  have  no  idea 
of  taking  into  consideration  what  are  the 
motives  actuating  a  man  in  Father 
Keller's  position,  they  ignore  the  feel- 
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ings  of  the  people  among  whom  he  lives 
and  by  whom  he  is  beloved.  It  is  not  to 
be  denied  that  in  every  constitutionally 
governed  country  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
governors  to  try  and  find  out  what  are 
the  reasonable  aspirations  of  those  over 
whom  they  are  placed  and  to  secure  that, 
as  far  as  possible,  their  legislation  shall 
come  within  the  spirit  of  those  limits. 
But  the  very  opposite  line  of  conduct 
marks  the  acts  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment in  Ireland.  I  would  appeal,  Sir,  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  descend  from  the  pedestal  on 
which  he  has  placed  himself,  and  to 
consider  these  matters  which  affect  poor 
mortals.  Let  him  give  his  great  mind  to 
see  ho  w  things  are  managed  in  Ireland, 
and  if  he  will  only  devote  some  thought- 
ful consideration  to  it,  he  will  acquire  a 
more  intimate  knowledge  of  the  men 
over  whom  he  is  placed. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  have  risen  for  the  purpose  of  pointing 
out  to  the  Government  the  extremely 
unfair  position  in  which  they  put  English 
Members  by  taking  part  Votes  on 
account.  If  we  discuss  in  fulness  any 
Vote  to  which  we  have  objection,  we 
put  ourselves  under  the  suspicion  of  de- 
siring to  obstruct  the  Busmess  of  the 
Government;  but  if  we  allow  large  sums 
of  money  to  be  voted  without  question 
we  put  ourselves  in  the  position  of  not 
doing  justice  to  our  constituents.  There 
are  several  Votes  and  several  matters 
involved  in  the  Vote  on  Account  which 
I  have  already  raised  by  Question  in  this 
House,  and  in  regard  to  some  I  have 

given  Notice  of  my  intention  to  raise  a 
iscussion  of  them  when  the  Estimates 
are  considered.  I  do  not  intend  to  do  it 
at  this  stage;  but  if,  on  another  occasion, 
it  is  found  necessary  to  take  a  Vote  on 
Account  instead  of  submitting  the  Esti- 
mates in  the  ordinary  way,  I  give  notice 
that  I  must,  at  any  risk,  raise  the  points 
I  wish  to  have  discussed. 

Mr.  ILLINGWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.)  :  I  really  think  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land cannot  have  considered  the  question. 
If  it  be  true  that  a  month  ago  an  appeal 
was  made  to  him  relative  to  the  treat- 
ment of  this  Gentleman — 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOTJH:  Although  a 
statement  to  that  effect  has  been  twice 
made,  I  was  unwilling  to  interrupt  hon. 
Members.  But  it  is  a  fact  I  never  made 
any  such  promise  with  regard  to  Fa^er 
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Keller,  nor  did  I  say  anything  on  this 
matter  a  month  ago.  A  few  days  ago, 
while  the  Committee  was  on  the  first 
clause  of  the  Crimes  Bill,  I  gave  a 
general  pledge  to  look  into  the  question 
of  prison  administration. 

Mb.  T.  C.  HABRINGKTON  :  Father 
Keller's  case  was  mentioned  more  than 
a  month  ago.  

Mb.  ILLINGWORTH :  But  it  is  the 
fact  that  two  rev.  gentlemen  are  at  this 
moment  in  prison  in  Ireland.  At  this 
time  too,  there  is  a  clergyman  in  an 
English  prison  for  contempt  of  Court. 
I  know  for  a  fact  that  the  treatment  in 
the  two  cases  is  as  different  as  possible. 
If  this  is  to  continue  how  can  the  Go- 
vernment hope  to  reconcile  Ireland  to 
British  rule  ?  Can  there  be  any  rhyme 
or  reason  for  the  supercilious  answer  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ?  Surely  he 
might  give  us  some  comfort  by  assuring 
us  that  there  will  be  expedition  used. 
In  my  opinion,  there  ought  not  to  be  an 
hour  lost  in  which  the  feelings  and  in- 
dignation of  the  Irish  people  can  be 
justifiably  aroused,  yet  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  leave  the  Committee  in 
doubt  as  to  whether  he  has  already 
initiated  an  inquiry,  or  whether  he  pro- 

Soses  doing  so  before  Whitsuntide.  He 
oes  not  gpive  us  the  slightest  indication 
that  in  his  mind  he  deems  this  question 
to  be  one  of  urgency.  There  are,  I  be- 
lieve, few  questions  which  more  appro- 
priately might  engage  the  immediate 
attention  of  Parliament  than  the  treat- 
ment of  gentlemen  confined  under  these 
conditions  in  Irish  prisons. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  Two  Irish  priests  are 
in  prison  charged  with  no  offence  what- 
soever ;  they  are  subjected  to  consider- 
able indignity ;  for  22  out  of  24  hours 
they  are  locked  in  a  miserable  damp 
room,  what  little  exercise  they  are 
allowed  they  have  to  take  as  felons,  and 
if  for  the  whole  two  hours  they  do  not 
choose  to  keep  on  their  feet  they  are  led 
back  to  their  rooms  and  again  locked 
up.  The  letters  which  they  receive  and 
write  are  opened;  if  the  contents  are 
considered  objectionable  they  are  sup- 
pressed. I  can  perfectly  well  under- 
stand why  these  two  priests  are  detained 
in  prison.  It  is  because  they  have  advo- 
cated a  certain  Plan  of  Campaign.  The 
Government  tried  to  tackle  that  plan  in 
the  open  with  the  powerful  weapons  of 
jury  packing,  a  paid  public  Press,  and 
a  full  bar  of  Grown  lawyers.     They 
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failed  miserably;  and,  therefore,  they 
took  the  most  despicable  course  of 
catchiDg  CaUiolic  clergymen,  asking 
them  questions  they  would  certainly  re- 
fuse to  answer,  and  treating  them  as 
felons  for  that  refusal.  I  would  remind 
the  Committee  that  these  priests,  in 
refusing  to  betray  their  Flan  of  Cam- 
paign, acted  precisely  in  the  same  way 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
when  he  refused  to  betray  his  Flan  of 
Campaign. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order!  order! 
The  hon.  Member  is  suffering  himself  to 
wander  very  far  from  the  subject. 

Mb.  chance  :  I  understood  that  the 
subject  was  the  treatment  in  prison  of 
Father  Keller,  and  I  wanted  to  point 
out  the  causes  which,  in  my  opinion,  led 
to  that  treatment.  I  also  wanted  to 
point  out  that  there  were  no  rules 
specially  framed  for  the  treatment  of 
these  prisoners,  and  to  suggest  it  was  in 
the  power  of  the  Castle  Authorities  to 
frame  such  rules.  If  that  line  of  argu- 
ment is  out  of  Order,  I  will  not  proceed 
with  it. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  I  have  instructed 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  perfectly  at 
liberty  to  discuss  the  treatment  of  these 
gentlemen  in  prison. 

Ma.  CHANCE :  It  is  perfectly  im- 
possible to  carry  on  the  discussion  in 
that  way.  This  is  the  third  or  fourth 
time  to-night  that  Irish  Members  have 
found  it  impossible  to  raise  distinct  and 
important  issues.  I  trust  that  the  Go- 
vemment  will  have  the  manliness  to  meet 
us  in  open  fair  square  fight,  instead  of 
acting  in  this  miserable,  mean,  and 
degraded  manner. 

Ma.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Glamorgan, 
Bhondda) :  Will  the  Government  say 
whether  the  treatment  of  a  clergyman 
confined  in  England  or  Scotland  for 
contempt  of  Court,  is  the  same  as  that 
to  which  Father  Keller  is  subjected. 
There  is  now  a  clergyman  imprisoned 
for  contempt  of  Court.  Does  his  treat- 
ment differ  in  any  way  from  the  treat- 
ment accorded  to  Father  Keller  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  I  have  no  reason  to 
belieye  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W. 
Abrahams)  has  stated  what  is  incorrect. 
I  have  no  knowledge  of  the  facts  of  the 
case,  but  I  believe  the  treatment  is  of 
precisely  the  same  character. 


Ma.  ILMNQWORTH  (Bradford,  W.) : 
My  information  is  from  the  public  prints, 
and  there  it  was  stated  that  this  clergy- 
man is  allowed  to  see  his  friends,  and 
that  every  luxury  is  provided  for,  and 
every  consideration  shown  to  him. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
wish  to  say  a  word  or  two  on  what 
strikes  me  as  a  legal  matter  arising  out 
of  this  Vote,  on  which  I  should  like  to 
hear  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.  I  put  a  Question  on  the 
matter  a  few  days  ago,  and  it  does 
appear  to  me  to  be  a  very  important 
subject.  As  I  understand  it,  there  are 
two  classes  of  prisoners  who  are  treated 
in  a  somewhat  exceptional  manner — 
untried  prisoners,  and  what  are  called 
first-class  misdemeanants.  It  is  per- 
fectly plain  that  persons  who  are  com* 
mitted  for  refusing  to  answer  questions 
do  not  come  within  either  category — 
they  are  not  untried  prisoners,  because 
they  are  charged  with  no  offence,  and 
cannot  possibly  be  tried ;  they  are  not 
committed  for  contempt,  because  that  is 
not  the  form  of  the  warrant  under  which 
they  are  held  in  custody,  and  the 
statistics  under  which  they  are  com- 
mitted do  not  describe  their  offence  as 
contempt  of  Court.  That  being  so,  I 
wish  to  be  informed  why  the  Prisons 
Board  have  taken  it  upon  themselves  to 
treat  these  gentlemen  as  if  they  had  been 
committed  for  contempt  of  Court  ?  For 
my  part,  I  deny  that  the  Board  have  any 
right  whatever  to  do  so.  It  seems  to 
me  that  these  persons  constitute  a  third 
and  perfectly  distinct  category  of  the 
prisoners  whose  case  is  not  met  by  the 
prison  rules  as  they  are  at  present 
drawn  up.  That  being  so,  and  these 
being  privileged  prisoners,  as  I  may  call 
them,  and  the  Prisons  Board  having 
been  put,  in  a  certain  sense,  to  choose 
whether  they  would  treat  these  gentle- 
men as  untried  prisoners,  or  prisoners 
committed  for  contempt,  I  want  to  know 
why  they  have  selected  the  severer 
rigifM?  I  respectfully  submit  that  it 
was  perfectly  open  to  the  Board  to  have 
treated  these  gentlemen  as  untried  pri- 
soners, a  category  which  is  quite  as 
applicable  to  them  as  the  other.  The 
section  under  which  they  are  imprisoned 
does  not  describe  their  offence — if  I  may 
call  it  an  offence — at  all  as  contempt  of 
Court.  It  simply  authorizes  the  Judge 
before  whom  they  may  be  examined  to 
commit  them  to  prison  for  refusing  to 
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answer  qaestions,  and  that  is  altogether 
different  from  the  ordinary  oases,  either 
of  persons  committed  for  contempt  by  the 
High  Court,  and  by  the  Common  Law 
power  which  the  Inferior  Courts  have.  I 
hold,  therefore,  that  the  Prisons  Board 
have  exceeded  their  powers  in  this  matter ; 
or,  at  any  rate,  they  have  exercised,  and 
are  exercising  them,  if  they  have  any 
discretion,  in  a  perfectly  unwarrantable 
fashion.  I  say  it  was  perfectly  open  to 
them,  when  they  were  deciding  in  what 
manner  these  gentlemen  should  be 
treated,  to  have  said — ''As  the  law 
stands  they  are  not  convicted  prisoners, 
nor  untried  prisoners,  nor  persons  com- 
mitted for  contempt,  and  we  will  put 
them  in  the  category  of  untried  pri- 
soners." This  is  a  very  important 
matter.  We  have  been  for  several 
weeks  past  discussing  the  1st  section  of 
the  Cnmes  BiU.  [  Cries  of  "  Order ! ''] 
I  think  this  is  perfectly  relevant;  be- 
cause the  persons  who  are  committed 
for  refusing  to  answer  questions  at  the 
secret  inquiry  will  be  in  exactly  the 
same  position  as  the  two  gentlemen  who 
are  now  in  gaol.  The  section  of  the 
Petty  Sessions  Act  under  which  pri- 
soners will  be  committed  for  refusing 
to  answer  at  the  secret  inquiries  are 
equally  silent  as  to  the  category  in 
which  these  persons  will  be  placed  in 
prison.  It  does  not  describe  the  offence 
as  contempt  of  Court,  but  leaves  the 
question  of  treatment  for  the  Prisons 
Board  to  decide.  That  being  so,  I  ask 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  whose 
attention  I  drew  to  this  matter  some 
time  ago,  to  explain  to  this  Committee 
on  what  ground  the  Prisons  Board  took 
it  upon  themselves  to  say  that  these 
prisoners  are  prisoners  committed  for 
contempt  of  Court,  and  to  refuse  to 
rank  them  as  untried  prisoners. 

Mr.  holmes  :  I  do  not  wish  to  pro- 
long this  debate ;  but  with  reference  to 
the  question  which  has  been  asked  me, 
my  answer,  I  hope,  will  be  satisfactory 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman.  This  question 
has  not  now  arisen  for  the  first  time. 
Ever  since  the  year  1859  this  has  been  a 
matter  which,  from  time  to  time,  has 
had  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Prisons 
Board  and  the  Irish  Authorities.  From 
that  time  down  to  the  present,  persons 
who  have  refused  to  answer  questions 
in  the  Higher  Courts  have  been  treated 
as  if  they  were  committed  for  contempt 
of  CJourt.    And  for  a  very  good  reasoui 
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because  they  are  committed  for  con- 
tempt of  Court.  The  Superior  Courts 
require  no  Statute.  When  a  witness 
will  not  answer  he  is  committed;  but 
when  a  Statute  called  into  existence  the 
Bankruptcy  Court  in  Ireland,  power 
was  given  to  imprison  persons  for  not 
answering  questions,  just  as  the  Superior 
Courts  have  power  to  commit  for  con- 
tempt of  Court 

Mb.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON :  But  the 
power  to  commit  in  the  Bankruptcy 
Court  is  a  distinct  power. 

Mb.  HOLMES:  Yes;  but  the  two 
things  do  not  differ  in  the  slightest 
degree,  and  if  a  witness  declines  to 
answer  questions  the  offence  is  really  of 
the  same  character  as  contempt  of  Court. 
It  is  essentially  a  similar  offence.  Tou 
cannot  draw  any  distinction ;  and,  there- 
fore, as  I  say,  the  rule  which  has  been 
followed  since  1859  is  justifiable. 

Mb.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON:  I  can 
assure  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
that  he  is  very  much  at  sea  in  this 
matter.  I  do  not  complain  of  that,  for 
we  all  know  that  the  Bankruptcy  Law  is 
a  thing  which  very  few  lawyers  go  to 
the  trouble  of  studying.  But  if  he  will 
examine  the  matter,  he  will  see  that 
there  is  the  greatest  distinction  between 
an  ordinary  case  of  a  witness  refusing  to 
answer  a  question  and  a  witness  com- 
mitted for  contempt.  The  two  things 
are  treated  in  different  ways.  There 
are  two  different  Schedules  attached  to 
the  Bankruptcy  Act  setting  out  two  dif- 
ferent forms.  One  of  them,  Schedule  W 
of  the  Act  of  1867,  sets  forth  the  re- 
fusal of  the  witness  to  answer.  The 
other,  Schedule  Y,  is  the  form  of  war- 
rant for  the  committal  of  a  person  for 
contempt.  If  the  two  things  are  one 
and  the  same,  the  draftsman  would  not 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  put  two 
separate  Schedules  to  the  Bill  giving 
two  different  forms  of  warrant.  The 
fact  is,  that  under  the  old  Bankruptcy 
Law  there  was  this  power  to  imprison  a 
witness  who  refused  to  answer,  or  to 
sign  his  depositions,  and  the  whole  of 
the  depositions  had  to  be  set  out  in  the 
warrant  for  his  committal.  What  took 
place  was  this — that  a  section  was  intro- 
duced in  the  Act  by  which  it  was  made 
unnecessary  to  set  out  the  depositions  in 
the  warrant;  and  it  became  only  neces- 
sary for  the  Judge,  in  makine  the  order 
for  the  committid,  to  refer  to  taa  number 
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of  the  qaestion  on  the  depositions.  That 
is  preoisely  the  case  in  Father  Keller's 
imprisonment.  The  question  is  set  out 
on  the  face  of  the  warrant  numerically, 
thereby  taking  the  ofiPence  out  of  the 


and  indignities  are  iuflicted  upon  them 
which  were  never  contemplated  at  the 
time  the  Bankruptcy  Act  was  passed.  I 
do  not  think  we  should  be  doing  justice 
to  our  constituents  if  we  were  to  rest 


category  of  contempt  of  Court.     So  it  is  content  with  the  answer  of   the  right 

treated  by  the  Judges.    I    have  been  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman   the    At- 

arguing  the  question  during  the  last  few  torney  General  for  Ireland,  and  I  think 

days  before  the  Judges  of  Ireland,  and  we  are  entitled  to  a  further  answer.     I, 

they  are  not  disposed  to  dismiss  it  in  the  therefore,  beg  to  move  that  you  report 

very  summary  way  which  the  right  hon.  Progress. 

and  learned   Gentleman  the    Attorney  ,,  ..            ,          j   i-\      x*        nmx.  i. 

General  for  Ireland  wishes  to  do  now.  ,,  ^?,^i^?  "^""^^  *°^  Question,   -That 

The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  *^f  Chairman  do  report  Progress   and 

may  allow  me,  also,  to  point  out  that  «i.^  ^?^7  *^  sit   again,  ^{Mr    T.    C. 

the  Prisons  Act  of  1877  gave  power  to  ^^rrtngton,)--^Mt,  and  negatived. 

the  Prisons  Board  to  make  orders  in  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

cases  of  this  kind,  and  there  is  no  need  Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow. 

to  go  back  to  1859,  and  to  say  that  the 

practice  then  followed  has  been  continued  Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednes- 

up  to  the  present  time,  when  the  addi-  day. 

tional  powers  given  to  the  Prisons  Board 

in   1877   are  taken  into  consideration.  COAL  MINES,  &c.  REGULATION  BILL. 

What  I  complain  of  is,  that  while  there  (Mr,  Secretary  Matthews,  Mr.  Stuart'  Worthy.) 

are  two  sets  of  rules  to  meet  the  case  of  r«,,^  i  qa  t     r.^..^..,^^^ 

,1                  .1             X  •    J  I  BILL  130.  I      COMMITTEE. 

prisoners  who  have  not  been  tried,  or  ^                -[ 

Prisoners  who  are  not  sentenced  for  any  Order  for  Committee  read, 

efinite  offence,  the  Prisons  Board  have  ^^  j  g.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 

elected  to  treat  Canon  Keller  and  Father  ^,^^3) .    i  ^ise  to    appeal  to  the  Go- 

Eyan  under  the  most  severe  of  those  sets  ^emment  in  the  very  strongest  manner 

of  rules.     The  first-class  misdemeanant  j^  ^^     ^d  to  this  Bill.     Considering  the 

was  originally  the  imprisoned  debtor,  large  number  of  people  who  are  interested 

and,  of  course,  no  one  can  deny  that  j^  j,    -^^  extreme  importance,  and  the 

there  must  be  soDQO  question  of  punish-  unexpected  way    in   which  the  second 

ment  attached  to  imprisonments  of  that  reading  was  taken,   I    wish  to  ask  the 

nature.    Then  there  is  the  case  of  pri-  Government  whetlier  they  will  not  put 

soners  awaiting  trial  who  are  allowed  j^.  ^^wn  for  some  date  when  we  can  have 

certam  privileges  to  which  the  first-class  ^n  adequate  discussion  upon  it  ?     I  do 

misdemeanant  IS  not  entitled,  such  as  ^^^  g^g  ^hat  it  is  possible  to  have  such 

full  access  to  his  counsel  and  his  medical  adequate  discussion  this  side  of  Whitsun- 

adviser,  and  the  right  of  free  correspon-  ^^^3^  ^nd  in  the  absence  of  any  assurance 

dence.^  The  nerson  committed  for  con-  ^j^^^  ^^^     ^^  ^^^  us  facilities  before 

temptis,  on  the  other  hand,  restricted  to  Whitsuntide,  I  beg  to  move  that  the 

a  great  extent  as  to  his  correspondence,  ^^^^^  Y}Q  postponed    until  the  9th    of 

nor  IB  he  allowed    free  access    to  his  j^^^^^  ^j^jph,  I  believe,  is  the  Thursday 

counsel  or  his  medical  adviser.     Could  immediately  after  the  reassembling  of 

there  be  anything  more  absurd  than  to  ^^  House, 
contend  that  one  whose  offence  is  not 

Bufficiently  great  to  place  him  within  the  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

category  of  committal  for  contempt  of  ''That  the  Committee  be  deferred  till 

Court  is  not  to  have  the  same  right  as  a  Thursday  9th  June." — {Mr.  J.  E.  Mlie.) 

man  who  is  charged  with   a  heinious       _       ^cmaany  t  nroT\        ,   nroT^A 

offence,  but  who  halnot  yet  been  brought  ^^  FER8T  LORD  ovraz   TREA- 

to  trial  ?    If  these  rev.  gentlemen  were  ^^J .  (^r.   W.    H.  Smith)  (Strand, 

in  prison  awaiting    tritl    on    a  grave  Westmmeter) :  If  it  is  the  wish  of  hon. 

charge,  they  would  have  free  access  to  Gentlemen  that  the    Order  shoud  be 

their  counsel  and  medical  adviser,  and  definitely  postponed  unta    the   9th   of 

free  correspondence.    These  privileges  f"^?'  ^^"^  Government  will  offer  no  ob- 

are  denied  because  the  Prisons  Board  J^otion. 

refuse  to  carry  outan  Act  of  Parliament,  Question  put,  and  agreei  to. 

VOL,  OOOXY.    [THnto  sEsiKs.]  I 
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—                               _         ,    „^,-,,  ment  of  this  debate,  on  the  irround  that 

TRUSTS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT  (1867)  AMEND-  j^  j^  ^^^^     ;„         i'bJe   at  this  hour  to 

MENT  BILL.-[B...  226.]  j;^^^  ^  g?,,  J^j^^  importance.     It  haa 

(Jfr.  SoiK./»r  0*ni«J  ftr  Scotland,  Thi   Lord  g2  elauses ;  it  deals  with  every  parish  in 

Adveeaie.)  England,  with  few  eKOoptione;  it  estab- 

SECOND  READiifo.  lishes  a  Corporation  in  every  parish,  and 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read.  ^''^bles  those  Corporations   to   borrow 

™         r,^-, -r^r.^^-^    r^m-.T^r..-r  money   and   acquire  land   without   the 

„J,"„",  ^'^i^P^","?^*^    ",  «•«•»'  °»  Ihi.  Home,  on  tho  .Muritj- 

8C0ILAND  (Mr.  J  P.  B.  EoBiETsm)  „,  ,,,,  p„„,  i,„  F„„d.     i  „„iy  „,„ii„i 

ot  Ibis  Biil,  I  wish  to  make  only  ono  „„i  ,y,  ^.^  uj,,  ^y,^  „     t,  „„,  ^  be 

obserration.    We  propose  in  Oommitl.e  proceeded  witb  in  this  fashion. 
to  bring  forward  Amendments  to  simphfy 

and  extend  the  scope  of  this  Bill  merely  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

to  this  extent.     Instead  of  enabling  the  "  That  the  Debate  bo  now  adjourned." 

trustees  to  go  to  the  Court  for  powers  —{llr.  Radcliffe  Cooks.) 

nnder  this  Bill,   we  propose  that    the  -^^     BE0ADHUE8T    (Nottingham, 

trustees  shall  have  so  me  power  without  -^_^ .  j  ^-^^^  ^^           j  ^  ^^   -^^  ^^^' 

going  to    he  Court  at  all;  and,  m  the  Q^n'tieman  the  Leader  of  the  Houao  to 

secoDd  place,   we  propose  that  clauses  ^^^  ^^^  influence  with  his  lollowers  to 

shon  d  he  inserted  which  will  have  the  j^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^  withdraw  this  Motion. 

effect  of  ratifying   reductions    of  rent  ^^^^  Allotments  Question  is  one  that  is 

which  mayhayo  been  given  by  the  tnis-  ^^n  understood  by  nearly  every  Member 

tees  on  their  own  motion.  ^^  ^^j^  ^^^^^      j^  ;^  ^  slibject  in  which 

Motion  made,    and   Question,   "That  great  interest  is  taken  by  hon.  Gentlemen 

the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"—  on  both  sides  of  the  House.    The  hon. 

{llr.  Soluilor    Oentral  for    Scotland,) —  Baronet  the  Member  for  East  Norfolk 

put,  and  agrtsd  to.  (Sir  Edward  Birkbeck)  has  a  very  useful 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  cetnmiUei  Bill  before  the  House,  and  he  has  re- 

for  Monday  next.  ceived  very  great  assistanoe  this  Session 

from  my  hon.  Friends  here.     I  myself 

PARISH    ALLOTMENTS     COMMITTEES  ^^'^^  ^™®  •K\io.t  1   could  to  assist  the 

BILL— [Bill  170]  passage  of  that  Bill,  and  if  the  right 

{,M..Cobb.Ur.chan»i»s,Mr.FuU.r,Mr.Ja«^  W    Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 

\miU,Mr.SerUriaard,^,Mr.Thou,a,Eai..)  '^''\^  ^"^ A^.^'t-f^  ensure  the   second 

"                                                              '  readmg  of  tuia  Bill,  we  might,  perhaps, 

BEOoiro  EiiDiito.  j„j  ,j„  i„  „„re  ample  debate. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read.  The  FIRST  LOBD  of  the  TREA- 

Me.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,Engbj):  SJ™'*'.  <"'■,  ™!;    ^-    J",™)    ^''?»^' 

Ifeelthatitwouldnotberighlatthilverj  Wesljnmster) :  No  one  fee  .  more  inte- 

Ute  hour  that  I  should  detkin  the  Honse  V^  ';'''"  q"«'><»  of  allotmenU  than 

with  anv  siplanalion  of  this  Bill,  which  ' '''>  "»''  I".*™  ^""'l  «°'i  ''"■  '"'""jL" 

has  been  for  some  time  before  the  House  •'""'J  '"■"'b  »»  "■•••,  Benches     The 

I  beUeyo  that  soma  Bill  of  this  sort  will  OeT'"""'  ''■"•»  A  lolmonts  Bill  of 

command  the  approval  of  all  parties  in  'heir  own,   which   will  deal  with  the 

tbe  House,  and  the  only  object  I  now  question  much  more  effectually  and  tbo- 

havo  in  riew  is  to  do  somothing  towards  roughly  than  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Gen- 

putting  this  allotmsnts  question  at  least  "•""  »PP»»'«  ("r.  Cobb).    The  hon. 

one  stage  forward.     In  tbe  hope  that  Membsr  only  asks  us  for  an  assurance 

the  QoTemment  will  give  an  assurance  that  we  should  give  this  matter  one  step 

that  that  is  also  their  intention,  I  wiU  '»r»ard     We  believe  that  wiU  be  best 

confine  myself    to  moving   the  second  ••"""'i  'j  ""  oonsiderstion  of  a  moa- 

readiog  of  the  BiU.  ""re  which  is  about  to  be  introduced  in 

__  ,.           ,         ,  n      ,.                  ,  "  another  place,"  and  which,  we  hope, 

Motion  mado,  and  Ouestion  proposed,  ^im,,    ,„cj  through  this  House  during 

"ThattheBm  be  now  read  a  second  the  „^^„i  8„,i„»      t],,   machine^ 

time.  —[Mr.  Cobb.1  ^jj^   ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^    QenUeman  {Mr. 

.Hb.  BADOLIFFE  OOOKE  (Newing-  Cobb)  has  clothed  this  measure  we  deem 

ton,  W.) :  1  bef*  to  move  the  adjourn*  to  be  unsfttisfactory ;  and,  therefore,  I 
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liope  the  hon.  Member  will  consent  to 
postpone  this  Bill  until  he  can  see  our 
own  measure,  which  we  believe  will  be 
thoroughly  satisfactory  to  both  sides  of 
the  House. 

Mb.  COBB :  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  will,  I  am 
Bare»  give  me  credit  for  only  trying  to 
do  what  is  in  my  power  to  push  this 
question  forward.  It  will,  perhaps,  be 
also  within  his  memory  that  a  month  or 
five  weeks  ago  I  asked  him  whether, 
seeing  that  an  Allotments  Bill  was 
promised  in  the  Queen's  Speech,  he 
would  not  bring  it  forward  at  once,  and 
consent  to  that,  as  well  as  the  large 
number  of  other  Bills  before  the  House 
on  the  subject,  being  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  so  that  the  work  of  allot- 
ments might  be  going  on.  I  am  quite 
willing  to  accept  that  now,  and  not  to 
take  a  Division.  Otherwise  I  feel  that 
I  must  resist  the  Motion  for  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Mb.  FINCH-HATTON  (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) :  I  want  to  say  one  word  on 
this  question  of  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  being  equally  interested  with 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Cobb) 
in  the  question.  On  the  distinct  under- 
standing from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment that  if  we  ag^ee  to  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  to-night  they  will 
not  only  introduce  their  Bill  into  the 
other  House,  but  proceed  with  it  here 
this  Session,  I  shall  support  the  Motion 
for  the  Adjournment. 

Mb.  NEWNES  (Cambridgeshire,  E., 
Newmarket) :  I  beg  to  point  out  that 
the  hon.  Member  who  has  brought  for- 
ward this  Bill  has  not  received  the  as- 
surance he  asked,  that  the  Bill  of  the 
(Government  and  the  other  Bills  shall  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  This  is 
a  question  of  the  deepest  possible  im- 
portance to  the  rural  districts  of  Eng- 
land, and  we  should  be  very  much 
better  employed  in  dealing  with  it  than 
in  coercing  the  Irish  people.  At  all 
events,  I  hope  that  unless  the  hon. 
Member  receives  a  distinct  and  em- 
phatic assurance  that  this  question  will 
receive  the  attention  of  the  House  he 
will  refuse  to  accept  any  compromise. 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  It  is 
quite  impossible  for  the  Government  to 
give  any  such  assurance.  They  cannot 
consent  to  refer  this  Bill  to  a  Committee, 


and  the  reason  is  obvious.  The  Govern- 
ment have  prepared  and  are  ready  to 
introduce  to  Parliament  a  Bill  of  their 
own,  which  deals  with  this  subject  in  a 
more  satisfactory  manner  than  this  pre- 
sent Bill  does.  Holding  that  opinion, 
it  is  out  of  the  question  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  assent  to  the  second  reading 
with  the  idea  of  referring  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee.  I  can  assure  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  deal  with  the  sub- 
ject at  once.  No  time  will  be  lost  in 
introducing  it  into  the  TTouse  of  Lords, 
and  wo  hope  it  may  x^ass  into  law  this 
Session.  It  would  not  be  in  Order  for 
me  to  discuss  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
now.  The  hon.  Member  says  it  has 
often  been  discussed  before,  and  that 
there  is  a  practical  agreement  upon  it ; 
but  I  think  what  there  has  been  a  prac- 
tical agreement  upon  is  that  there  shall 
be  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  question  of 
allotments.  The  principle  of  this  Bill 
has  not  been  under  discussion,  that 
principle  being  that  the  parish  shall  set 
up  an  authority,  with  full  power  to  deal 
with  the  matter.  All  I  have  to  say  on 
this  point  is  in  reference  to  the  observa- 
tion that  in  principle  this  Bill  has  been 
assented  to.  What  has  been  assented 
to  is  that  there  should  be  an  Allotments 
Bill ;  the  Government  are  pledged  to 
that,  and  the  Bill  will  be  introduced. 

Sib  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston) :  I  have  hope  that  opinion  has 
made  some  progress  on  the  other  side, 
since  in  the  last  Parliament  we  had  an 
Allotments  Bill  opposed  very  much  on 
the  same  grounds  by  the  Party  opposing 
this  Bill  now.  Again,  we  have  the  as- 
surance that  the  Government  have  a 
better  Bill  ready.  But  we  have  not 
seen  the  Government  Bill,  and  we  do 
know  that  the  principle  of  this  Bill  com- 
mends itself  to  many  of  us  on  this  side. 
We  recollect,  also,  that  we  are  not  re- 
ceiving the  support  we  hoped  for  from 
the  professed  friends  of  the  Allotments 
Question.  We  ask  only  for  a  decision 
upon  the  principle,  and  that  being 
denied  us,  we  must  take  a  Division 
technically  upon  the  adjournment ;  but 
which  will  be  accepted  as  a  division  on  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.):  I  only 
wish  to  say  that  the  Government,  by  the 
action  of  one  of  their  own  supporters, 
have  been  prevented  from  stating  what 
their  objections  to  the  Bill  are,  and  that 
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ig  a  moat  inconvonieDt  etat«  of  affain 
It  mar  be  a  bad  Bill,  it  may  be  a  goot 
Bill,  I  will  not  discass  it  now ;  but '. 
wish  to  point  out  that  all  we  hava  is  i 
promiaa  that  at  Bome  time  some  Bil 
irill  be  introduced  in  "  another  place.' 
Meanwhile,  the  QoTernment  stand  un 
committed  on  this  Bill.  We  want  then 
to  state  their  views,  and  give  reason 
lor  their  "  Yea  "  or  "  No  "  to  the  Bill 
I  would  appeal  to  the  First  Lord  of  th< 
Treasury  to  induce  his  supporter  fc 
withdraw  the  Motion  for  Adjournment 
We  dsaire  to  have  the  vieirs  of  the  Oo 
Temment  stated,  and  the  country  desire 
it.  When  it  learns  that  a  Motion  fron 
ao  hon.  Qentleman  sitting  immediate!; 
behind  the  Government  Bench  preventet 
the  GoTemment  from  expreeaing  ai 
opinion,  the  country  will  draw  its  owi 
iDference  from  the  occurrence. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
I  am  bound  to  protest  against  the  coursi 
of  the  Government.  The  whole  time  o 
the  House  is  taken  up  by  Irish  affairs 
and  when  an  opportunity  occurs  of  doiu^ 
useful  work  in  a  matter  vitally  im 
portant  to  England  it  should  not  be  le 
slip.  The  argument  of  the  Fresiden 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  tha 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bugbj 
brought  in  a  novel  principle — the  prin 
oiple  of  a  popularly  elected  body — ii 
precisely  the  reason  why  this  Bill  de- 
serves full  consideration.  Before  we  gc 
to  a  Division  I  should  like  to  ask  hon 
it  is  that  we  hear  from  the  Qovemmenl 
about  the  introductiou  of  a  Bill  in 
"another  place"  only  when  this  Bill 
happens  to  be  unblocked  upon  th« 
Orders  to-night?  I  hope  the  Qovem- 
ment  will  see  their  way  to  inducing  the 
hon.  Member  to  withdraw  his  Motion, 
and  not  give  their  assistance  to  burke 
the  free  discussion  of  this  question  in 
the  face  of  the  whole  country. 

Mb,  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.);  If 
this  Motion  is  not  withdrawn,  the 
understanding  is  that,  practically,  the 
Divisiou  is  upon  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  The  Government  have  shown  they 
are  trying  to  dodge  the  agricultural 
labourers;  but  we  can  hold  them  to  this 
qaestion  until  they  pronounce  their  opi- 
nion distinctly. 

Qaestion  put. 

The  House  dmdtd:—k.ye,a  143  ;  Noes 
65  !  Majority  58.— (Div.  List  No  144.) 

Debate  aifjourtud  till  To-morrow, 
Mr.  Chanet 


OPEN  SPACES  (DDBLIN)  BILL.— [Bill  80.] 

[ifr.  WiUiam  &tim<md,UT.  T.  D.  Sullirmn,  Mr 

Xurphy,  Mr.  Duytr  Qray,  Mr.  Timolhy 

BarringteK.) 

SECOND   BE&DIBO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mb.  MDEPH  Y{Dublin,  St.  Patrick's}: 
I  beg  to  move  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill.  The  chief  objects  for  which  this 
Bill  was  intended  are  provided  for  by 
the  Metropolitan  Open  Spaces  Exten- 
sion Bill,  which  has  passed  the  third 
reading  in  this  House,  and  which  ap- 
plies to  Ireland  ;  but  this  Bill  contains 
certain  provisions  that  the  Local  Qovern- 
ment  Board  did  not  think  desirable  to 
embody  in  the  general  Bill ;  they  apply 
specially  to  Dublin,  and  will  materially 
assist  Lord  Ardilaun  and  his  Committee 
in  their  efforts tocreatfl  recreation  grounds 
by  enabling  old  laneways  and  passages 
which  have  become  only  nuisances  to  be 
closed  up.  I  trust  there  will  be  no  ob- 
jection to  this  stags,  and  ample  time  will 
be  afforded  for  the  consideration  of  the 
clauses  which  are  proposed  to  be  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill  before  the  Committee 
stage  is  entered  upon. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Jfr.  Marphy.") 

Thb  parlumentaey  under 

SECRETARY  foe  IRELAND  (Colonel 
EiNQ-HABifAN)  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  : 
The  Government  had  hoped  that  the  Me- 
tropolitan Open  Spaces  Act  sufficiently 
dealt  with  this  subject;  but  as  hon. 
Members  seem  to  think  there  are  some 
points  not  dealt  with  applicable  specially 
to  Dublin,  and  that  the  Bill  is  in  accord 
with  some  projett  of  Lord  Ardilaun, 
the  Government  will  not  oppose  the 
secoud  reading,  reserving,  however,  full 
liberty  of  action  in  reference  to  the  next 
stage. 

Question  put,  and  agretd  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitttd 
For  Thuriday  9th  Jllne. 

MOTIONS. 


KATIOKAL  DEBT  AND  IO0U<  tOAITS  BILL. 
On  KotioD  of  Mr.  Chancellor  of  tha  Exolie- 
|uer,  Rill  to  amend  the  Law  leapecting  the 
Ifational  Debt  and  the  oharga  thereof  on  the 
!}onio1idated  Fund,  and  to  make  further  pro- 
ri«ion  respecting  Local  Lo&ns^  m-iUT4d  to  b« 
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brought  in  by  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
and  Mr.  Jackson. 
BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  266.] 

FOBEST   SCHOOL, 

Ordered,  That  a  Select  CSommittee  be  ap- 
pointed to  consider  whether  by  the  Establish- 
ment of  a  Forest  School,  or  otherwise,  our 
woodlands  could  be  rendered  more  remunera- 
tive. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of 
Eighteen.  Members. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  the  Minutes  of  Evidence  taken 
before  the  Select  Committee  on  Forestry,  in 
the  Sessions  1885-6,  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee.— {8tr  Edmund  Leehmere.) 

SAYING  LIFE  AT  SEA. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Select  Committee  on  Saving  Life  at  Sea  that 
they  have  power  to  inquire  and  report  as  to  the 
fittings  and  appliances  on  board  British  Mer- 
chant Ships,  with  a  view  to  the  safety  of  life. — 
(Baron  Henry  de  Worms.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  \1th  May,  1887. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committees  —  Jubilee 
Service  in  Westminster  Abbey,  nominated- 
Rabies  in  Dogs,  appointed. 

Pur.Lic  Bills  —  First  Reading  —  Incumbents* 
Besignation  Act  (1871)  Amendment  *  (104). 

Second  i2^a(/in^' Registration  of  Dogs  in  the 
Metropolis  (73);  Crofters)  Holdings  (Scot- 
land) (9O) ;  County  Courts  Consolidation  * 
(78). 

(7ommt7/^^— -Irish  Land  Law  (58-106). 

Committee— Report  —  Land  Transfer  (67-105); 
Police  Force  Enfranchisement*  (77). 

Provisional  Order  Bills  —  First  Reading  — 
Pier  and  Hazbour  •(103). 

Second  Reading  —  Local  Government  (High- 
ways) •  (87)  ;  Local  Government  (Poor 
Law)  *  (88) ;  Local  Government  (Poor  Law) 
(No.  2)  •(89). 

LAND  TRANSFER  BILL.-(No   67.) 

(^The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbuby)  said,  the  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  meet  a  real  and  substantial 
gprieTance,  which  he  believed  existed  at 
the  present  time,  and  which  prevented 
the  owners  of  land  from  enjoying  proper 
facilities  for  disposing  of  their  property. 


One  serious  difficulty  which  stood  in 
their  way  was  the  perpetual  necessity 
for  the  examination  of  the  title  which 
had  to  take  place,  every  time  land, 
however  small  the  parcel,  was  trans- 
ferred. It  was  with  a  view  to  get  rid 
of  that  grievance,  and  not  in  order  to 
yield  to  any  popular  clamour,  that  the 
measure  had  been  introduced.  The 
measure  would  not  abolish  settlements 
or  wills,  but  was  designed  to  prevent 
litigation  in  respect  of  estates  tail  in 
future,  and  would  in  regard  to  transfer 
abolish — as  far  as  possible— the  distinc- 
tion between  real  and  personal  pro- 
perty. Without  departing  from  the 
main  lines  of  the  Bill,  he  was  desirous, 
as  far  as  he  could,  to  meet  the  suggestions 
which  had  been  thrown  out  by  both  his 
noble  and  learned  Predecessors  in  Office, 
and  that  he  had  endeavoured  to  do  by 
means  of  a  number  of  clauses,  which 
were  of  course  of  a  technical  nature,  and 
could  not  be  suddenly  put  before  the 
House  so  as  that  their  Lordships  should 
be  able  to  understand  them  at  once. 
He  therefore  proposed  to  commit  the 
Bill  pro  formd  in  order  to  have  the 
Amendments  printed  together  with  the 
Bill,  and  to  postpone  the  discussion  in 
Committee  until  after  the  Whitsuntide 
Holidays. 

Moved,  **That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve  itself  into  Committee."  —  (^The 
Lord  Chancellor.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  House  in  Commit- 
tee accordingly ;  Bill  reported  without 
Amendment :  Amendments  made  :  Bill 
re-committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House;  and  to  be  printed  as 
amended.     (No.  105.) 

REGISTRATION  OF  DOGS  IN  THE 

METROPOLIS    BILL.— (No.  73.) 

(The  Lord  Mount' Temple,) 

SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
ing  read. 

Lord  MOUNT-TEMPLE,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  the  measure  would  not  inter- 
fere in  any  way  with  the  existing  laws 
and  regulations  in  regard  to  dogs,  but 
it  proposed  some  additional  precautions 
for  dealing  with  them.  There  was  a 
large  number  of  homeless  dogs  wander- 
ing about  the  streets  of  the  Metropolis. 
Experience  both  in  England  and  in  other 
countries  showed  that  the  muzzle  was  to 
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a  groat  extent  a  failure,  and   it  was 
very  seldom  that  a  mad  dog  was  seen 
with  a  muzzle  on.     In  the  early  stages 
of  rabies  it  was  well  known  that  a  dog 
became  very   nervous  and  much    dis- 
tressed ;    he  shrank  from  noise  and  the 
light,  and  his  instinct  was  to  hide  him- 
self from  human  supervision.  When  the 
disoi-der  was  becoming  more  serious  he 
might  escape  from  his  master's  house 
into  the  street.      Sometimes  also  a  dog 
managed  to  displace  the  muzzle  with  his 
paws.      He  argued  that  not  only  did 
muzzles  prevent  dogs  lapping    water, 
but  they  hindered  breathing  to  some 
extent  in  hot  weather.  As  far  as  he  had 
studied  the  matter,  therefore,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  muzzling  dogs  to  prevent  rabies 
was  a  a  delusion  and  a  snare.  The  Bill  pro- 
vided thatafterthe  3 1st  December,  1887,  a 
dog  found  in  any  public  place  within  the 
Metropolis    not  wearing   a  collar    and 
badge  shall  be  deemed  not  to  be  under 
control.     Every  householder  or  occupier 
of  any  house,  or  part  of  a  house,  must 
make  and  sign  a  return  of  the  number 
of  dogs  kept  within  seven  days  of  the 
demand  for  such  a  return  being  made 
by  the  chief  officer  of  police  for  the  dis- 
trict. The  chief  officer  of  police  in  every 
district  must  provide  a  register  contain- 
ing the  particulars  relating  to  all  dogs 
kept  by  persons  residing  in  the  district. 
Every  person  keeping  a  dog  must  have 
it  registered,  and  on  the  receipt  of  the 
license  shall  receive  an  official  badge 
indicating  the  number  of  the  dog  on  the 
register  and  the  year  to  which  the  num- 
ber is  applicable.      No  dog   shall  be 
permitted    to    appear    in    any    public 
thoroughfare  without  a  collar  having  a 
badge ;  and  the  fact  that  an  animal  was 
found  without  the  badge  would  h^primd 
facie  evidence  that  the  animal  had  no 
owner,  and  might  be  taken  charge  of 
and  destroyed.      It  is  not  necessary  that 
the  registered  number  of  a  dog  shall  be 
changed  when  a  dog  is  transferred  from 
one  owner  to  another,  but  the  person 
who  becomes  possessed  of  a  dog  with  a 
registered  number  must  givo  notice  of 
the  change  of  ownership  within  three 
clear  days  to  the  principal  police  office 
of  a  district.      This  system  had  been 
found  to  work  well  in  Vienna  and  other 
places,  and  he  thought  that  it   would 
obviate  the  necessity  of  muzzling.  Every 
person  keeping    a    dog    which    shows 
Bymptoms  reasonably  inducing  a  sus- 
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picion  of  rabies  must  give  notice  to  the 
chief  officer  of  police  for  the  district, 
who  shall  cause  the  animal  to  bo 
examined.  If  found  to  be  suffering 
from  rabies  the  dog  will  be  destroyed  ; 
if  not,  it  will  be  returned  to  the  owner. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
— (jTAe?  Lord  Mount  Temple.) 

The   LOED   PRESIDENT   of   the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  said, 
the  noble  Lord  had  taken  somewhat  un- 
necessary trouble  in  addressing  to  the 
House  an  argument  which  did  not  meet 
any  of  the  points  to  which  objection  had 
been  taken.     If  it  had  been  proposed 
to  apply  the  Bill  to  the  whole  Kingdom 
there  might  have  been  a  good  deal  to 
be  said  for  the  tone  he  had  adopted  in 
regard  to  the  muzzling  of  dogs  gene- 
rally.    It  W€w,  however,  a  Bill  dealing 
only  with  the  Metropolis,  and  the  re- 
marks of  the  noble  Lord  were  somewhat 
outside  the  question.     Opinion  was  not 
at  all  settled,  as  the  noble  Lord  seemed 
to  suppose,  as  to  the  question  of  muzzling. 
The  noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  what  he 
regarded  as  the  injury  done  to  dogs  by 
the  system  of   muzzling;    but  his  opi- 
nions were  by  no  means  accepted   by 
experts.     Both  humanely  as  respected 
the  dogs,  and  safely  as  respected  human 
beings,   he  thought    it  very  desirable 
there  should  be   an  inquiry  upon  the 
subject,  and  he  should  move  that  eve- 
ning for  a  Committee  with  that  object. 
Various    theories    were    advanced    for 
rabies,   and    before  further  legislation 
took  place  upon  this  subject  he  thought 
that  it  was  most  desirable  that  they 
should  have  before  them  the  Beport  of 
the  Boyal  Commission  on  hydrophobia 
in  human  beings,  and  M.  Pasteur's  plan 
of  dealing  with  it.     This  would  leave 
them  free  to  deal  with  hydrophobia  in 
dogs.     He  did  not  propose  to  oppose 
the  second  reading,   because  the  Bill 
would  be  comparatively  harmless  in  its 
effect.     Whether  one  of  the  modes  pro- 
posed to  be  adopted  for  preventing  wild, 
masterless  dogs  going  about — which  in 
itself  was  a  source  of  danger — would  be 
accepted  by  the  public  generally,  whe- 
ther people  would  be  prepared  to  go  to 
the   expense   of   having  arrangements 
made  with  the  police  by  which  the  police 
were  to  take  into  custody  all  the  dogs 
they  saw  with  premonitory  symptoms  of 
rabies,  he  was  not  prepared  to  say ;  but, 
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at  the  same  time,  it  was  one  of  the 
modes  which  had  been  adopted  in  Vienna. 
The  method  did  not  supersede  muzzling, 
because  there  was  no  attempt  in  the  Bill 
to  say  that  one  method  was  more  effi- 
cient than  another.  He  did  not  want 
to  enter  upon  the  question  whether 
muzzling  ought  to  be  done  away  with 
altogether  or  not,  because  it  was  a  con- 
troverted question,  and  he  would  only 
say,  therefore,  that  he  should  not  be 
prepared  to  assent  to  the  further  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill  until  there  had  been  an 
inquiry  upon  the  subject  of  rabies  in 
do^ ;  so  that  good  and  sound  evidence 
and  information  might  be  obtained  as 
to  the  best  mode  of  dealing  with  dogs 
for  the  prevention  of  disease  and  the 
protection  of  human  beings.  He  was 
afraid  that  if  he  entered  into  this  subject 
at  the  same  length  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  done,  their  Lordships  would  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  he  himself  required 
a  muzzle. 

LoBD  BELPEB  said,  he  was  Chair- 
man of  the  Local  Authority  of  a  county — 
the  County  of  Notts — in  which  there  had, 
perhaps,  been  more  rabies  than  in  any 
part  of  the  Kingdom  except  London,  and, 
m  compliance  with  requisitions  from  the 
hospital  authorities,  and  others  well 
qualified  to  judge,  they  had  found  it 
necessary  to  muzzle  all  the  dogs  in  the 
county ;  and  he  believed  that  that  order, 
in  so  far  as  it  had  been  enforced,  had 
been  valuable  in  its  results.  But  it  had 
not  been  so  efficacious  as  it  might  have 
been,  owing  to  the  fact  that  it  was  im- 
possible to  extend  the  regulation  beyond 
the  actual  boundaries  of  the  county,  and 
several  cases  had  occurred  on  the  borders 
of  neighbouring  counties  where  similar 
regulations  were  not  in  force.  In  one 
case  in  a  neighbouring  county,  a  poor 
boy  was  bitten  by  a  mad  dog  and  died — 
muzzling  regulations  being  in  force  in 
Notts  at  the  yery  time,  only  a  few  yards 
distant.  He  ventured,  therefore,  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  President  of  the 
Council  to  this  point,  and  asked  him 
whether  it  would  not  be  desirable  to 
give  power  to  extend  provisions  against 
rabies  beyond  county  borders.  He  ex- 
pressed the  hope  that  the  Committee  to 
be  appointed  would  consider  whether 
some  means  could  not  be  devised  for 
extending  the  area  of  publication  in 
which  muzzling  was  to  be  enforced. 

Motion  a^$ed  to;  Bill  read  2*. 


CROFTERS'    HOLDINGS    (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.  —  (No.  90.) 

(The  Marquess  of  Lothian.) 

SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  SECRETARY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian),  in  rising  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time,  said,  that  it  was  an  Amendment  of 
the  Crofters  Act  passed  last  year,  and 
had  been  under  the  consideration  of 
Her    Majesty's  Government  for   some 
time.    In  fact,  it  was  prepared  by  his 
Predecessor  in  Office,   who    was    now 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland.     As  he  understood,  it  was 
was  not  brought  forward  earlier  because 
of  certain  difficulties  felt  by  the  Com- 
missioners under  the  Crofters  Act  in  the 
way  of  carrying  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  into  efiPect.     Those  difficulties  had 
now  been  overcome,  and  the  Govern- 
ment now  thought  the  Bill  might  ad- 
vantageously be   brought   before  their 
Lordships.     Under  the  Crofters  Act  of 
last  year,  it  was  provided,  under  the  4th 
section  of  the  6th  clause,  that,  in  the 
case  of  any  crofter  making  an  applica- 
tion to  the  Commissioners  for  the  con- 
sideration of  a  re- valuation  of  his  rent, 
and  the  amount  of  his  arrears  he  should 
be  bound  to  pay  to  his  landlord,  the 
Commissioners  were  entitled  to  eist  all 
proceedings    for    the    removal   of   the 
crofter  in   respect  to   non-payment  of 
rent,  until  his  application  had  been  de- 
termined upon   by  the  Commissioners 
upon  such  terms  as  to  payment  of  rent 
and  arrears  as   they  might  think   fit. 
Judging  from  the  debate  in  the  House 
of  Commons  upon  this  clause  on  the  5th 
April,  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  had  been 
understood  by  those  who  had  introduced 
this  measure,  and  also  by  the  House  of 
Commons    generally,   that    it  was  in- 
tended,  though  not  actually  stated  in 
terms,   that  the  result  of  that  clause 
would  be  that  in  the  case  of  any  crofter 
making  such  an  application,  proceedings 
should  be  sisted  until  the  Crofter  Com- 
mission had  had  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering  and   deciding  upon  his  case. 
It  turned  out,  however,  that,  by  the  first 
clause  of  the  Act,  any  crofter  who  be- 
came a  notour  bankrupt  was  precluded 
from  the  proyisions  of  the  Act;  and, 
theref  ore,  whether  intentionally  or  ua« 
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intentionally,  by  what  lie  might  term  a 
Bide  wind,  it  was  possible  for  any  land- 
lord who  wished  to  do  so  to  defeat  the 
intention  of  Parliament,  and  to  exclude 
a  crofter  tenant  from  the  operation  of 
the  Act  by  taking  proceedings  in  bank- 
ruptcy against  him,  and  making  him  a 
notour  bankrupt.  He  did  not  think  that 
that  could  have  been  the  intention  of 
the  Act  of  last  year,  because  if  it  had 
been  possible  for  the  Commission  to 
undertake  the  consideration  and  adjust- 
ment of  all  the  applications  made  to 
them  at  once,  this  difficulty  would  not 
have  arisen.  But  owing  to  the  number 
of  applications  which  had  been  made, 
and  were  likely  to  be  made,  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  Commission  to  adjudi- 
cate upon  them  all  for  many  months, 
perhaps  it  might  be  for  many  years. 
That  was  not  the  fault  of  the  crofters 
themselves,  neither  of  the  landlords, 
who  were  anxious  that  their  cases  should 
be  decided  at  once ;  but  under  the  Act 
as  it  now  stood  this  was  simply  impos- 
sible, and  it  might  become  necessary,  or 
8ome  landlord  might  feel  it  incumbent 
upon  him,  to  proceed  against  a  tenant 
by  making  him  a  bankrupt,  and  thus 
excluding  him  from  the  benefits  of  the 
Act,  which  were  meant  to  be  in  their 
favour.  That  was  only  one  side  of  the 
question.  There  was  the  side  of  the 
landlords  themselves.  He  would  like, 
with  regard  to  this,  to  record  his  opinion 
that  the  landlords  had,  on  the  whole, 
almost  universally  behaved  toward  the 
crofters  with  the  utmost  forbearance, 
and  had  not  done  what  the  law  per- 
mitted them  to  do,  but  there  was  a  feel- 
ing of  insecurity  on  the  part  of  the 
crofters  with  regard  to  the  terms  of  the 
Act.  On  the  one  hand,  it  would  be  very 
simple  to  protect  the  crofters  from  being 
proceeded  against  under  this  Act  until 
the  Commissioners  had  an  opportunity 
of  adjusting  their  claims;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  claims  of  the  landlords 
should  also  be  taken  into  consideration. 
If  it  were  put  out  of  the  power  of  the 
landlords  altogether  to  proceed  against 
any  tenant  for  recovery  of  arrears  until 
the  Commission  had  adjudicated  on  the 
cose,  there  was  no  doubt  that,  in  many 
instances,  the  landlords  would  receive 
no  rent  at  all  for,  perhaps,  two  or  three 
years.  The  case  of  the  crofters  was 
that  they  should  not  be  proceeded 
against  by  the  landlords,  so  as  to  be  de- 
prived of  the  benefits  of  the  Act.    On 
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the  other  hand,  the  landlords  should  not 
be  deprived  of  the  opportunity  of  ob- 
taining rent  or  arrears  from  tenants  who 
were  perfectly  able  to  pay.  It  was  pro- 
posed by  this  Bill  to  meet  the  necessities 
of  the  case  of  both  landlord  and  tenant. 
In  the  first  place,  under  Clause  2,  the 
Crofters  Commission  would  have  the 
power  of  prohibiting  such  sale  by  the 
landlord  of  the  tenant's  effects  as  would 
make  the  crofter  a  notour  bankrupt  until 
the  case  was  finally  determined  by  the 
Commission.  On  the  other  hand,  if,  on 
being  proceeded  against  by  his  land- 
lord, a  crofter  should  make  application 
to  the  Commission,  the  Commission 
were  given  power  to  make  such  in- 
quiries as  might  be  deemed  necessary 
in  order  to  see  whether  the  crofter  was 
really  able  or  unable  to  pay  the  whole 
or  any  portion  of  the  rent  and  arrears. 
Although  the  question  was  one  of  some 
difficulty,  he  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  agree  that  the  matter  between 
the  crofters,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the 
landlords  on  the  other,  had  been  fairly 
met  by  the  terms  of  this  Bill.  The 
question  was  somewhat  difficult,  because 
the  effect  of  this  Bill  could  only  last  as 
long  as  the  Crofters  Commissioners  were 
engaged  in  adjudicating  on  the  applica- 
tions made  to  them,  and  because,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  did  prevent  landlords 
from  recovering  rents  which  might  be 
justly  due  to  them.  But  he  would  ask 
them  to  remember  that  not  only  this 
Bill,  but  the  Crofters  Act  itself,  had 
been  framed  to  meet  an  exceptional 
state  of  matters ;  and  he  thought  that 
their  Lordships  would  not  object  to  this 
Bill,  which  was  really  merely  a  question 
of  giving  effect  to  the  principle  which 
the  Act  of  last  year  had  been  intended 
to  carry  out.  In  conclusion,  he  begged 
to  move  the  second  reading  of  the  Sill. 

Moved,  «*That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— {The  jfarqueas  of  Lothian.) 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  he 
willingly  acquiesced,  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  in  the  passing  of  this  Bill, 
which  was  brought  forward  with  tho 
view  of  carrying  out  what  he  believed 
was  the  intention  and  effect  of  the  4  th 
sub -section  of  the  6  th  clause  of  the 
Crofters  Act.  Their  Lordships  would 
recollect  that,  under  that  Act,  something 
of  the  same  system,  with  regard  to  the 
valuation  of  rents,  was  applied  to  the 
small  tenantry  of  the  West  and  North 
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Highlands  of  Scotland  as  had  been 
applied  to  Ireland.  That  was  to  say, 
three  gentlemen  were  commissioned  to 
go  oyer  the  country  and  ascertain  how 
far  the  rents  of  these  small  tenants, 
under  £30,  were  or  were  not  excessive. 
Of  course,  they  had  undertaken  their 
work  at  a  time  of  very  deep  depression, 
and  it  naturally  followed,  from  that 
power,  that  some  restraint  was  placed 
on  the  landlords  in  respect  to  proceeding 
against  their  tenants  for  arrears  of  the 
rent  which  might  turn  out  to  be  ex- 
cessiye.  Therefore,  the  4th  sub-section 
of  the  6th  clause  provided  that,  on  the 
application  of  a  crofter,  the  Commission 
might  sist,  or  stop  all  proceedings  for 
the  removal  of  the  crofter  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent  until  the  Commission  had 
come  and  viewed  his  holding.  He  con- 
fessed that  when  the  Act  was  passed, 
he  was  of  opinion  that,  under  that  clause, 
the  Commission  had  full  power  to  stop 
all  proceedings  for  arrears.  It  turned 
out,  however,  on  some  landlords  having 
proceeded  ag^ainst  their  tenants  for 
arrears,  that,  though  the  Act  did  stop 
proceedings  for  eviction,  it  did  not  stop 
proceedings  for  the  sale  of  the  tenant's 
cattle  and  effects ;  and  it  was  found  by 
another  clause  that  when  the  cattle  had 
been  sold,  and  the  tenant  was  declared 
bankrupt,  he  could  be  turned  out  of  his 
holding.  Therefore  there  was  a  back 
door  open  by  which  landlords  might  in 
certain  cases  evade  the  intention  of  the 
Act  and  turn  out  their  crofter  tenants. 
These  were  the  circumstances  which 
called  for  this  Bill.  His  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland  (the  Marquess 
of  Lothian)  had  frankly  admitted  that 
the  Crofters  Commission  had  proceeded 
80  much  more  carefully  than  the  Com- 
missioners had  done  in  Ireland,  that 
they  were  taking  a  very  long  time  in 
their  yaluations.  They  were  going  very 
carefully  over  every  farm,  traversing 
the  ground  with  great  care,  holding 
long  sittings,  taking  elaborate  evidence, 
and  they  were  going  so  slowly  that,  as 
his  noble  Friend  had  said,  they  might 
take  many  years  before  they  had  finished 
their  work.  He  hoped  that  was  exagge- 
rated, but  he  was  afraid  they  would 
take  some  years  before  they  went  over 
the  whole  ground.  They  had  been 
sitting  some  months  in  the  Island  of 
Skye  alone,  and  had  not  yet  overtaken 
haU  of  the  claims.  There  were  some  of 
the  proprietors  who  could  hardly  afford 


to  stand  out  of  the  whole  of  their  rents 
for  a  long  time ;  therefore  the  Qovem- 
ment  had,  while  they  carried  out  the 
intentions  of  the  Act  and  prevented  the 
landlords  from  evicting,  on  the  other 
hand,  allowed  the  landlords  to  summon 
their  tenants  for  rents  which  were 
reasonable.  On  application  the  two 
parties  were  to  come  before  the  Com- 
mission, and  the  Commission — upon 
affidavits  laid  before  them — were  to 
decide  how  much  of  the  arrears  should 
stand  until  the  Commission  were  able 
to  go  over  the  grounds.  There  were 
facts  which  could  easily  be  placed  before 
the  Commission  which  would  enable 
them  to  judge  whether,  at  least,  a  por- 
tion of  the  arrears  could  be  paid  up, 
leaving  the  remainder  until  the  decision 
of  the  Commissioners  on  the  application 
to  fix  fair  rent.  He  was  willing  to  agree 
to  that  compromise,  and  he  gave  his 
assent  to  the  Bill.  But  he  wished  to 
take  notice  of  a  Question  which  was  put 
in  <*  another  place,"  which,  it  was  need- 
less to  mention,  was  put  by  one  of  the 
Members  who  were  called  the  crofter 
Members,  and  who,  he  thought,  were 
not  always  very  scrupulous  in  their 
statements  with  regard  to  landlords  as 
they  might  be.  The  Question  was  put 
in  *'  another  place  "  to  know  whether  is 
was  not  true  that  the  landlords  in  all 
the  crofting  counties  in  Scotland  had 
intended  to  proceed  against  their  ten- 
ants. Of  course,  that  Question  gave 
the  impression  to  Parliament  and  the 
country,  and,  he  was  afraid, was  intended 
to  give  the  impression,  that  landlords 
generally  were  trying  to  evade  the  Act, 
and  to  take  advantage  of  the  proceedings 
under  the  1st  clause  of  the  Crofters 
Act.  His  knowledge  of  the  country  en- 
abled him  to  say  absolutely  that  that 
suggestion  was  absolutely  not  true.  It 
might  be  literally  true  that  one  or  two 
landlords  in  the  country  had  taken  that 
course,  but  he  had  not  the  slightest  doubt 
there  were  cases  in  which  they  were  jus- 
tified in  doing  so.  He  had  read  very 
carefully  the  proceedings  before  the 
Commission  since  the  commencement, 
and  was  very  much  struck  with  the  evi- 
dence given — especially  in  Skye — and 
the  observations  of  Sheriff  Brand,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Commission,  from  which 
it  appeared  clearly  that  many  cases  came 
before  him  in  which  crofters  voluntarily, 
withheld  rent  which  they  were  perfectly 
able  to  pay.    These  cases  had  elicited 
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from  Sheriff  Brand  very  severe,  and,  in 
some  cases,  very  significant  observations. 
There  were  some  cases  in  which  tenants 
had  sold  cattle  and  had  not  given  a  6i. 
or  1«.  of  their  arrears  to  their  landlords, 
and  others  in  which  they  had  been 
buying  boats,  thus  showing  the  posses- 
sion of  considerable  sums  of  money,  and 
withholding  every  \s,  of  rent  from  their 
landlords.  He  thought  in  these  cases 
the  landlords  were  justified  in  proceed- 
ing against  tenants  by  every  process 
known  to  the  law.  He  was  willing,  how- 
ever, that  these  matters  should  be  left 
to  the  arbitration  of  the  Court,  and  he 
assented  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
BiU. 

The  Marquess  op  LOTHIAN  said, 
he  could  most  emphatically  confirm  what 
the  noble  Duke  had  said,  that  the  action 
of  the  landlords  generally  in  the  High- 
lands against  their  tenants  was  altogether 
unfounded.  Several  cases  had  been  men- 
tioned to  him,  but  as  it  had  been  in  con- 
fidence, he  was  unable  to  say  who  they 
were.  With  regard  to  the  noble  Duke's 
observations  respecting  the  work  of  the 
Orofters  Commission,  he  understood  that 
the  Commission  would,  with  reference  to 
the  applications  made  to  them  from  the 
Island  of  Skye,  issue  within  the  next 
few  days  500  or  600  decisions. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2"  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Friday  next. 

IRISH  LAND  LAW  BILL.-(No.  68.) 

(The  Lord  Frivy  Seal,  Earl  Cadogan.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee  read. 

'  Moved,  '^That  the  House  do  again 
resolve  itself  into  Committee."  — {The 
Lord  Privy  Seal,) 

The  Duke  of  ABERCORN  said,  that 
before  the  House  went  into  Committee 
again  upon  this  Bill  he  desired  to  make 
an  appeal  to  the  noble  Marquess  at  the 
head  of  the  G-overnment  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury).  He  (the  Duke  of  Aber- 
oom)  and  his  Friends  on  that  side  of  the 
House  were  most  anxious  to  assist  and 
facilitate  the  progress  of  this  Bill,  and 
that  he  believed  was  also  the  desire  of 
noble  Lords  opposite;  but,  under  the 
cixoumstances,  they  desired  that  the  new 
clauses  which  the  Government  proposed 
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to  insert  in  the  Bill,  in  the  place  of 
Clauses  21,  22,  and  23  of  the  original 
measure,  should  be  discussed  pro  formd 
this  afternoon,  and  that  then  the  Bill 
should  be  re-committed.  His  reason  for 
making  this  request  was  that  a  Bill  of 
vital  importance  connected  with  the 
interests  of  those  who  lived  in  Ireland 
had  been  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment, of  which  the  three  most  important 
clauses  had  been  entirely  remodelled 
by  the  Government  and  re-introduced. 
Many  Amendments  were  to  be  moved 
on  these  new  clauses,  and  the  most  of 
these  Amendments  had  only  been  placed 
in  the  hands  of  noble  Lords  this  after- 
noon. Therefore,  it  would  be  difficult — 
almost  impossible — for  noble  Lords  this 
afternoon  to  discuss  them  in  connection 
with  the  new  clauses  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  added  to  this  Bill.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  thought  the  suggestion 
he  had  made  was  not  unreasonable; 
and  he  therefore  hoped  the  Government 
would  comply  with  the  request  he  had 
made. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  had 
great  pleasure  in  seconding  the  request 
of  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  Aber- 
com),  and  he  could  assure  the  Govern- 
ment that  there  was  no  desire  on  his 
part  to  obstruct  this  measure.  On  the 
contrary,  it  was  his  desire  to  facilitate 
its  progress.  They  could  not  forget  the 
somewhat  protracted  Sitting  of  last 
night ;  and  he  had  been  greatly  struck 
with  the  manner  in  which  the  House  had 
been  enabled  to  dispose  of  20  difficult 
clauses  of  this  most  important  Bill,  in- 
volving gpreat  principles,  and  carrying 
with  them  great  consequences.  He  had 
seen  with  admiration  and  pleasure  the 
way  in  which  the  discussion  was  carried 
on  by  noble  Lords  whose  personal  inte- 
rests were  deeply  aflPected  by  the  mea- 
sure. There  was  not  an  angry  word  or 
a  word  of  recrimination ;  on  the  con- 
trary, all  was  peace  and  quietness, 
and  anxiety  to  give  the  measure  full 
consideration,  and  an  expression  of 
willingness  to  sacrifice  their  individual 
interests  to  the  public  good.  The  Go- 
vernment now  proposed  to  strike  out 
the  clauses  which  had  been  known  as 
the  Bankruptcy  Clauses  and  to  insert 
others  of  immense  importance.  The 
noble  Duke  had  stated  that  the  Amend- 
ments to  these  new  clauses  had  only 
reached  him  that  afternoon.  Owing  to 
judicial  duties  he  had  himself  not  yet 
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ovea  seen  the  Amendments.  Under 
these  circnmstancesy  the  House  could  not 
adequately  enter  upon  the  consideration 
of  these  Amendments,  and  he  would 
suggest  that  the  three  clauses  proposed 
to  he  struck  out  by  the  Goyernment 
should  be  struck  out,  that  the  four 
clauses  proposed  to  be  inserted  should 
be  inserted,  and  that  the  Bill  should  be 
reprinted  and  re-committed.  This  would 
necessitate  postponing  the  further  con- 
sideration 01  the  Bill  in  Committee  till 
after  the  Whitsuntide  Holidays,  but  the 
delay  would  not  be  unattended  with  sub- 
stantial advantages.  He  had  no  motive 
except  that  of  desiring  to  make  the  Bill 
as  good  as  possible. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Fitzgerald)  had 
stated  that  it  was  not  his  desire  to  delay 
or  obstruct  the  Bill.  That  might  with 
equal  truth  be  said  of  those  sitting  on 
that  Bench.  There  were  certain  clauses 
in  the  Bill  which  they  considered  objec- 
tionable, and  they  did  not  as  yet  see  that 
any  satisfactory  plan  had  been  suggested 
of  remedying  the  objections  to  those 
clauses,  but  they  did  not  desire  to  delay 
or  place  anyhindrance  in  the  way  of  the 
measure.  He  thought  the  suggestion 
that  had  been  made  for  the  recommittal 
of  the  Bill  was  reasonable,  and  he  hoped 
that  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  would  accept  it. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
said,  that  though  he  should  have  pre- 
ferred to  go  on  with  the  discussion,  yet 
the  views  of  the  course  of  procedure 
which  commended  itself  to  the  noble 
Duke  behind  him  (the  Duke  of  Aber- 
com),  to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(Lord  Fitzgerald),  and  to  the  noble  Earl 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  (Earl 
Granyille)  must  be  considered  to  be 
in  consonance  with  the  general  opinion 
of  the  House.  He  proposed,  therefore, 
to  accede  to  the  suggestion  that  had 
been  made.  The  only  way  he  saw  of 
carrying  out  the  wish  thus  expressed 
was  that  they  should  go  through  the 
Bill  now  pro  formd^  inserting  all  the 
Amendments  of  the  Government,  and 
such  other  Amendments  as  the  Govern- 
ment were  prepared  to  accept,  to  reprint 
the  Bill  as  amended,  and  then  to  put  it 
down  for  re-committal  until  after  Whit- 
suntide—on  Monday  the  Idth  June. 


Motion  agreed  to;  House  again  in 
Committee  accordingly ;  further  Amend- 
ments made  :  The  Report  of  the 
Amendments  to  be  received  on  Friday 
next ;  and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  106.) 

JUBILEE  SERVICE  IN  WESTMINSTER 

ABBEY. 

NOMINATION  OF  SBLBOT  COMIHTTBB. 

Select  Committee  on  ;  The  Lords  following 
were  named  of  the  Committee :  The  Committee 
to  meet  on  Friday  next  at  a  quarter  past  Three 
o'clock ;  and  to  appoint  their  own  Chairman  : — 


v.  Ozenbridge. 
L.  Boyle. 
L.  Foxford. 


L.  Eintore. 

L.  Houghton. 

L.  Colville  of  Culroas. 


RABIES  IN  DOGS. 
APPOINTMENT  OF  SBLECT  COMMITTEB. 

Afovedf  **  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inqniro  into  and  report  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  rabies  in  dogs,  and  the  laws  applicable 
thereto. — {The  Lord  Fresident.) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

INCUMBENTS*     RESIGNATION      ACT      (1871) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.      [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Incumbents*  Resignation 
Act,  1871— Was  presented  by  The  Duke  of 
Buckingham  and  Chandos ;  read  1" ;  and  to  be 
printed.     (No.  104.) 

House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock, 

to  Friday  next,  a  quarter 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 

Tuesday,  17 th  May,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Supply— (?on«ufertf<;?  in  Committee 

— Resolutions  [May  16]  reported. 
Pu«Lic    Bills  —  Committee  —  Criminal    Law 

Amendment  (Ireland)  [217]  [Eighth  Nighf]^ 

R.P. 

Committee — East  India  Stock  Conversion  [263« 

267]. 
Provisional  Order  Bills— iS^0Oft<^  Reading — 

Gas  and  Water  •  [248] ;  Gas  •  [249] ;  Local 

Government  (No.  2)  •[261];  Local  Govern- 

ment  (Poor  Law)  (No.  8)  •  [260]. 

QUESTIONS. 

FIJI— PUBLIC    FLOGGING    OF   A 
WESLEYAN   METHODIST. 

Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  the  Governor  of  Fiji 
has  made  any  Report  concerning  the 
public  flogging  of  Zephaniah,  a  iNatiTe 
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member  of  the  Wesleyan  Methodist 
Church  in  the  Bewa  District,  for  having 
complained  of  the  pillage  of  his  gar- 
dens ;  and.  if  so,  what  steps  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  taken  to 
prevent  the  repetition  of  such  a  bar- 
barous punishment  ? 

The   secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
Henby    Holland)     (Hampstead):     A 
Report  upon  this  matter  was  received  by 
the  last  mail.     Some  damage  was  done 
to  Zephaniah's  garden  by  a  party  of 
his  own  friends,  not  for  purposes  of 
pillage,  but  out  of  high  spirits.     The 
accounts    differ    as  to  the  amount  of 
damage.    Upon  this  he  wrote  a  letter 
to  a  Chief,  which  he  admits  to  have 
been  insolent  and  improper.    This  so 
incensed  a  large  assembly  of  Natives 
present  that  they    demanded  that  he 
should  be  subjected  to  a  Native  punish- 
ment called  **  buturaki,''  which  involves 
being  knocked  down  and  jumped  and 
stamped  upon  by  a  crowd  of  angry  men, 
which  must  be  at  all  times  unpleasant 
and  is  sometimes  followed  by  fatal  re- 
sults.   An  affray  became  imminent,  and 
the  Chief  of  the  town  Restored  peace  by 
ordering  Zephaniah  to  receive  six  strokes 
and  another  man  five  strokes.     Zeph- 
aniah himself  says — '^I  thought  I  had 
deserved  my  fate  and  was  satisfied.'' 
The  rest  of  the  story  is  said  to  be  ex- 
aggeration mixed  with  much  pure  in- 
vention.   The  ^*  frightful  wale  "  said  to 
have  been  visible  after  the  whipping 
was  caused  by  a  bum  sustained  some 
years  before. 

SOUTH  PACIFIC-THE  NEW  HEBRIDES 
—THE  ISLAND  OF  TANNA. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St. 
Pancras,  S.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  What  notice 
has  been  taken  of  a  Petition,  dated 
September,  1883,  and  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  Lord  Normanby  on  his  re- 
turn to  England,  addressed  to  Her  by 
the  Chiefs  of  the  Island  of  Tanna,  in 
the  New  Hebrides,  objecting  to  French 
annexation,  saying,  that  if  the  Island 
is  to  be  annexed  by  any  civilized  Power 
they  would  prefer  it  to  be  to  the  Aus- 
tralian Colonies  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
Hbh&t  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  The 
hon.  Baronet  probably  refers  to  a 
Petition  which  was  received  in  June, 
1884,  as  an  enclosure  to  a  despatch  from 
the  acting  Qovemor  of  Victoria.    Lord 
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Normanby  does  not  appear  to  be  con- 
cerned with  it  in  any  way.  The  Petition 
was  forwarded  at  the  request  of  a  Mr. 
Thomas,  correspondent  of  The  Melbourne 
Argus,  who  seems  to  have  been  mainly 
instrumental  in  getting  it  up,  and  who 
witnessed  the  marks  attached  to  it  by 
the  Natives  of  Tanna.  The  Earl  of 
Derby  informed  the  acting  Governor,  in 
reply,  that  he  had  laid  the  Petition 
before  the  Queen,  but  had  not  been  able 
to  advise  Her  Majesty  to  take  any  action 
in  reference  to  it;  and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  the  French  Government  had  any 
intention  of  taking  possession  of  the 
Island  of  Tanna. 

FINANCE,    &c.  —  REDUCTION    OF    THE 
NATIONAL  DEBT  1886-7. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
What  was  the  actual  sum  applicable  from 
all  sources  for  the  reduction  of  the 
National  Debt  in  the  course  of  the  last 
financial  year,  including  the  surplus  to 
be  appropriated  under  the  Sinking 
Fund ;  and,  what  was  the  actual  figures 
of  the  National  Debt  (calculated  accord- 
ing to  Sir  John  Lubbock's  Return)  on 
3 1st  March,  1887,  as  compared  with  the 
sum  of  £711,788,232,  as  stated  for  the 
year  1886? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschbn)  (St.  George's. 
Hanover  Square) :  There  was  applied 
in  reduction  of  Debt  during  the  year 
1886-7 — By  the  action  of  Life  Annuities 
and  Terms  of  Year  Annuities,  £904,946  ; 
small  Sinking  Funds,  £22,145  ;  compo- 
sition of  Stamp  Duty,  £210,000;  Land 
Tax  and  surplus  Land  Tax,  £66,051 ; 
and  sundry  small  amounts,  £1,853  ;  and 
by  the  action  of  Terminable  Annuities — 
subject  to  final  correction — £4,756,532  ; 
and  by  the  action  of  the  Sinking  Fund 
attached  to  the  Suez  Canal  Exchequer 
Bonds,  £84,900.  There  was  a  surplus 
of  Revenue  over  Expenditure  in  the 
year,  which,  representing  the  old  Sink- 
ing Fund,  will  also  go  in  diminution  of 
Debt  —  namely,  £776,006,  making  a 
total  of  £6,822,433.  The  net  Debt 
stated  on  the  principle  of  Sir  John  Lub- 
bock's Return  stood  on  March  31,  1886, 
at  £711,788,223;  and  according  to  the 
calculation,  not  yet  finally  revised,  it 
will  be  found  to  stand  on  March  31 
last  at  £704,789,687.  Sir  John  Lub- 
bock's Return  for  the  present  year  will 
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be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  as 
soon  as  it  can  be  completed. 

POST   OFFICE  AND   TELEGRAPH 
SERVICES— NET   REVENUE. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOURT(  Derby) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  will  state  the  figures  at 
"which  the  Net  Eevenue — after  deduction 
of  Expenditure — of  the  Post  Office  and 
Telegraph  Services  severally  stood  for 
the  years  1881  and  1887,  and  what  is 
the  falling  off  in  the  Net  Bevenue  of 
each  in  the  latter  as  compared  with  the 
former  period;  and,  what  is  the  ad- 
ditional sum  which  ought  to  be  charged 
against  the  Telegraph  Bevenue  in  re- 
spect to  the  purchase  money,  and  what 
was  the  net  deficiency  of  that  Bevenue 
on  such  basis  for  the  last  financial  year? 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  thkEXCHE- 
QUEB  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  ^*quare):  The  figures  which 
my  right  hon.  Friend  asks  for  will  be 

E resented  to  the  House  in  due  course ; 
ut,  in  anticipation,  I  will  give  them  as 
nearly  as  they  can  at  present  be  ascer- 
tained in  the  form  shown  in  the  Appro- 
priation Accounts.  In  1880-1  the  net 
Post  Office  Bevenue — including  in  the 
expenditure  the  cost  of  Packet  Service 
—  was  £2,586,430.  For  1886-7  the 
Estimate  is  £2,400,000,  showing  a  de- 
crease in  the  six  years  of  £186,000. 
The  Telegraph  Service  showed  in  1880-1 
a  surplus  Bevenue  of  £313,284.  In 
1886-7,  however,  instead  of  a  surplus 
there  will,  it  is  expected,  be  a  deficiency 
of  £223,110,  so  that  in  the  six  years 
there  is  a  falling  off  of  no  less  than 
£536,394.  This  is  omitting  the  interest 
on  the  purchase  money  of  the  Tele- 
graphs—£326,417  a-year.  If  this  be 
taken  into  account  the  deficit  for  the  year 
1886-7  will  be  £549,527.  I  should 
add  that  in  both  cases  the  falling  off  in 
the  Bevenue  is  due,  not  to  diminished 
receipts,  but  to  increased  expenditure. 
Very  large  expenditure,  much  of  it  of  a 
capital  nature,  has  been  incurred  in  the 
last  two  or  three  years  for  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Parcels  Post  and  sixpenny 
telegrams.  I  am  very  much  obliged  to 
my  right  hon.  Friend  for  asking  these 
questions,  in  order  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  public  to  the  falling  off  in  the 
surplus  of  the  Postal  Telegraph  Bevenue 
ana  to  the  large  charge  which  the  Tele- 
graph Service  now  imposes  on  the  gene< 
ral  revenaea  of  the  country. 


ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  WAR  AND 
ADMIRALTY  OFFICES  —  THE  EVI- 
DENCE. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Blackpool  Division 
of  Lancashire,  Whether  theBoyal  Com- 
mission, of  which  he  is  the  Chairman, 
will  arrange  to  publish  at  once  the  evi- 
dence, which  is  now  practically  com- 
pleted, relating  to  the  War  OflBce,  as,  if 
such  evidence  is  not  published  until 
their  Beport  on  the  War  and  Admiralty 
Offices  is  issued,  valuable  information 
on  the  subject  of  this  branch  of  expen- 
diture will  not  be  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers for  use  during  thepresent  Session  ? 

SiE  MATTHEW  WHITE  BIDLET 
(Lancashire,  N.,  Blackpool),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Commissioners  had  not 
yet  completed  the  whole  of  the  evidence 
on  the  War  and  Admiralty  Offices, 
although  it  was  very  nearly  finished.  It 
was  their  hope  and  expectation  to  be 
able  to  present  their  first  Beport  before 
the  end  of  the  Session.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  would  be  quite  con- 
trary to  precedent,  unsatisfactory,  and 
inconvenient  to  attempt  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  his  hon.  Friend  by  publishing 
an  imperfect  and  fragmentary  portion  of 
the  evidence. 

WAR  OFFICE  —  INSANITARY  CONDI- 
TION OF  FORT  BURGOYNE,  DOVER. 
Mb.  PBE8T0N  BBUCE  (Fifeshire, 
W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  a  **  further  minute  in- 
spection "  has  been  made  into  the  sani- 
tary condition  of  Fort  Burgoyne,  at 
Dover,  as  promised  by  him ;  and,  if  so, 
with  what  result ;  whether  troops  have 
been  quartered  in  these  barracKs  since 
the  cases  of  fever  which  occurred  there 
recently ;  and,  whether  the  4th  Brigade 
Boyal  Artillery  (Fife  Militia)  are  to  be 
quartered  in  this  fort  in  June  and 
July? 

The  SUBVEYOB  GENEBAL  of 
OBDNANCE  (Mr.  Nobthcotb)  (Exeter) 
(who  replied)  said :  Examinations  have 
been  made,  both  by  the  Medical  and 
Engineer  Departments,  without  dis- 
covering any  cause  which  will  account 
for  the  recent  cases  of  typhoid  fever  at 
Fort  Burgoyne.  Arrangements  have, 
however,  been  made  for  an  independent 
examination  by  an  expert  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  which  may,  I  hope, 
result  in  the  discovery  and  removal  of 
any  insanitary  condition.    Three  com- 
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panies  of  the  2nd  Battalion  East  Kenf  Tne     UNDER     SECBETA.RY    of 

Segment  were  quartered  in  the  Fori  STATE  (Mr.  SrnAaT-WoRiXBv)  (Sbef- 

linul  the  12th incrtaDt,  when  the hattalioi  field,  Hallam)  (who  replied]  said:  The 

went  to  Lydd  for  training.     It  is  in-  Secretary  of  State  has  reoetved  a  letter 

tended,  if  there  be  no  objection  on  the  from  my  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend, 

part  of  the  Medical  Department,  to  ac-  who  tells  him  that  the  facta  are  as  stated 

commodate  the  4th  Brigade  of  the  Scot-  in  the  Question.    The  landlord  had  for- 

tish  Division  Boyal  Stiller;   in  Fori  gotten  to  ash  for  an  extension  of  time  ; 

Burgoyne,  80  far  as  its  oonBtruction  wil  and  at  five  minutes   to  11  o'olook,  as 

permit,  the  remainder  of  the  oorps  being  there  was  still  a  portion  of  a  musical 

encamped  dose  at  band.  programme  to  be  completed,  my  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was  informed 

EGYPT    (FINANCE.    &c.)-AN   "TJNAC  that  it  was  competent  for  him,  as  a  re- 

KNOWLEDQED  FLOATING  DEBT."  gident  in  the  hotel,  to  invite  all  or  any 

Mr.  BADEN-POWELL    (Liverpool,  of  the  party  to  remain  as  his  gueata, 

Kirkdale)  asked  the  Under  Secretarj  which   he  did.     The  subsequent  ^o- 

of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whethei  ceedings  lasted  about  half  an  hour.  Tho 

he  can  give  tho  House  any  information  head  of  the  Margate  Police  was  in  the 

as  to  tho  existence  and  magnitude  ol  room,  and  made  no  suggestion  of  ille- 

an  "  TTnaoknowIedged  Floating  Debt "  galitj-    The  Secretary  of  State  has  no 

which  has  been  incurred  by  the  Egyptian  control  over  the  local  police.    He  bnol 

Qovemment,  according  to  the  statement  aware  whether  they  have  taken,  or  in- 

of  Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt  in  Th$  Tinut  news-  tend  to  take,  any  notice  of  this  occur- 

paper  of  11th  Mayf  rence.  Any  complaint  as  to  their  oonduci 

Thb     under     secretary    01  should  be  addressed  to  the  Local  Autho- 
STATE    (Sir    J.    Fkeousbon)    (Man-  rities. 
Chester,  N.E.)  :  The  Egyptian  Govern- 
ment have  no  "Unacknowledged  Float-  WKECK    COMMISSION  BBS'    C0DRT8, 
log  Debt,"  and  are  entirely  free  fojm  HULL-NAUTICAL  ASSESSORS, 
advances  in  account  current  from  banke  ^*-  ATKINSON  (Boston)  asked  the 
or  other  establishments  of  credit.  Secreta^  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment,   If    he    will  arrange  that  local 
LIOENSEDYIOTUALLEBS' FBOTECnON  nautical  assessors  be  appointed  in  future 

SOCIETY— COLONEL  EING-HABMAN,  to  attend    the    Wreck    Commissioners' 

U.F.  Courts  when  held  in  Hull,  so  as  to  avoid 

Bin  WILFBID  LAW80N  (Cumber-  !"' 

land,  Oookennouth)  asked  the  Secretary  ^^             . 

of  State    for    the   Home   Department,  °'J?°f*' r^nim     HpncPTAPV     n. 

Whether  he  can  state  if  the  report  in  flj»™  ,„     «          ^^         ^?i,i.? 

tho  Margate  newspaper,  X.bW,  Ga^lU,  f^^^^  (^'-  .^e^-^^^FJ^-^^^f 

of  April  flth  is  co^e^  in  which  report  ^''\  ^'^'"^l  f'''^"  "P^'*^)  »"'»;  P« 

it  is  stated  that  the  Margate  Licensed  P"^''"?J'tf   ^-een  the  reverse  of  that 

Victuallers'  Protection  Society  held  their  """KKe't^d  by  my  hon.  Fr.«nd;    and  its 

annual  dinner  at  the  Clifton vUlo  Hotel  PoW  »  that  the  aasessors  should  be,  as 

on  the  previous  Thursdav.  at  which  fes-  **"•  "  P"'!"*'!^'  '"d^??^^*^*  "'j^vT" 

tivity  t£e  chairman  of  the  evening  was  "eotion  with  the  localities  in  which  the 

supported    by    Colonel    King-Harman,  «««  arise  u(«n  whidi  they  have  to 

M.P.;  that,  as  the  evening  advanced;  «eroise  their  judgment. 

'^^—  POST  OFFICE,  DUBLIN-THB  FEMALE 

>■  A»  an  exteDdon  of  time  bad  not  beta  o1>-  TELEGRAPH  STAFF. 

S'.h^r^^'tfSSrhSgJiS.,"^  „"■■  T.O.  HAEEINGTON  (D«bU., 

the  chainnttnvacatei  his  seat;"  Harbour)  asked  the  Poatmaster  Gene- 

J  .,    .           ,     „            '  ral.  Why  the  supervising  appointment 

and  that,  eventuaUy,  granted  to  the  Dublin  female  telegraph 
staff  last  December  has  not  yet  been 
filled,  and  if  it  is  true  that  a  junior   is 

and,  whether  he  can  inform  the  House  performing  the  duties  at  present ;  and, 

if  the  police  have  taken  any  notice,  in-  if  so,  wheuier  this  is  with  a  view  to  ap- 

tend  to  take  any  nodoe,  or  ought  to  te^e  point  her  permanently  over  the  heads  of 

any  notioe,  of  these  proceedings  f  nz  seoior  olerka  equally  qualified  F 
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The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikes)  (Cambridgo  University):  The 
supervising  appointment  to  which  tho 
hon.  Member  refers  is  one  of  importauce, 
and  several  persons  are  being  tried  in 
turn  with  a  view  to  test  their  capabilities 
for  the  post.  This  will  require  time; 
and  no  statement  can  at  present  be  made, 
either  as  to  the  date  on  which  the 
vacancy  will  be  filled,  or  as  to  the  person 
who  will  be  selected  to  fill  it. 

Mb.  T.  0.  HARRINGTON  asked, 
was  it  not  a  fact  that  the  junior  in  the 
Office,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  six  seniors, 
had  been  selected  for  this  trial  ? 

Ma.  RAIKES:  I  am  not  aware  in 
what  turn  persons  are  being  tried ;  but 
I  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  the  trial 
will  be  confined  to  one  person. 

FINANCE,   &c.— THE  NATIONAL  DEBT. 

Mb.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid)  asked 
Mr.  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  a  Statement  showing  the  total 
amount  of  the  National  Debt  as  at  31  st 
March,  1887 ;  what  portion  of  the  per- 
manent charge  of  £26,000,000  will  be 
Said  for  interest ;  the  sum  payable  for 
'erminable  Annuities;  the  sum  pay- 
able for  management;  and  how  much 
will  be  available  for  the  reduction  of 
Debt? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Oosohen)  (St.  Oeorge's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  Yes,  Sir,  the  fullest 
possible  information  will  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  with  regard  to  the  matters 
which  form  the  subject  of  the  Question. 
The  Treasury  minute  explaining  my 
proposals  with  respect  to  the  Debt 
Oharge  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers immediately,  and  it  will  be  found 
to  contain  all  the  information  sought 
by  the  hon.  Member. 

INLAND  REVENUE— iNCOME  TAX  ON 
PROFITS  EARNED  BY  FOREIGNERS. 

Mb.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther he  will  inform  the  House  by  what 
means  the  Gk>yemment  propose  to  levy 
Income  Tax  on  the  profits  earned  by 
foreigners  in  this  country  who  have  no 
places  of  business  here  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QITEB  (Mr.  Oosohbn)  (St.  George's, 
Bangrer  S^uiire) :  This  Question  is  still 


before  the  High  Court  of  JusHco ;  and  I 
can  add  nothing  to  the  reply  which  has 
been  already  giyen  to  the  hon.  Member 
on  this  subject. 

ADMIRALTY— CONVERSION  OF  THE 
ROYAL  MARINE  ARTILLERY  INTO 
MARINE  INFANTRY. 

Colonel  HUGHES  -  HALLETT 
(Bochester)  asked  tho  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  in  contempla- 
tion, as  reported,  to  do  away  with  the 
Eoyal  Marine  Artillery,  and  convert 
that  highly-trained  force  into  Marine 
Infantry  ? 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  There 
is  no  truth  in  the  rumour  to  which  my 
hon.  Friend  refers,  that  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  propose  either  to 
abolish  the  Eoyal  Marine  Artillery 
or  to  amalgamate  it  with  the  Marine 
Infantry. 

SOUTH  AFRICA-ZULULAND. 

Sir  EICHARD  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 
Evesham)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Zulus  re- 
quested the  British  Government  to  de- 
fend thom  against  the  Boers ;  and  whe- 
ther they  have  prayed  to  be  placed  under 
the  protection  of  British  Sovereignty  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  I  am 
glad  the  hon.  Baronet  has  asked  this 
Question,  as  it  enables  me  to  explain  my 
short  reply  of  yesterday,  from  which  it 
might  have  been  supposed  that  this 
Sovereignty  had  been  suddenly  sprung 
upon  the  Zulus.  Zululand  came  under 
the  paramount  authority  of  Her  Majesty 
at  the  end  of  the  war  in  1879,  and  that 
fact  was  fully  recognized  by  the  Zulus. 
The  Zulu  Chiefs,  frightened  at  the  en- 
croachments of  the  Boers,  whom  some  of 
them  had  invited  into  Zululand,  did  ask 
us  to  defend  them.  We  undertook  to 
negotiate  with  the  new  Republic,  which 
had  been  recognized  by  the  late  Goyem- 
ment,  and  a  line  of  boundary  has  been 
settled.  On  February  8th,  the  Chiefs 
were  informed  by  Mr.  Osbom  that 
British  protection,  carrying  with  it  the 
supreme  authority  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, was  to  be  extended  to  Eastern 
Zululand.  I  telegraphed  on  February 
12th  for  information  as  to  the  feeling  of 
the  Zulus,  and  received  an  answer  on 
the  14th,  giving  Mr.  Osbom's  opinion 
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that  the  majority  of  the  Ohiefo,  includ-  ^^^     ^^^^  _  ^^^     review     AT 

mg  Umnyamana,  would  gladly  accede  aldeRSHOT-ALLOWANCE  TO  THE 

S'^BrithnStriilyVbTaS^bSg  ^^^^^^^  ^^VALKY. 

the  opposition  of  Ndabuko.    Again,  on  .  Mb.  HEBMON-HODGE  (Lancashire, 

the  15th,  I  received  a  telegram  from  Sir  AccrmgtoiOasked  the  Secretary  of  State 

Arthur  Havelook,  stating  that  Mr.  Os-  "r  War,  mother  it  is  the  intention  of 

bom  had  just  telegraphed  to  him  that  a  "er  Majesiy's  Gtovernment  to  grant  any 

favourable  answer  had   been   received  py-  oj  ,?*i®  *°y  allowances  to,  mem- 

from  Dinizolu  and  Ndabuko,  as  well  as  °e"  «'  ^^^  Yeomanry  Cavalijr  attending 

the  other  Chiefs,   with  regard  to  the  *''®  *PPSi?S5i?S,?S7Jl®''  *t^¥S2^?L^ 

agreement.  Then!  and  not  tfu  then,  Her  ^  The  SECEETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 

Majesty's  Government  approved  of  Mr.  EStanhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 

Osborn's  action.  This  matter  has  been  very  carefully  con- 
sidered ;  and  it  has  been  decided  that  it 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  YEAR  "  not  possible  to  give  any  extra  aUow- 

OE   HER   MAJESTY'S    REIGK-FIRE-  ^  al^Xg^^'lo'S'^B^i^ri^ 

WORKS  IN  THE  LONDON  PARKS.  Aldershot. 

Mb.  JAMES  STUART  (Shoreditch, 

Hoxton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  LITERATURE.     SCIENCE,     AND     ART 

for  War,  Whether  his  attention  has  been  (SCOTLAND)  ^THE  VOTES, 

called  to  the  following  paragraph  in  The  Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 

Daily  News  of  1 6th  May  :—  asked    the    Lord    Advocate,  Whether, 

"  We  understand  that  although  the  Govern-  considering  the  strong  feeling  evinced 
ment  have  obtained  a  grant  of  £17,000  for  the  upon  the  subject  in  Scotland,  he  can  in- 
fitting  u^  of  Westminster  Abbey,  the  War  Office  form  the  House  what  progress  has  been 
Authorities  have  stopped  the  orders  which  had  n^^de  in  putting  the  Votes  for  scientific 
been  given  for  a  display  of  fireworks  in  the  Lon-  *.  xu  i.  .  l 
don  Parks  on  the  night  of  the  Jubilee  Celebra-  Purposes  in  that  country  on  a  more 
tion.  Steps  had  been  taken  to  provide  such  an  satisfactory  foundation,  in  accordance 
entertainment  for  the  public  in  Hyde,  Regent* s,  with  the  representations  made  by  the 
Battersea,  and  Victoria  Parks ; "  Itoyal  Society  and  other  learned  Bodies 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  War  Office  to  the  Secretary  for  Scotland  in  April 
Authorities  had  given  orders  to  certain  last  ? 

pyrotechnists  for  a  display  of  fireworks  The  LOKD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
to  take  place  on  the  night  of  the  Jubilee  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
Celebration  in  Hyde,  Begent's,  Batter-  drew's  Universities) :  This  matter  is  en- 
seo,  and  Victoria  Parks ;  to  whom  such  gaging  the  attention  of  the  Secretary  for 
orders  were  g^ven ;  what  were  their  pe-  Scotland,  who  has  laid  it  before  the 
ouniary  amounts ;  what  was  the  reason  Lords  of  the  Treasury,  who  have  at  pre- 
fer countermanding  them;  in  what  man-  sent  the  subject  under  consideration, 
ner,  whether  by  lettef  or  otherwise,  they 

were  countermanded ;  and,  what  reasons  PUBLIC  MEETINGS  (IRELAND)  —  8UP- 

for  countermanding  them  have  been  as-  PRESSION  OF  PUBLIC  MEETINGS  IN 

signed  to  the  persons  entrusted  with  the  ULSTER, 

orders  ?  Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  beg  to 

The  SEORETAEY  op  STATE  (Mr.  E.  ask   the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

Stanhopb)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle):  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is 

Certain  firms  were  consulted  by  the  War  true,  as  stated  in  this  morning's  papers, 

Office  relative  to  a  display  of  fireworks  that  the  G-ovemment  have  decided  to 

in  the  Parks  named,  and  were  told  to  proclaim  an  anti-coercion  meeting  an- 

Bubmit  a  programme.      This  step  was  nounoed  to  be  held  this  week  in  the 

taken  in  consequence  of  the  near  ap-  town  of  Dungannon,  County  Tyrone  ? 

preach  of  the  Jubilee,  and  the  probable  The  PAELIAMENTARY  UNDER 

large  demand  for  fireworks.    Her  Ma-  SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habman) 

jesty'fl    Government,    however,  having  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)   (who  replied) 

decided  that  there  should  be  no  display  said :  I  have  had  no  information  to  that 

of  fireworks  in  these  Parks,  these  firms  effect. 

were    informed  by  telegraph  of  that  Mb.  DILLON :  Will  the  right  hon. 

decision.  and  gallant  Gentleman  inquire  r 

Sir  Hmry  Bbttand 
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CoLoifBL  KING- HARM  AN;  Yes;  1  [Tlie  CniEF  Seohetaby   {Mr.  A.   J. 

will  inquire,  &iid  let  the  hon.  Membei  Balfoar)  here  entered  the  House.] 

^S'r^n'nARSTOnTSS'rK'l.T-  Mb.  DILLON:    P.rh.p.  the  Chief 

TT^    ;  0.  HAEHINGTON  (Dublin  Secrelar,  weald  no.  he  kind  eneugh 

?«™"'^v   S    ■"  "r"""  '"■'  t"  ""»»  lie  Oneelion  ..led  in  M, 

Umeer  in  tnie  House  will  give  u.  wme  .haence 

Mormadoiiontbe.nbiMl     M.J  I  "k  THuOHIEFSEXJEETAETrMr.  A.  J. 

ae  Attorney  G.nml  for  Ii.l.nd  If  he  BujeoB)   (M.nohe.lei.   E.)i    PeA.p. 

■"iinSSlSYSUKAL    ,0.  *|bo.O»a.».nwiUgi„N„.i.,„ 

IBELAND  (Mr.  HoLHBa)  (Dublin  Uni-  «i«"od- 

versity):  No,  Sir.    A  matter  of  that  kind  MOTION. 

would  not  oome  under  my  notice,  , 

a^r^iVf^  V  "^Y  J""";"  i,"'  ''"■  JUBILEE  SERVICE  IN  ST.  MAEOASET'S 
thet  meelinge  m  M.nd  ,re  to  be  pro-  CHBROH.-RESOLUTION. 
cleimed  without  tbe  Iinowledire  .nd  con-  „,  .,.^^^1  t^tit^  m«.-. 
»nl  of  .nj  responeible  Mini.ter  .itting  -J"  ^L^U''?'' »'  T,J?"^" 
inthi.Hoi.ol'^Iwu.ttoknow.hoi!  S?^,^.'*;'-, ".-.  "v  ?""'"'  t^'™''' 
re.pon.ihle  1  Woitmm.ter) :  Sir,  I  me  to  move- 
Ms.  HOLUES  :  It  is  done,  of  course,  "  That,  in  celebration  of  the  Fiftieth  Year  of 
under  the  direction  of  the  Chief  Secre-  Her  >Iajeaty'B  Rsign.  this  Hoaao  will  attend  at 
tt^—-  the  Church  of  St.  Margaret,  Weetmiaater,  on 
"■  Sunday  next,  the  22ad  of  May." 
Several  Netionelist  Mzmbbbs:  Where  In  making  this  Motion  I  do  not  propose 
i.  he  ?  to  support  it  by  any  argument  or  by 
Ml.  DILLON:  Lei  u.  know  where  "■?  statement  of  facts.  If  I  were  to 
the  Chief  Secretary  is.  We  wore  in-  •"««>?'  to  do  «>  I  am  conscious  that  I 
fimnedlutnighl-r  &».«/"  Move  the  ■'"'"'?  weaken  the  sen.e  of  obigahon 
adiournment!"]  I  do  not  desire  to  "d  thjukfulness  uiider  which,  I  believe, 
nnduly  Uke  up  the  time  of  the  House  :  '»■;■  Member,  in  .11  p.rto  of  the  House 
but  in  view  of  wh.t  occurred  last  night,  ""T*  '»  '«k»  P"'  ">  ,thi.  rehgioua 
this  is  a  curious  illustration  of  the  in-  ?»"i»e.  On  occasions  like  this  silence 
convenience  of  the  obstruction  offered  to  'f  '"o'*  eloquent  than  words ;  and  I 
Irish  Membsrs.  I  merely  wish  to  ssy,  tbsrefore  submit  tbe  Motion,  with  con- 
with  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  that  "d""  that  it  wiQ  be  accepted  with  oom- 

I  have  asked  this  Question  without  No-    P  ,'^  "E^"'™'*?-.^^ ,^,.  , 

tiee,  be»u„  iti,  a  matter  of  immediate  „M..  W  E.QLADSTONE(Ediiibnrgh, 

and  urgent  import..™.     I  .m  told  that  M'd  LoUuan) :  I  do.iro,  Mr.  Speaker, 

this  meeting  cannot  bs  proclaimed  with-  ""•'  perfect  concurrBnc.  and  pleaeure,  lo 

out  the  consent  of  the  Chief  Secretary,  f'"?''  'ho  Motion  which  h..  b.sn  made 

and  we  were  told  last  night  that  lie  by  the  right  hon.  Oentlemae      I  agree 

AubUnt  Secretory   ...were  with   the  witli  him  th.l  it  require,  no  lengthened 

fnlleal  responsibility  for  the  Chief  Secre-  "plUoelioii  I  and  I  am  .atisfiod  that  it 

tary.    But  now  the  right  hon.  and  g.l-  ""  ""^  received  with  gener.    concui- 

totQenaemaninformtuelhathekniw.  "■"«  ^1  the  House,  and  wiU  not  load 

nothing  whatever  about  it,  and  I  there-  ">.•?  oipre«iion  of  .ny  difference  of 

fore  want  to  find  out  in  wh.t  way  we  .re  >pmion. 

to  get  any  information  on  the  sul^ect.  Motionm.de,  and  Question  proposed, 

fj.  FIE8I  LOHD  ov  mi  iEEA-  „  n.,,  ,„  „,.b„„„  „,  n.  ri,ti.,h  y.„  „, 

SUET   {Mr.    W.    H.    Smith)    (Strand,  Her  Majeaty'a  Eeign,  thia  House  wiU  attend  at 

Weetminster) :    My  right   hon.    Friend  ;he  Church  of  St.   Maraarot,  Weatuiinsler,  on 

has  had  no  Notice  of  this  Question,  end  ^n^y  next,  the  22nd  of  May."-(Jfr.  jr.Kiae. 

my  right  hon.  nnd  lenrned  Friend  on  ^"'l  ^""'■' 

my  right  (the  Attorney  Oenerel  for  Ire-  Mn.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) ; 

land)  also  had  no  Notice  of  the  Que.-  [  wish  to  put  a  Question  to  you,  Mj. 

tion.    IfNotioehad  been  given  half-an-  Speaker,  upon  a  point  of  Order.    Iwieh 

horn  or  so  ago,  an  intimation  would  !o  know,  whether  you  can  inform  the 

have  been  given  to  the  hon.  Member.  Souse  of  the  exact  terms  of  the  Motion 

I  will  take  care.  Sir,  that  in  tbe  course  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 

of  the  erenjng  an  answer  ia  given.  First  Lord  of  the  Tretteury  wme  time 

VOL.  OCXIIXT.     [tbib])  bbbibs.]  S 
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ago,  giving  preference  to  the  Crimes 
Bill?  Is  it  not  the  case  that  the  Crimes 
Bill  must  be  the  First  Order  of  the 
Day,  if  it  is  to  obtain  precedence  on 
Tuesday  ?  I  am  not  in  possession  of  the 
exact  terms  of  the  Order,  and  therefore 
I  shall  be  glad  if  you  will  cause  the 
Order  itself  to  be  read — I  moan  the 
Order  which  gives  precedence  to  the 
Crimes  Bill  on  Tuesday. 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  look  at  the 
Paper  he  will  find  that  the  First  Order 
of  the  Day  is  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill.  The  Motion  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  just  made 
was  put  on  the  Paper  in  the  place  it 
occupies  by  my  direction ;  because,  in 
the  first  place,  it  affects  the  proceedings 
of  the  House,  and  it  is  for  the  general 
convenience  of  the  House  that  the 
Motion  should  be  made  now.  I  am 
informed  that  more  than  400  Members 
have  signified  their  intention  to  be 
present.  

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  As  a  Catholic, 
I,  for  one,  have  no  objection  to  the 
Motion,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  will 
meet  with  the  concurrence  of  the  House. 
I  will  only  remark  that  in  a  House 
which  contains  so  many  Irish  Members 
from  Ireland,  it  is  greatly  to  be  deplored 
that  the  50th  year  of  Her  Majesty's 
Beign  should  be  signalized  by  the  passing 
of  a  Jubilee  Coercion  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Setolvedy  That,  in  celebration  of  the  Fiftieth 
Year  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  this  Hoase  will 
attend  at  the  Church  of  St.  Margaret,  West- 
minster, on  Sunday  next,  the  22nd  of  May. 

ORDERS    OF   TEE  DAT. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.— [Bill  217.] 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour ,  Mr.  Secretary  Matthetet,  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Mr.   Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.) 

COMMITTEE.    {^Proffresi  ISth  Ifoy.] 

[eighth  inOHT.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Preliminary  Inquiry. 

Clause  1  (Inquiry  by  order    f  Attor- 
ney General). 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  12,  at  end,  add,  „  committed 
in  a  proclaimed  district  whether  committed  be- 


Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


fore  or  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  provided 
that  no  inquiry  shall  be  held  under  this  section 
concerning  any  offence  punishable  under  this 
Act  committed  in  any  district  before  the  pro- 
clamation of  such  district,  unless  such  offer* '^ 
would  hayo  been  indictable  if  this  Act  had  acw 
passed.'* — {Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
This  Amendment  provides  that  offences 
to  which  the  section  applies  committed 
in  a  proclaimed  district,  whether  com- 
mitted before  or  after  the  passing  of  this 
Act  shall  be  the  subject  of  inquiry  pro- 
vided that  no  inquiry  has  been  held 
concerning  an  offence  punishable  under 
the  section  committed  in  any  district 
before  it  was  proclaimed,  unless  such 
offence  would  have  been  indictable  if 
the  Act  had  not  been  passed.  Now,  it 
seems  to  me  that  that  provision  is  some- 
what unintelligible  unless  it  means  that 
an  inquiry  is  to  be  held  into  offences 
committed  in  a  district,  whether  the 
district  has  been  proclaimed  or  not.  I 
wish  to  point  out  that  the  Government 
have  had  another  Crimes  Bill  under 
which  they  were  able  to  hold  an  inquiry 
into  any  offence  committed  previous  to 
August,  1885,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
most  unreasonable  to  make  this  pre- 
liminary inquiry  apply  to  offences  com- 
mitted before  that  date.  I  will,  there- 
fore, move  as  an  Amendment  to  add  to 
the  clause  the  words  ''unless  such 
offence  was  committed  since  the  expiry 
of  the  Prevention  of  Grimes  Act,  1882." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

To  add  at  end  "  and  unless  such  offence  was 
committed  since  the  expiry  of  The  Prevention 
of  Crimes  (Ireland)  Act,  1882."-(Jfr.  T.Ji. 
Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity): I  have  no  objection  to  the 
words  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  ''  That  the  Amendment,  as 
amended,  be  added  to  the  proposed 
Clause,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  have  now  to  move 
a  further  Amendment  to  provide  that 
every  summons  shall  be  in  tne  form  con- 
tained in  the  Schedule,  and  that  every 
warrant  to  commit  a  witness  to  prison 
for  refusing  to  answer  a  question  shall 
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magistrate  might  ask  a  witness  in  an 
inquiry  for  wiLFul  murder — **  Was  your 
child  vaccinated?"  and  if  the  witness 
declined  to  answer,  and  was  committed 
to  prison,  that  question  would  appear 
on  the  face  of  the  warrant.  Of  course, 
it  would  be  open  for  the  Court  to  say 
that  it  might  afford  some  clue  in  regard 
to  the  murder  whether  the  child  had 
been  vaccinated  or  not ;  but  it  is  very 
like  the  old  saying  of  the  strawberry 
mark  on  the  arm.  I  am  of  opinion  that 
unless  the  Government  will  consent  to 
add  something  to  the  words  now  pro- 
posed, the  present  Amendment  will  be 
entirely  illusory. 

Mb.  HOLMES:  The  object  of  the 
Amendment  is  to  give  the  means  of 
quashing  an  illegal  order  of  commit- 
ment. I  may  point  out  that  the  law 
on  the  subject  is  that  where  the  com- 
mittal has  been  made  by  a  Court 
of  inferior  jurisdiction,  it  is  necessary 
to  show  on  the  face  of  the  order  what 
the  ground  of  committal  was.  By 
the  general  law  it  will  be  requisite  to 
show  that  a  summons  had  been  duly 
issued  specifying  the  character  of  the 
crime  and  the  ground  upon  which  the 
witness  had  been  sent  to  prison — namely, 
that  he  had  declined  to  answer  a  ques- 
tion put  to  him.  It  was  pointed  out 
that,  although  the  offence  would  be 
mentioned  in  the  warrant,  still  the 
Court  would  hardly  be  in  a  position  to 
judge  whether  the  commitment  was  jus- 
tifiable unless  the  question  the  witness 
had  refused  to  answer  appeared  on  the 
face  of  the  warrant.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, I  said  that  the  Government 
had  no  objection  to  the  question  being 
set  out,  and  if  it  should  appear  that 
there  was  no  jurisdiction  in  the  Court 
below  to  put  the  question,  the  warrant 
could  be  quashed.  That  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Gt)vemment,  and  in 
the  Amendment  on  the  Paper  it  is 
provided  that  the  Court  shall  inquire 
whether  the  magistrate  properly  exer- 
cised his  jurisdiction.  If  it  can  bo 
shown  that  the  magistrate  exceeded  his 
jurisdiction,  then,  of  course,  the  warrant 
would  be  quashed,  and  the  magistrate 
himself  would  be  liable  to  an  action. 
That  would  be  the  position  of  the  ma- 
gistrate ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  is 
desirable  to  place  him  in  a  position  that 
will  enable  any  complaint  as  regards 
what  occurred  on  the  inquiry  to  be  con- 
sidered by  setting  out  what  the  question 

K  2  [Eighth  trtght. ) 
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set  out  the  question  which  the  witness 
refused  to  answer. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  12,  at  end,  add,  "  (10.)  Every 
sammons  under  this  section  may  be  in  the 
form  m  the  Schedule  to  this  Act,  or  to  the  like 
effect.  Every  warrant  to  commit  a  witness  to 
prison  for  refusing  to  answer  a  question  put  to 
him  on  an  examination  held  under  this  section 
shall  set  out  the  question  which  the  witness  re- 
fused  to  answer.*' — {The  Attorney  Oeneral  for 
Ireland.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
The  summons  itself,  I  presume,  may  be 
susceptible  of  Amendment.  In  this  pro- 
posal the  form  of  the  summons  is  in 
reality  left  in  blank.  May  I  ask  if  this 
is  the  proper  moment  to  discuss  the 
summons  ? 

The  chairman  :  No ;  the  form  of 
the  summons  will  be  discussed  on  the 
Schedule 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Then  I  wish 
the  Government  to  take  notice  of  the  fact 
that  I  propose  to  move  an  Amendment 
in  regard  to  the  form  of  the  summons 
when  the  Schedule  is  reached.  I  now 
come  to  the  second  portion  of  the  Amend- 
ment which  applies  to  the  warrant,  I 
presume  that  this  Amendment  has  been 
put  down  by  the  Government  in  fulfil- 
ment of  the  pledge  given  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  to  the  Committee 
that  the  Court  shall  have  full  knowledge 
in  dealing  with  a  witness  committed  for 
contempt,  for  refusing  to  answer  a  ques- 
tion put  to  him,  of  what  the  question 
was  which  the  witness  refused  to  an- 
swer. As  the  law  stands  at  present  no 
warrant  to  commit  a  witness  for  con- 
tempt in  refusing  to  answer  a  question 
gives  the  Court  any  power  unless  the 
question  was  a  lawful  one  which  the 
witness  refused  to  answer.  All  the 
Court  would  do  would  be  to  receive  a 
warrant  regularly  setting  forth  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  it  would  have  no  further  power 
except  to  ascertain,  in  the  first  instance, 
that  everything  connected  with  the  war- 
rant was  regular,  and  that  the  witness 
was  not  entitled  to  refuse  to  answer  the 
question  put  to  him  on  examination. 
The  Government  have  rejected  an 
Amendment  to  provide  that  the  ques- 
tions shall  be  lawful  questions,  and  as 
the  clause  now  stands  there  is  nothing 
to  restrict  a  magistrate  from  putting 
Qnlawfal  questions.     For  instance,  a 
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was  which  the  witnesB  ref ased  to  answer. 
We  certainly  cannot  consent  to  throw 
upon  the  magistrate  any  greater  re- 
sponsibility on  an  inquiry  under  this 
section  than  would  be  entailed  upon  him 
in  an  ordinary  inquiry. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.):  I 
think  the  proposed  Amendment  is  very 
objectionable  in  the  form  in  which  it 
stands.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land says  that  the  inferior  Court  must 
show  that  it  had  jurisdiction  to  put  the 
question,  and  that  if  the  warrant  does 
not  show  that  the  magistrate  had  juris- 
diction, the  magistrate  himself  would 
be  liable  to  an  action.  No  doubt  that 
would  be  so  in  an  ordinary  case,  but  in 
the  case  of  a  warrant  of  this  kind  no 
crime  would  be  specified,  and  there 
would  be  no  person  accused.  In  the 
case  of  an  ordinary  warrant,  there  is  a 
crime  specified  and  a  person  accused, 
and  the  warrant  stating  the  crime  would 
afford  the  accused  an  opportunity  of 
showing  whether  the  magistrate  had 
jurisdiction  or  not.  In  this  case  you 
have  neither  a  crime  specified  nor  an 
individual  accused,  and  therefore  the 
Court  would  have  no  means  whatever 
of  testing,  on  the  face  of  the  warrant, 
whether  it  had  been  issued  within  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  magistrate  or  not. 
The  first  part  of  the  Amendment  states 
that— 

"  Every  BummonB  under  this  section  may  be 
in  the  form  in  the  Schedule  to  this  Act,  or  to 
the  like  effect." 

I  cannot  imagine  how  it  is  possible  to 
use  more  objectionable  words.  As  they 
stand,  it  would  undoubtedly  be  held  by 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  that  the 
ma^cistrate  had  power  to  commit  a  man 
under  any  warrant  and  under  any  form 
of  summons.  I  will  move  the  omission 
of  the  word  ''  may  "  in  the  first  line  in 
order  to  substitute  the  word  '*  shall.'' 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  have  no  objection 
to  the  Amendment ;  but  the  one  word 
involves  the  other. 

Mb.  chance  :  If  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  look  at  the 
Begistration  Acts,  he  will  find  that  the 
word  is  "  shall,"  and  not  '*  may." 

Amendment  to  the  said  proposed 
Amendment,  to  omit  the  word  "may," 
and  insert  the  word  "shall," — {Mr. 
Chance,) — put,  and  agned  to. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  had  hoped  to 
get  from  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 

Mr.  Hblm€9 


land  some  statement  as  to  what  he  con- 
ceives to  be  the  language  of  the  Amend- 
ment. Quo  ad  the  decision  which  was 
arrived  at  some  days  ago,  in  my  opinion 
it  is  perfectly  valueless,  and  does  not 
advance  the  matter  one  jot.  It  does  not 
provide  or  indicate  that  the  Superior 
Court  is  to  enter  into  the  whole  matter, 
but  the  law  is  left  entirely  as  it  stood. 
Is  it  intended  that  the  Court  of  review 
shall  have  the  shorthand  writer's  notes 
before  it?  Is  there  any  objection  to 
that? 

Mb.  HOLMES:  I  believe  that  in  this 
Amendment  I  have  given  what  I  pro- 
posed to  give,  and  all  that  I  proposed  to 
give. 

Mb.  chance  :  This  Amendment,  if 
carried,  will  decide  the  question  as  to 
what  is  to  appear  on  the  face  of  the 
warrant.  It  has  atreadj  been  ruled 
that,  as  far  as  the  J^j/kot.  summons  is 
concerned,  it  shall n^%ecided  on  the 
Schedule.  Is  it  not  desirable  that  the 
same  course  shall  be  taken  in  regard  to 
the  warrant — namely,  that  every  warrant 
issued  under  the  section  shall  be  in  the 
form  contained  in  the  Schedule?  I 
think  it  would  be  for  the  convenience 
of  the  Committee  if  that  course  were 
adopted,  and,  therefore,  I  will  move  the 
omission  of  all  the  words  after  the  words 
"  Every  summons  under  this  section  may 
be  in  the  form  in  the  Schedule  of  this 
Act,  or  to  the  like  effect." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

To  omit  the  words  "  Every  warrant  to 
commit  a  witness  to  prison  for  refusing  to 
answer  a  question  put  to  him  on  an  examina- 
tion held  under  this  section  shall  set  out  the 
question  which  the  witness  refused  to  answer." 
—{Mr,  Chanc€,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Mb.  HOLMES:  The  form  of  the 
warrant  is  given  in  the  Petty  Sessions 
Act  to  which  reference  has  been  made. 

Mb.  chance  :  The  warrant  given 
in  the  Petty  Sessions  Act  cannot  possibly 
be  used  for  this  purpose,  and  for  this 
reason,  that  the  warrant  in  that  case 
states  the  offence,  it  gives  the  names  of 
persons,  and  a  number  of  other  things, 
which  cannot  possibly  be  stated  in  a 
warrant  committing  a  man  for  refusing 
to  answer  a  question  in  this  preliminary 
inquiry.    If  such  a  form  of  warrant  is 
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used  it  will  only  involve  trouble  in  future. 
How  can  you  fill  up  a  warrant  stating 
specific  names,  when  the  very  essence  of 
the  preliminary  inquiry  is  to  discover 
whether  a  crime  has  been  committed, 
and  who  committed  it  ?  I  think  it  is 
only  reasonable  that  the  question  should 
be  postponed  until  we  reach  the  Schedule. 
We  are  making  substantial  progress 
with  the  clause,  and  we  have  every  desire 
to  assist  the  Gt>vernment.  Nothing 
could  be  more  reasonable  than  to  accept 
this  simple  Amendment,  which  only 
postpones  the  matter  until  the  proper 
stage  for  entertaining  it  is  reached. 

Ma.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
I  wish  to  point  out  to  the  Attorney 
Generalfor  Ireland  that  the  Amendment, 
as  it  stands,  is  absurd,  because  it  says 
that  the  warrant  shall  set  out  the  ques- 
tion. The  investigation  may,  however, 
involve  a  great  number  of  questions — 
for  instance,  as  to  what  the  witness  has 
been  doing  for  several  weeks.  He  may 
be  asked — "  Where  were  you  on  a  par- 
ticular day?  "  and  he  says — **I  decline 
to  answer,"  How  could  the  Court 
judge,  from  that  question,  whether  it 
was  a  question  a  witness  was  bound 
to  answer  under  the  Act  ?  In  the  Oourt 
of  Chancery,  when  a  witness  is  asked  a 
question,  and  refuses  to  answer,  it  is 
necessary  to  set  forth  the  context  of  the 
examination,  and  unless  this  is  done  in 
this  instance,  it  is  impossible  to  deter- 
mine whether  the  witness  refused  to 
answer  a  question  which  the  magistrate 
was  entitled  to  put.  I  am  sure  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  will  see  the 
force  of  what  I  am  pointing  out.  To 
give  one  question  alone  would,  in  many 
cases,  be  altogether  absurd.  I,  there- 
fore, hope  that  the  Government  will 
consent  to  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member,  and  that  the  form  of 
warrant  shall  be  contained  in  the  Sche- 
dule, and  shall  set  forth  what  it  was 
substantially  that  the  witness  refused  to 
answer.  It  is  quite  evident  that  a  cer- 
tain portion  of  the  examination  must  be 
set  out,  in  order  to  show  the  relevancy 
of  the  question  the  witness  refused  to 
answer 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
While  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  has  met  the  promise 
he  made  the  other  day,  and  while  I  think 
the  statement  of  the  question  would 
enable  the  person  challenging  it  to  raise 
the  matter  in  another  Oourt,  I  submit 


there  is  some  slight  inaccuracy  in  the 
view  put  forward  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  that  it  will  be  suffi- 
cient to  adopt  the  form  of  warrant 
already  set  out  in  the  Petty  Sessions 
Act.  I  do  not  think  that  that  form  can 
be  adopted  here,  and  there  must  be  a 
special  lorm  to  meet  the  requirements  of 
this  measure.  We  are,  therefore,  only 
wasting  time  in  discussing  the  matter. 
If  we  are  going  to  provide  that  the  form 
of  summons  is  to  be  specified  in  the 
Schedule,  I  think  it  would  be  better  to 
provide,  also,  that  the  warrant  shall  be 
set  forth  in  the  Schedule.  A  form  of 
warrant  used  in  other  cases  cannot  apply 
literally  to  this  clause. 

Mb.  holmes  :  It  would  not  apply 
literally,  but  if  you  give  a  new  form  of 
summons  the  warrant  would  follow  that 
summons.  This  is  the  third  time  that 
this  question  has  been  discussed,  and  if 
it  is  now  allowed  to  stand  over  until  the 
Schedule  is  reached  without  taking  a 
Division  upon  it,  in  all  probability  there 
will  be  a  fourth  discussion. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAKCOUET  (Derby): 
I  am  anxious  to  save  the  time  of  the 
Committee,  and  I  will,  therefore,  ask 
the  hon.  Member,  who  moved  the 
Amendment,  if  it  is  really  necessary  that 
he  should  press  it.  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  as  I  understand, 
has  agreed  that  the  warrant  shall  set 
out  the  question.  I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand when  the  question  is  set  out  what 
the  Court  is  to  do ;  but  I  do  not  believe 
the  Court  would  allow  itself  to  be 
baffled  when  a  question  has  been  sent 
up  to  be  dealt  with ;  but  that  it  would 
insist  on  having  brought  before  it  all 
the  particulars  afi'ecting  the  question. 
It  is  quite  evident  that  there  must  be 
a  new  form  of  warrant  if  a  common  form 
of  warrant  would  not  do ;  but  I  think 
that  all  these  matters  may  be  left  over 
to  a  later  stage,  because  any  decision 
we  may  arrive  at  now  would  not  con- 
clude the  matter  at  aU.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  have  already  ob- 
tained a  considerable  concession  in  the 
fact  that  the  warrant  is  to  set  out  the 
question  which  the  witness  has  refused 
to  answer. 

Mb.  CHANCE :  I  am  wiUing  to  with- 
draw the  Amendment  providing  it  is 
perfectly  understood  that  I  shall  not  be 
precluded,  at  a  later  stage,  from  raising 
the  form  of  the  warrant  which  is  to  set 
out  the  question  ''  the  witness  refused  to 
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answer."  The  form  of  warrant  will  be 
a  very  large  question  indeed,  and  must 
be  discussed  either  on  the  Report  or  on 
some  stage  or  other  of  the  Bill.  I  think 
the  Government  would  be  well  advised 
if  they  left  it  over  for  discussion  until 
the  Schedule  is  reached,  rather  than 
take  it  upon  the  Heport  stage,  because 
upon  the  Beport  the  matter  would  be 
more  elaborately  and  more  formally  dis- 
cussed. I  think  it  would  be  for  the 
convenience  of  the  Committee  that  it 
should  be  raised  on  the  Schedule.  If, 
however,  the  Government  do  not  choose 
to  take  that  course,  it  is  their  own  fault 
if  further  discussion  arises. 

Amendment  to  proposed  Amendment, 
by  leave,  ivithdrawn. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
The  Amendment  as  it  now  stands  pro- 
vides that  the  warrant  shall  set  forth 
the  question  which  the  witness  has  re- 
fused to  answer ;  but  there  is  nothing 
to  compel  the  person  drawing  up  the 
warrant  to  specify  the  offence  in  relation 
to  which  the  witness  has  been  committed. 
I  would  ask  the  Government  to  consent 
to  add  these  words  at  the  en4«  ''and 
shall  specify  the  offence  in  reference  to 
which  the  inquiry  has  been  held." 

Mb.  HOLMES:  A  warrant  of  this 
character  would  not  hold  water  for  a 
moment,  unless  the  offence  is  distinctly 
set  forth. 

Mb.  chance  :  I  would  remind  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  that  a 
warrant  was  issued  under  Forster's  Act, 
which  ran  in  this  way — 

"  To  commit  a  man  to  gpiol  for  having  been 
reasonably  suspected  of  having  at  some  time 
or  other,  at  some  place  or  other,  committed 
some  ofifence  against  the  peace  of  Her  Majesty 
the  Queen." 

If  we  are  to  adopt  the  form  of  warrant 
used  in  the  Petty  Sessions  Act  I  do  not 
see  how  it  can  be  made  available,  be- 
cause it  is  not  at  all  relevant  to  a  case  of 
preliminary  inquiry.  This,  however, 
IS  a  miserably  small  wrangle  upon 
minor  matters,  and  if  the  Government 
really  want  to  act  squarely,  it  would  be 
easy  to  give  an  assurance  on  this  small 
but  very  reasonable  point,  and  not  to 
prolong  a  discussion  when  we  want  to 
arrive  at  more  substantial  points. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  I  beg 
to  move  to  add  in  page  2,  at  the  end  the 
following  Proviso: — 

Mr.  Chance 


**  Provided  that  no  examination  nnder  this 
section  shall  be  held  in  respect  of  any  matters 
relating  to  public  meetings,  or  transaction 
relating  to  the  letting,  hiring,  or  occupation  of 
land,  or  tiie  dealing  with«  working  for,  or  hiring 
of  any  person  in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade, 
business,  or  occupation." 

In  moving  this  Amendment  it  will  be 
my  object,  although  I  feel  that  it  is  a 
difficult  one,  to  keep  clear  of  other  parts 
of  the  Bill.  I  will  try  to  do  so  as  far  as 
I  possibly  can.  Everyone  will  perceive 
this,  that  this  first  clause  includes  all  the 
offences  under  the  Bill,  and  the  question 
I  desire  to  raise  is  that  there  should  be 
certain  things  which  may  be  created 
offences  under  the  Bill  which  shall  not 
come  under  the  operation  of  this  clause. 
A  Division  was  taken  the  other  night  upon 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  York  (Mr.  Lockwood), 
which  specified  certain  offences  to  which 
alone  the  clause  should  be  applicable — 
such  as  murder,  arson,  and  so  forth. 
The  Committee  decided  against  the 
Amendment,  but  the  Amendment  I  now 
move  has  a  different  scope.  It  will  be 
seen  that  it  admits  the  application  of  the 
clause  to  all  offences  except  those  speci- 
fied in  the  Amendment ;  but  then  those 
are  offences  which  are  within  some 
of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  and  to  which,  I 
venture  to  submit  to  the  Committee, 
legrislatioii  of  this  kind  should  not  be 
applied.  The  first  observation  I  will 
make  is,  that  the  favourite  argument  that 
this  was  done  in  1882  cannot  be  applied, 
at  all  events,  to  this  argument,  because 
the  Bill  of  1882  did  not  introduce  as  an 
offence  the  matter  of  conspiracy,  such  as 
is  found  in  Clause  2,  Sub-section  1,  of 
this  Bill;  and,  therefore,  there  is  no 
question  of  making  inquiry  into  questions 
of  conspiracy.  A  similar  clause  in  the  Act 
of  1882  also  excluded  that  part  of  this 
Bill  which  refers  to  public  meetings. 
Therefore,  it  will  be  seen  that  there  is  no 
question  of  the  application  of  the  Act  of 
1882,  either  in  regard  to  conspiracy  or 
to  matters  relating  to  public  meetings. 
In  the  provisions  of  the  Criminal  Code 
as  introduced  into  the  House  by  Sir 
John  Holker,  to  which  reference  has 
frequently  been  made,  it  was  distinctly 
admitted  that  these  private  inquiries 
were  not  to  be  of  universal  application, 
and  that  they  were  to  be  applied  only  to 
offences  to  which  they  might  be  con- 
sidered appropriate.  In  tiie  Code  of 
1882  there  was  an  express  exception  of 
all  offences  except  those  in  which  a  man 
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might  be  arrested  without  a  warrant,  a 
term  which  indicated  that,  in  regard  to 
the  classification  of  offences,  there  were 
certain  offences  which  could  only  be 
dealt  with  by  summons,  and  which 
would  not  be  subject  to  a  priyate  inquiry 
of  this  kind.  It  would  seem  to  be  unwise 
and  unjust  to  make  inquiries  of  this  kind 
extend  to  minor  offences,  and  expose 
people  to  an  investigation  into  all  the 
circumstances  of  their  social  and  private 
life.  The  popular  representation  of  this 
Bill  is  that  it  is  directed  against  crime, 
and,  in  the  case  of  Scotland,  wliich  has 
been  cited  in  justification  of  the  measure, 
it  is  thoroughly  understood  that  these 
inquiries  must  be  directed  against  crime. 
Now,  people  understand  by  crime  mur- 
der, arson,  outrage,  moonlighting,  cattle 
maiming,  and  so  on ;  and  it  is  to  such 
crimes  that  these  inquiries  may  be  pro- 
perly applied.  It  is  not  necessary  for 
my  argument  that  I  should  enter  into 
the  discussion  of  this  point  at  this 
moment.  I  admit  that  it  is  so,  but  that 
is  not  the  point  which  I  desire  to  raise. 
What  I  ask  is,  will  the  Government  be 
content  with  that  ?  If  they  be  content 
to  direct  this  inquiry  against  that  which 
is  popularly  understood  as  crime,  then 
they  may  get  on  very  fast  with  their  Bill. 
It  is  one  of  my  principal  objects  to  get 
at  the  mind  of  the  Government  on  the 
subject — to  know  what  are  the  purposes 
and  what  are  the  objects  to  which  they 
intend  to  direct  these  powers ;  andl  hope 
we  shall  have  from  them  a  frank  and  a 
dear  statement  on  this  subject,  which 
may  very  much  facilitate  this  discussion 
and  considerably  shorten  our  labours. 
If  the  Government  say  that  they  do  not 
intend  to  apply  this  power  to  murder, 
outrage,  moonlighting,  cattle  maiming, 
and  so  on,  but  that  they  mean  it  for 
something  else,  then  I  would  ask  what 
else  ?  The  Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land stated  the  other  night  that  the  Go- 
vernment mean  to  direct  this  power 
against  Boycotting.  Let  us  go  a  step 
further.  What  do  they  mean  by  **  Boy- 
cotting?" Do  they  mean  ''intimidation?" 
There,  again,  I  should  not  feel  inclined 
to  take  issue  with  them,  but  do  they 
mean  b^  ''Boycotting"  combination? 
Again,  I  put  the  question  pointedly  to  the 
Government,  and  I  ask  for  an  answer, 
and  a  plain  answer,  to  it.  Do  they  mean 
combination  apart  from  intimidation 
— the  intimidation  which  was  dealt 
with  in  the  Trades  Unions  Act  of  1875, 


which  contains  a  definition  of  intimi- 
dation. A  second  question  I  ask  the 
Government  is — Do  they  mean  to  apply 
these  powers  to  combinations  in  reference 
to  land,  in  reference  to  dealing,  in  refer- 
ence to  labour,  and  so  forth,  which  have 
not  been  an  element  of  intimidation? 
I  am  sure  the  Government  will  admit 
that  we  ought  not  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be 

Eassed  for  one  offence,  and  actually  to 
e  used  for  a  purpose  totally  different. 
Therefore,  we  have  a  right  to  under- 
stand exactly,  plainly,  and  clearly  what 
it  is  the  Bill  is  intended  to  be  used  for. 
To  my  mind,  the  expressions  contained 
in  the  Bill  are  very  suspicious.  In  the 
first  sub-section  of  Clause  2  the  con- 
spiracies and  combinations  are  set  out, 
and  they  are  kept  altogether  separate 
from  violence  and  intimidation.  The 
intimidation  section  is  Sub-section  2 ; 
but  the  section  which  relates  to  con- 
spiracy and  combination  is  Sub-section  1, 
which  has  no  reference  in  it  to  intimi- 
dation. I  can,  therefore,  only  conclude 
that  the  Government  are  directing  this 
Bill  against  combinations  which  are  not 
combinations  of  intimidation.  Other- 
wise, why  do  they  make  that  distinction? 
It  is  quite  plain  that  under  Sub-section  1 
the  Government  may  deal  with  combi- 
nations which  are  not  combinations  of 
intimidation  at  all.  Oombinations  for 
purposes  of  Trades  Unions  have  been 
declared  by  Act  of  Parliament  to  be 
lawful.  It  was  found  necessary  by 
Statute  to  declare  them  lawful,  because 
the  Judges  had  declared  them  to  be  un- 
lawful ;  and,  therefore,  the  words  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  has  put  on  the 
Paper  to  meet  that  objection — namely, 
"  which  would  be  punishable  by  law  " 
— do  not  help  the  matter  at  all,  because 
they  simply  throw  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
back  into  the  position  of  workmen  before 
the  Act  of  1875 — that  is  to  say,  that  they 
are  subjected  to  the  law  affecting  Com- 
mon Law  conspiracy  without  protection. 
To  show  what  dangers  people  may  be 
exposed  to  imder  Common  Law  con- 
spiracy, I  will  simply  quote  a  passage 
from  a  very  high  authority — a  friend  of 
mine,  Mr.  Wright,  who  is  well-known 
to  all  lawyers,  and  whose  book  was  of 
great  assistance  to  us  in  the  contest  we 
engaged  in  some  years  ago  in  regard  to 
Trades  Unions.  Those  Trades  Unions' 
discussions  were  founded  upon  the  ne- 
cessity of  making  clear,  and,  to  some 
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extent,  oyermling,  the  decisions  of  the 
Judges,  and  more  especially  the  decision 
which  had  been  given  in  the  case  of  the 
gas- stokers.  Mr.  Wright  says  that  in 
the  old  days  it  was  a  criminal  offence  to 
break  a  contract  between  master  and 
servant,  and  this  was  laid  down  to  be 
the  law — that  to  break  down  a  contract 
of  that  character  was  a  criminal  offence ; 
but  if  there  was  not  evidence  of  a  con- 
spiracy, it  was  not  held  that  the  break- 
ing of  a  contract,  or  a  combination  to 
break  a  contract,  was  any  offence  at  all. 
It  cannot  be  maintained  in  law  that  a 
combination  to  break  a  contract  is  a 
criminal  offence,  and  yet  that  seems  to 
be  what  is  indicated  in  the  Ist  sub- 
section of  the  clause,  where  it  says — 

"  Any  criminal  conspiracy  to  compel  or  in- 
duce any  person  or  persons  not  to  f  lUfil  his  or 
their  legal  obligations." 

What  do  the  Government  mean  by  that? 
Do  they  mean  that  if  three  persons  agree 
together  not  to  perform  a  contract  that 
that  is  a  criminal  offence  ?  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ed  gland  to  answer 
that  question.  No  doubt  the  Judges, 
as  Mr.  Wright  points  out  in  his  book, 
held  that  an  agreement  to  break  a  con- 
tract was  a  criminal  offence.  That, 
however,  was  universally  recognized  to 
be  wrong ;  and  of  the  great  objects  of 
the  Act  of  1875  was  to  make  it  clear 
that  no  agreement,  or  combination  to 
break  a  contract,  was  a  criminal  offence. 
I  take  it  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  will  not 
deny  for  a  moment  that,  under  that  Act, 
a  combination  not  to  keep  a  contract  is  not 
made  an  offence  in  the  Criminal  Law,  and 
yet  it  seems  that  that  is  intended  by  the 
present  Bill.  It  is  a  subject  of  which,  I 
think,  we  ought  to  have  a  clear  indica- 
tion from  the  Government  as  to  their 
view  of  the  matter.  We  ought  to  be 
told  by  them  do  they,  or  do  they  not, 
hold  that,  apart  from  intimidation,  an 
agreement  to  break  a  contract  is  a  crimi- 
nal offence.  If  that  is  so,  it  militates 
against  the  fundamental  principle  of 
law,  which  is  this — that  the  Onminal 
Law  is  not  to  be  brought  in  in  aid  of  the 
enforcement  of  a  civil  contract.  If  it 
be  true  that  a  combination  to  break  a 
contract  is  a  criminal  offence,  then  the 
person  who  enters  into  a  marriage  con- 
tract, and  who  is  induced  by  his  friends 
to  break  it  off,  instead  of  being  liable  in 
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damages,  may  be  liable  to  a  criminal 
indictment  for  a  conspiracy  to  break  a 
contract.  I  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
whether,  in  order  to  enforce  a  contract 
of  marriage,  he  proposes  that  it  may  be 
possible  to  indict  persons  for  conspiracy 
to  break  that  contract.  I  only  wish  to 
know  where  we  stand,  and  what  the 
view  of  the  Government  is  upon  that 
question.  No  doubt,  in  the  old  days  the 
language  of  the  Courts  was  extremely 
loose ;  and  there  is  great  danger  here, 
because  the  Government  are  going,  for 
the  first  time,  to  entrust  the  dealing 
with  this  question  of  conspiracy  to  the 
Eesident  Magistrates  —  men  who  are 
not  necessarily  learned  in  the  principles 
of  the  law,  and  who  may  have  a 
disposition  to  strain  those  principles  of 
the  law.  If  a  man  chooses  to  strain 
the  law  of  conspiracy,  there  is  nothing 
that  he  cannot  do,  and  no  person  whom 
he  cannot  bring  within  the  meshes 
of  the  law.  In  the  case  of  Eccles,  de- 
cided in  1783,  it  was  laid  down  by  Lord 
Mansfield  that  the  illegal  combination 
was  the  gist  of  the  offence,  so  that  if  a 
person  in  possession  of  any  article  of 
trade  may  combine  to  sell  it  at  a  certain 
price,  or  not  to  sell  it  under  a  certain 
price,  every  person  who  combined  in  a 
strike  of  that  kind  could  be  indicted 
for  conspiracy.  That  is  the  Common 
Law  doctrine  in  regard  to  conspiracy — 
'namely,  that  if  three  tradesmen  or 
merchants  agree  together  not  to  sell  an 
article  under  a  certain  price,  they  are 
guilty  of  conspiracy.  I  see  that  the 
Attorney  General  for  England  smiles  at 
that,  but  I  will  tell  him  that  that  was 
the  doctrine  which  we  found  it  necessary 
to  legislate  against  in  the  Trades  Unions 
Act.  That  is  the  Common  Law  doctrine 
of  conspiracy;  and,  therefore,  if  any 
tradesman  combines  with  another  set  of 
tradesmen  to  obtain  a  certain  price  for 
certain  articles,  he  is  guilty  of  a  criminal 
offence;  and  every  labourer  who  com- 
bines in  a  strike  subjects  himself  to  an 
indictment.  During  a  great  part  of  the 
present  century  men  have  been  fre- 
quently sent  to  prison  for  such  combi- 
nations without  having  resorted  to  any 
intimidation  at  all.  Parliament  felt  the 
extreme  danger  and  injustice  of  such  a 
state  of  the  law,  and  in  the  Bill  which 
was  brought  in  by  Sir  Bichard  Cross 
they  overruled  that  doctrine,  and  gave 
the  people  security  against  it.    I  had 


273 


Crim%nalLaw  {May  17,  1887}     Atnmdment  (Ireland)  BiU.     274 


the  honour  of  taking  part,  with  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James),  in  the 
discussions  which  resulted  in  that  Bill 
being  brought  in.  The  question  which 
I  haye  now  to  ask  the  Goyernment  is 
this — Will  you  give  to  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  the  same  protection  which  Par- 
liament has  given  to  the  labourers  of 
England  by  the  Trades  Unions  Act? 
Apart  from  intimidation  under  the 
Trades  Unions  Act  a  combination  is 
lawful,  and  cannot  be  dealt  with  as  a 
criminal  ofiPence  by  any  Judge  or  any 
magistrate  in  England.  Do  you  pro- 
pose to  make  the  law  in  Ireland  the 
same  as  in  England,  and,  if  not,  will 
you  give  some  reason  for  not  doing  so  ? 
In  England  the  feeling  of  the  Judges 
was— and  no  doubt  they  were  perfectly 
honest  in  expressing  that  feeling — 
that  combinations  of  this  kind  were 
unlawful,  but  all  that  was  altered 
by  the  Trades  Unions  Act  of  1875. 
Will  the  Government  place  the  Irish 
tenants  in  the  same  position  with  refer- 
ence to  their  combinations  ?  Will  they 
declare  that  every  combination  of  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  with  reference  to  the 
tenure  of  land,  so  far  as  it  may  affect 
the  interest  of  the  landlord  class,  is 
lawful,  and  ought  not  to  be  dealt  with 
as  an  offence  ?  If  the  Government  will 
not  do  that,  they  must  give  some  reason 
for  their  refusal.  I  ask  no  more  than 
that  the  Government  shall  make  it  per- 
fectly clear,  beyond  any  possibility  of 
contradiction,  that  the  right  of  combina- 
tion of  tenants  in  Ireland  with  respect 
to  land,  which  is  their  industry,  shall  be 
placed  upon  exactly  the  same  footing  as 
the  combination  of  labourers  in  England 
with  regard  to  their  wages. 

Thb  chairman  :  I  am  extremely 
reluctant  to  interfere  with  the  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman;  but  I 
must  point  out  that  the  whole  of  his 
argument,  so  far,  has  been  directed 
towards  an  Amendment  to  the  first 
sub-section  of  Clause  2,  and  is  not 
strictly  relevant  here.  The  argument 
here  ought  to  be  of  this  character — 
although  certain  transactions  may  be 
made  punishable,  they  ought  not  to  be 
examinable.  The  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  punishable,  and  that 
contention  should  be  raised  on  the 
first  sub-section  of  Clause  2.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  convenient  to  the 


Committee  that  the  discussion  should 
proceed  now.  Although  it  may  be 
irregular,  that  may  no  doubt  be  done 
by  an  understanding  being  come  to  by 
the  Comimttee. 

Sir  WlIiLIAM  HAECOURT :  I  re- 
cognize  the  pertinence  of  the  observa- 
tions that  have  fallen  from  the  Chair. 
I  commenced  my  argument  by  saying 
how  difficult  I  should  find  it  to  separate 
the  two  cases,  because  I  felt  how  closely 
interlaced  they  are  one  with  the  other. 
It  is  extremely  difficult  to  discuss 
them  separately,  because  it  is  neces- 
sary to  consider  how  this  power  of  in- 
quiry into  a  particular  matter  really  in- 
volves the  matter  itself. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
Chester,  E.) :  Do  I  understand  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  on  behalf  of  his 
Friends  that  they  mean  to  take  the  dis- 
cussion now,  and  not  on  Clause  2? 
P'No,  no!"] 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOURT :  No ; 
I  do  not  say  that.  The  discussion  on 
Clause  2  will  be  taken  when  that  clause 
is  reached.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to 
give  a  pledge  of  that  kind.  One  of  the 
arguments  used  for  applying  this  Bill 
against  combinations  is  that  they  fear 
the  character  of  coercion.  Well,  but 
what  do  you  mean  by  coercion  ?  Every 
strike  is  a  coercion,  in  its  very  nature. 
As  Mr.  Wright  says — **  The  very  mean- 
ing of  a  strike  is  a  combination  to  cause 
a  master  or  workman  to  act  in  his  busi- 
ness or  employment  in  a  manner  in 
which  he  does  not  wish  to  act,  t.^.,  to 
coerce  him."  Therefore  every  strike  is 
coercion ;  every  combination  is  coercion. 
Every  combination  is,  of  course,  an 
injury  to  the  person  against  whom  it  is 
meant.  If  a  dozen  men  say  they  will 
not  work  at  less  wages  than  a  particular 
figure,  that  is  an  injury  to  the  employer 
who,  if  he  could  take  each  man  sepa- 
rately, might  get  his  work  performed  at 
a  lower  rate.  Therefore  all  these  com- 
binations are  of  the  nature  of  coercion, 
and  are  to  be  put  down  per  fas  et  nefas. 
It  depends  upon  the  heinousness  of  the 
offence  whether  we  are  to  put  it  down  by 
extraordinary  methods.  This  is  an  ex- 
traordinary method.  Nobody  doubts 
that.  The  question  is  to  what  offences 
is  the  remedy  to  be  applied,  and  I  say 
that  it  is  not  to  be  applied  to  offences  of 
this  character,  and  if  the  Government 
endeavour  to  justify  its  application  to  a 

lEigMh  Night.'] 
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combination  of  this  kind,  because  they 
say  it  partakes  of  the  character  of  coer- 
cion, then  I  say  that  that  is  an  argu- 
ment which  will  apply  equally  to  a  strike, 
because  a  strike  is  necessary  in  the 
character  of  coercion.  Therefore  I  say 
that  you  ought  not  to  apply  limits  of 
this  kind  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  ciyil  contracts.  You  are 
not  to  do  it  by  imposing  this  form  of 
punishment,  and  here  I  will  point  out 
that  this  is  a  preliminary  (uiestion  to  the 
question  of  punishment.  It  is  not  as  if 
there  were  proof  that  anybody  had  com- 
mitted an  ofiPence  that  a  magistrate 
might  surmise  that  there  had  been  a 
combination  of  which  there  was  no  evi- 
dence, except  what  he  was  going  to 
obtain  by  the  mere  force  of  this  examina- 
tion. There  is  nothing  until  the  exami- 
nation commences  in  the  shape  of  a  corpus 
deUcti  at  aU.  The  magistrate  may  get 
hold  of  all  kinds  of  persons,  and  may 
inquire  into  their  habits  of  lijfe  and  all 
their  business  transactions  in  order,  if 
possible,  io  discover  a  combination  which, 
when  he  has  discovered  it,  he  might 
convert  it  into  a  crime.  That  is  the  real 
operation  of  this  clause.  I  do  not  charge 
the  Government  with  intending  it,  but  I 
point  out  that  this  is  what  may  happen, 
and  what  I  ask  from  them  is  a  distinct 
disclaimer,  and  a  Parliamentary  se- 
curity that  this  shall  not  be  the  re- 
sult of  the  present  legislation.  The 
question  whicn  I  want  particularly  to  ask 
IS  this.  If  there  were  a  Land  Trades 
Union — I  will  give  it  that  name — if 
there  were  a  land  Trades  Union  in  Ire- 
land in  every  respect  upon  the  lines  and 
the  principles  and  the  details  of  a  labour 
Trades  Uoion  in  England,  and  if  it  were 
applied  to  the  tenure  of  land  in  Ireland, 
do  the  Government  intend  to  apply  this 

?rivate  inquiry  to  such  Trades  Unions  ? 
f  you  do,  tell  me  why  you  draw  a  dis- 
tinction between  a  land  Trades  Union 
and  a  labour  Trades  Union.  I  put  this 
hypothesis  that  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
may  constitute  themselves  a  Trades 
Union,  and  call  themselves  a  Land 
League  or  a  National  League  or  any- 
thing else ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they 
are  only  a  land  Trades  Union,  and  if 
they  proceed  by  combination  among 
themselves  to  deal  with  the  tenure  of 
land  in  particular  districts,  or  even 
throughout  the  whole  of  Ireland  just  as 
Trades  Unions  do  in  England,  do  you 
mean  to  apply  this  investigation  to  such 
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Trades  Unions  in  the  hope  of  discovering 
in  their  transactions  something  which 
may  make  their  combination  criminal  ? 
That  is  the  definite  question  which  we 
ought  to  consider.  It  would  appear  that 
it  is  absolutely  necessary  that  combina- 
tions of  this  kind  should  be  entered  into. 
We  have  before  us  the  fact,  that  last 
February  rents  which  had  been  imposed 
of  £7,550  a-year,  had  been  fixed  by  the 
Land  Court  at  £5,664,  showing  a  reduc- 
tion of  more  than  30  per  cent.  More 
than  that,  there  are  a  great  number  of 
tenants  who  cannot  go  into  the  Court 
now  because  their  rent  has  been  adjudi- 
cated upon ;  therefore  they  are  unable  to 
defend  themselves.  They  can  only  de- 
fend themselves  by  means  of  combina- 
tion. Combination  is  their  only  defence, 
and  the  question  is — How  are  you  going 
to  deal  with  those  combinations  ?  Are 
you  going  to  root  them  out  by  the  help 
of  these  private  inquiries  under  Clause 
1  ?  Are  you  going  to  set  to  work  under 
that  clause  by  putting  overy  man  under 
examination  to  see  whether  he  is  in  a 
combination  or  whether  he  i  a  tends  to 
join  one,  because  the  words  of  the 
clause  are — 

"  Any  person  who,  by  words  or  acts  shall  in- 
cite, solicit,  encourage,  or  persuade  any  other 
person  to  commit  any  of  the  offences  herein- 
before mentioned." 

Is  a  person  who  advises  a  combination 
in  reference  to  the  land,  presumably 
examinable  in  a  private  inquiry  under 
Section  1  ?  I  remember  that  when  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)  and 
myself  were  working  together  in  regard 
to  the  law  of  Trades  Unions  in  England, 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  said 
the  complaint  of  the  working  man  was 
that  the  law  of  conspiracy  pressed  with 
peculiar  irritation,  by  reason  of  its  un- 
certainty. He  said  that  that  was  the 
law  laid  down  by  the  Judges,  and  he 
maintained  that  in  punishing  what  the 
law  called  conspiracy  we  were  punishing 
what  the  working  man  called  combina- 
tion. Apply  that  sentence  to  this  case, 
and  apply  it  to  Section  2  of  the  Bill — 
that  in  punishing  what  the  Act  calls 
conspiracy,  we  are  punishing  what  the 
tenants  in  Ireland  calls  combination. 
My  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  added 
these  words — 

"  They  are  bound  to  combine ;  and  experience 
shows  that  without  combination,  all  i^tempts 
to  improve  their  situation  is  hopdess." 
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Is  not  that  true  of  the  present  situation  ? 
Let  us  know  whether  this  Bill  is  directed 
against  combination.  Let  us  know  how 
far  it  is  to  go  against  combination,  and 
if  you  strip  it  of  the  element  of  intimida- 
tion, do  you  mean  to  act  against  it  pre- 
liminarily by  the  private  inquiry  and 
subsequently  by  imprisonment  ?  I  have 
said  idl  that  I  need  say  in  respect  to  the 
land;  but  the  section  goes  much  fur- 
ther. It  deals  with  persons  working 
for,  or  hiring  any  persons  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  trade,  business,  or  occupation. 
Consequently  you  may  inquire  into  the 
reason  why  any  man  does  not  deal  with 
a  particular  tradesman.  The  magistrate 
may  send  for  him  and  say — **  Why  don't 
you  deal  with  so-and-so."  Why  am  I 
to  answer  such  a  question — a  question 
which  may  be  put  to  me,  in  order  to  ex- 
tract from  the  answer  some  proof  that  I 
may  have  combined  with  other  people 
not  to  deal  with  a  particular  individual  ? 
I  very  much  doubt  whether,  if  you 
invoke  the  old  Common  Law  doctrine, 
you  can  establish  that  that  is  a  con- 
spiracy. Are  you  to  proceed  against 
half-a-dozen  people  who  say  they  will 
not  deal  with  a  certain  publican  because 
they  object  to  the  character  of  his  house. 
Is  a  combination  of  that  kind  a  con- 
spiracy ?  Or  take  the  case  of  an  ordinary 
grocer.  I  only  want  to  ascertain  what 
the  doctrine  is  which  the  Government 
hold  on  the  subject,  and  how  they  are 
going  to  deal  with  it.  The  words  of 
the  clause  are  *'  hiring  any  person  or 
persons  in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade, 
business,  or  occupation."  Surely  that 
would  strike  everybody  who  comes 
within  the  definition  of  the  Trades 
Unions  Act  ?  The  Bill  recapitulates  the 
old  law  before  the  Trades  Unions  Act 
was  passed,  and  converts  these  acts  into 
a  conspiracy.  In  fact,  the  Bill  is  a 
frightful  extension  of  the  Criminal  Law, 
and  it  gives  a  frightful  extension  to 
the  inquisitorial  preliminary  inquiry, 
because  even  if  you  admit  that  the  com- 
bination itself  is  puniehable,  you  are 
not  going  to  apply  this  inquiry  to  people 
who  have  been  proved  guilty  of  combi- 
nation, but  to  order  an  inquiry  in  order 
to  ascertain  whether  there  has  been  a 
combination  or  not.  I  want  to  know 
who,  under  such  an  Act,  would  be  safe  ? 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  him- 
self might  be  had  up  and  asked  as  to 
his  deaknfis  with  others,  who  he  works 
for,   and  oy  whom   he  is   paid?    All 


these   investigations   may    be  applied 
to  one  man  as  well   as  another,  and 
rigidly  applied,  would  make  social  life 
intolerable.    These  are  things  which  I 
maintain  you  ought  to  leave  to  the  Civil 
Law.    I  know  that  it  is  said  the  essence 
of  the  offence  lies  in  the  combination ; 
but  if  there  is  a  thing  which  it  is  lawful 
for  one  man  to  do,  why  should  it  not  be 
lawful  for  two  men,  or  three,  or  any 
number  of  men  to  do  the  same  thing 
together,  unless  they  use  intimidation, 
which  the  law  very  wisely  provided  for 
in  the  Act  of  1875?    I  sincerely  hope 
that  we  are  not  going  to  introduce,  ior 
the  £rst  time,  a  doctrine  of  conspiracy, 
which,  as  far  as  the  action  of  Parliament 
is  concerned,  has  never  been  introduced 
before,  and  which  in  itself  is  unfair  and 
unjust.    I  am  sorry  to  say  that  recently 
the    Irish    Judges,   in    regard    to    the 
doctrine  of  conspiracy,  have  gone  far 
beyond  what  has  oyer  been  held  before 
even  in  the  most  extreme  cases.     That 
is  a  fact  which  ought  to  make  us  still 
more  careful.     We  found  it  necessary  in 
England  to  legislate  against  the  doctrine 
laid  down  by  such  an  eminent  Judge  as 
the  present  Master  of  the  Bolls — Lord 
Esher — then  Mr.  Justice  Brett — in  the 
case  of  the  gas  stokers.     There  would 
be  infinite  danger  in  leaving  the  matter 
loose  and  at  large  in  Ireland,  especially 
in  the  present  social  condition  of  Ire- 
land.    I  strongly  protest  against  the  in- 
quisitorial power  conferred    upon   the 
Kesident  Magistrates  under  this  clause 
of  the  Bill.     You  may  justify  it,  as  it 
was  justified  in  1882,  if  you  have  the 
same  justification — namely,  that  there 
is    a  dangerous    prevalence    of    secret 
societies  in  Ireland,  as  was  mentioned 
in  the  Preamble  of  the  Act  of  1882.    I 
will  admit,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
you  may  use  this  power  as  it  was  pro- 
posed to  be  used  in  the  Act  of  1882  in  re- 
gard to  what  is  ordinarily  understood  by 
the  word  crime,  but  not  for  the  purpose  of 
dealing  with  combinations  which,  in  my 
opinion,  are  perfectly  legitimate.     There 
is  now  only  one  other  point  to  which  I 
wish  to  refer — the  question  of  public 
meetings.    I  hope,  when  we  come  to 
the  clause  of  the  Bill  dealing  with  that 
question,  we  shall  press  the  Government. 
If  they  want  to  make  use  of  the  White- 
boy  Acts,  they  ought  to  put  into  the  Bill 
an  abstract  of  the  clauses  of  those  Acts 
which  they  desire  to  incorporate  with 
the  Bill.     In  criminal  legislation  it  is 
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especially  necessary  to  be  precise,  and 
it  would  be  easy  to  condense  into  a  short 
clause  such  provisions  of  the  Whiteboy 
Acts  as  the  Government  mean  to  use. 
They  have  given  a  number  of  frag- 
mentary clauses  of  which  it  is  extremely 
difficult  to  make  head  or  tail.  This,  at 
least,  is  clear — that  by  virtue  of  those 
Acts  and  the  Bill,  if  any  persons  as- 
semble by  day  or  nieht  to  the  "  terror 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects,"  by  the  de- 
cision of  the  magistrate  it  is  an  offence. 
It  is  quite  true  that  the  Act  says  '*  to 
the  terror  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects," 
and  that  no  persons  ought  to  meet  to  the 
terror  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  Who 
is  to  define  what  constituted  such  terror? 
What  do  the  Government  mean  ?  I  will 
tell  you  what  a  Tory  Government  of 
former  days  decided  in  the  case  of  the 
Peterloo  riots.  Those  riots  arose  out  of 
the  meetings  called  for  the  reform  of 
Parliament.  The  military  fired  on  the 
mob,  and  the  question  arose  whether 
the  meeting  was  an  illegal  one.  Two 
g^at  legal  authorities— Cord  Eldon  and 
Lord  Hedesdale — gave  their  opinion  in 
favour  of  the  Government — that  it  was 
an  illegal  meeting.  We  shall  find  here 
what  was  then  held  to  be  an  illegal 
meeting  '^  to  the  terror  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects."  Lord  Eldon  said  that  when 
he  read  the  law  books  he  found  that 
numbers  constituted  force,  force  terror, 
and  terror  illegality ;  and,  under  those 
circumstances,  he  said  he  could  not  deny 
that  the  Manchester  meeting  was  an 
illegal  meeting.  Look  at  the  process  of 
reasoning;  numbers  constitute  force, 
force  terror,  and  terror  illegality ;  and, 
therefore,  that  meeting,  without  having 
been  proclaimed,  was  illegal.  Conse- 
quently, a  numerous  meeting  is  neces- 
sarily a  terror  to  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
J'ects.  I  will  ask  the  ricrht  hon.  and 
earned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  if 
he  accepts  that  as  the  doctrine  in  re- 
ference to  illegal  meetings  in  Ireland  ? 
Lord  Kedesdale  went  even  further.  He 
said  that  every  meeting  for  Badical  re- 
form was  not  only  a  seditious  attempt  to 
undermine  the  existing  Constitutional 
Government  by  bringing  it  into  hatred 
and  contempt,  but  was  an  overt  act  of 
treasonable  conspiracy  against  that  Oon- 
Btitutional  Government,  which  the  King, 
as  its  head,  was  bound  by  his  Coronation 
Oath  to  maintain.  Therefore,  as  a  meet- 
ing that  is  numerous  is  an  illegal  meet- 
ing according  to  Lord  Eldon,  a  meeting 
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for  reform  is  a  treasonable  conspiracy 
according  to  Lord  Eedesdale.  There  is 
nothing  to  prevent  a  Kesident  Magistrate 
from  holding  the  same  doctrines  as  Lord 
Eldon  and  Lord  Bedesdale ;  therefore,  if 
a  meeting  id  numerous,  the  numbers  in- 
spire terror,  and  a  meeting  in  favour  of 
Home  Hule  is,  of  course,  a  treasonable 
conspiracy.  I  want  to  know  if  these  doc- 
trines are  to  be  left  to  the  Eesident 
Magistrates  to  determine  so  far  as  the 
application  of  the  Whiteboy  Acts  is  con- 
cerned. Not  merely  anybody  who  goes 
to  a  meeting,  but  anyone  who  gives 
notice  of  a  meeting  or  publishes  it,  or 
even  has  it  in  contemplation  to  do  so, 
may  be  secretly  interrogated  by  a  magis- 
trate, and  if  the  magistrate  does  not 
approve  the  objects  of  the  meeting,  it 
may  be  forbidden,  and  even  imprison- 
ment may  be  inflicted.  But  there  is  a 
much  more  serious  power  which  comes 
up  under  Clauses  6  and  7.  Clause  6 
provides  that — 

*'  If  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  satisfied  that  any  - 
association  formed  for  the  commission  of  crimes, 
or  carrying  on  operations  by  the  commission  of 
crimes,  or  encouraging  or  aiding  persons  to 
commit  crimes,  or  promoting  or  incitmg  to  acts 
of  violence  or  intimidation,  or  interfering  with 
the  administrution  of  the  law,  or  disturbing  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order," 

he  shall  have  power  to  proclaim  it.  That 
sounds  all  right,  but  if  hon.  Members 
will  look  at  the  bottom  of  the  clause  they 
will  find  that  the  expression  **  crime  " 
means  any  offence  punishable  under  tho 
Act.  Therefore,  it  is  not  even  the  Hesi- 
dent  Magistrate,  but  if  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant is  of  opinion  that  any  association 
is  a  criminal  conspiracy  under  the  sec- 
tion, or  a  combination  of  which  he  does 
not  approve,  he  may  without  any  judi- 
cicd  decision,  or  even  the  form  of  appli- 
cation to  a  Besident  Magistrate,  by  his 
mere  ipse  dixit,  make  it  criminal,  and 
everybody  who  has  had  anything  to  do 
with  it  may  be  sent  to  prison  summarily 
on  his  declaration.  Any  half-dozen 
people  selected  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
may  be  declared  to  be  an  association  of 
this  character.  By  Clause  7  the  term 
'^  association  "  is  made  to  include  any 
combination  of  persons,  whether  the 
same  be  known  by  any  distinctive  name 
or  not.  Therefore,  any  combination  in 
reference  to  land  proposing  to  hold  a 
meeting  will  be  at  the  mercy  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  who  may  deal  with  it  with- 
out any  preliminary  inquiry  whatever, 
or  any  legal  discussion.    It  is  converted 
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into  an  illegal  meeting  ipio  faeto^  and 
all  persons  belonging  to  it  may  bo  sent 
to  prison.  At  tbis  early  stage,  I  tbink 
we  bave  a  rigbt  to  know  to  wbat  pur- 
poses tbe  Oovemment  mean  to  apply 
tbese  clauses,  and  wbetber  or  not  tbey 
really  intend  to  do  tbat  wbiob  appears, 
on  tbe  face  of  tbe  words  of  tbe  Bill,  to 
be  tbe  purpose  of  it.  I  bope,  and  fully 
expect,  to  receiye  a  disclaimer  from  tbe 
Government  tbat  tbey  intend  to  do  any- 
tbing  of  tbe  kind.  If  tbey  bave  no  sucb 
intention,  I  trust  tbey  will  accept  my 
Amendment,  so  as  to  prevent  tbe  pos- 
sibility of  tbe  Bill  being  applied  to  sucb 
purposes. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  at  end,  add^"  Provided  that  no  exa- 
ndination  under  this  section  shall  be  held  in  re- 
spect of  an^  matters  relating  to  public  meetings, 
or  transaction  relating  to  the  letting,  hiring,  or 
occupation  of  land,  or  the  dealing  with,  work- 
ing ^r,  or  hiring  of  any  persons  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  trade,  business  or  occupation.'* — (^tV 
William  HareourL) 

Question  proposed,  '^  Tbat  tbose  words 
be  tbere  added." 

Thb  chief  SECRETAEY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
cbester,  E.) :  I  must  protest,  altbougb 
in  no  bostile  or  controversial  spirit, 
against  tbe  course  taken  by  tbe  rigbt 
hon.  (Gentleman,  wbo  bas  delivered  a 
long,  elaborate,  and  able  speech,  but  a 
speech  wbiob  would  certainly  bave  been 
more  appropriate  at  a  later  part  of  tbe 
Bill.  I  have  no  doubt  tbe  same  argu- 
ments would  be  repeated  bereafter, 
eitber  by  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  bim- 
self  or  some  of  those  wbo  sit  near  bim, 
with  not  less  detail  or  elaboration.  Tbe 
result  will  probably  be  tbat  wbat  might 
have  been  dismissed  at  one  sitting  will 
now  be  extended  over  two  or  three.  If 
the  arguments  which  tbe  rigbt  hon.  Gen- 
tleman bas  addressed  to  the  Committee 
are  of  such  a  kind  as  to  convince  the 
Committee  tbat  tbe  offences  dealt  with 
in  tbe  later  clauses  ought  not  to  be  in- 
cluded in  the  Bill,  then  tpiofaeto^  by  tbe 
yery  action  of  the  Committee,  they  will 
cease  to  be  the  subjects  of  a  private  in- 
quiry under  tbis  section.  Therefore,  it 
would  bave  been  more  for  tbe  conveni- 
ence of  tbe  Committee  that  tbe  discus- 
sion should  be  taken  upon  tbe  question 
whether  certain  offences  are  to  be  pun- 
ished summarily  or  not,  and  act  upon 
the  subsidiary  question  whether  there 
should  be  a  private  inquixy  into  them. 


I  bave  said  that  tbe  speech  of  the  rigbt 
hon.  Gentleman  was  very  long  and 
elaborate.  Tbere  was,  however,  one 
remarkable  omission  in  it,  and  tbat  was 
tbat  he  never  once  alluded  to  bis  own 
Amendment.  I  do  not  know  whether 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  responsible 
for  tbe  drafting  of  tbe  Amendment.  It 
seems  to  me  tbat  it  is  couched  in  terms 
so  vague,  so  wide,  and  obscure  tbat  I 
have  not  been  able,  even  with  legal  as- 
sistance, to  find  out  wbat  its  operation 
really  would  be.  Look  at  tbe  wording 
of  tbe  Amendment.    It  says — 

''No  examination  under  this  section  shall 
be  held  in  respect  of  any  matters  relating  to 
public  meetings." 

As  I  understand,  the  result  would  be 
that  if  a  murder  happened  to  be  com- 
mitted at  a  public  meeting  no  examina- 
tion should  take  place  into  anv  of  tbe 
circumstances  connected  with  it  under 
the  first  section.  Then  the  Amendment 
goes  on  to  say,  that  no  inquiry  shall  be 
held  into  any 

"  transaction  relating  to  the  letting,  hiring,  or 
occupation  of  land,  or  the  dealing  with,  working 
for,  or  hiring  of  any  persons  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  trade,  business,  or  occupation." 

Tbat  seems  to  me  to  exclude  all  agrarian 
offences  whatever.  Take  tbe  case  of  tbe 
murdered  man  Murphy  as  an  example. 
I  do  not  suppose  tbat  tbat  is  tbe  object 
of  tbe  right  bon.  Gentleman,  but  it  is 
tbe  effect  of  tbe  clause.  Tbe  murder  of 
tbe  man  Murphy  undoubtedly  was  con- 
nected with  the  letting,  or  hiring,  or 
occupation  of  land.  If  tbe  clause  were 
adopted  textually  it  would  certainly  pre- 
clude examination  into  cases  like  that  of 
tbe  murder  of  Murphy.  I  do  not  tbink 
it  necessary  to  spend  a  longer  time  over 
tbis  Amendment,  considering  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  never  referred  to 
it  once  in  the  course  of  his  speech. 
Therefore,  in  tbe  few  remarks  I  propose 
to  make,  I  shall  confine  myself  to  tbe 
remarks  the  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  baa 
made  to  the  Committee.  But  the  rigbt 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  two  or  three  cate- 
gorical questions  with  regard  to  the  in- 
terpretation we  put  upon  tbe  clause  and 
tbe  combinations  we  wish  to  pimish 
under  it.  I  am  not  going  to  follow  tbe 
rigbt  hon.  Gentleman  into  his  learned 
disquisition  upon  tbe  law  of  conspiracy. 
Tbe  conspiracy  tbe  Government  mean 
to  punish  under  this  Bill,  and  mean  to 
inquire  into  under  this  clause,  is  suf- 
ficiently defined  either  in  the  body  of 
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the  Bill  itself  or  by  the  Amendments 
the  Government  have  put  upon  the 
Paper.  The  Qovemment  have  made  it, 
I  hope,  perfectly  clear  that,  while  they 
make  no  attempt,  and  mean  to  make  no 
attempt,  to  modify  the  law  of  conspiracy, 
they  mean  to  confine  the  operation  of 
the  Bill  strictly  to  conspiracies  which, 
by  the  law  as  it  at  present  stands,  are 
criminal  and  indictable  conspiracies. 
We  consider  that  to  be  a  su£Q.oient  limi- 
tation. Then,  says  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, it  was  found  necessary  in  1875 
to  alter  the  law  of  criminal  conspiracy 
with  regard  to  workmen,  and  ought  we 
not  to  extend  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland, 
if  they  combine  with  regard  to  rent,  the 
same  protection  which  is  extended  to 
the  workmen  of  England  when  they  com- 
bine in  trade  disputes  and  in  the  matter 
of  wages?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  perfectly  aware  that  the  law 
of  conspiracy  as  it  regards  wages  has  a 
special  history  of  its  own  entirely  dis- 
tinct from  the  law  of  conspiracy  as  re- 
gards such  matters  as  the  letting  and 
hiring  of  land.  Every  lawyer  in  the 
House  will  be  perfectly  aware  that 
according  to  the  doctrine  universally 
prevalent  in  this  country  a  number  of 
years  ago,  it  was  a  grave  public  danger 
that  there  should  be  any  combination  at 
all  with  regard  to  the  rates  of  wages. 
The  Courts  of  Law  and  statesmen  looked 
in  the  most  jealous  manner  upon  any 
attempt  on  the  part  of  workmen  to  deal 
with  these  matters;  and,  therefore,  it 
was  that  as  the  Common  Law  relating 
to  criminal  conspiracy  was  regarded  as 
extremely  harsh,  onerous,  and  unjust^ 
it  did  well  to  limit  and  alter  it  in  1875. 
But  there  has  never  been  any  similar 
application  of  the  law  of  conspiracy  in 
the  matter  of  the  letting  and  hirine  of 
land.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  nas 
allowed  his  imagination  to  wander  at 
large  and  to  conceive  all  manner  of 
cases  in  which  the  tenants  might  com- 
bine to  alter  rent.  He  has  invented 
cases  of  conspiracy  which  no  lawyer 
would  admit  to  be  cases  of  criminal  con- 
spiracy under  the  existing  law.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mentioned  the  case 
of  three  tenants  agreeing  together  to 
try  to  induce  a  landlord  to  let  land  to 
them  at  15«.  instead  of  £1  per  acre. 
He  said  that  under  the  existing  law 
that  would  be  a  criminal  and  indictable 
conspiracy,  and  that  therefore  it  would 
be  punishable  summarily  under  the  Bill 
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we  have  drafted.  It  would  be  nothing 
of  the  kind.  It  would  not  be  criminal 
conspiracy,  and  it  would  not  be  indict* 
able  conspiracy,  nor  would  any  Judge 
ever  decide  that  it  was.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that  the  law 
of  conspiracy  is  an  obscure  law.  It  is 
said  that  it  is  a  difiQ.cult  law,  which  is 
capable  of  dangerous  extension,  and 
that  we  are  leaving  its  administration 
to  men  who  are  not  learned  in  the  law 
— namely,  the  Besident  Magistrates. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  forgot  to 
say  that  the  Besident  Magistrate's  de- 
cision is  not  final. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
He  may  give  two  months'  imprison- 
ment. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  com- 
plain of  the  interruption.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  is  quite  correct  in  say- 
ing, that  under  the  Bill,  as  we  have 
drafted  it,  we  may  have  followed  too 
closely  the  Act  of  1882,  and  that  by  the 
existing  law  of  Ireland  there  is  no  ap- 
peal if  the  imprisonment  is  for  less  than 
a  month.  But  we  propose  to  give  an 
appeal  in  every  case. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  With  no  acou- 
mulative  sentences  ? 

Mr.  a.  J,  BALFOUR :  There  will  be 
an  appeal  in  every  case  to  a  County 
Court  Judge,  and  if,  on  legal  technicali- 
ties, the  County  Court  Judge  is  objected 
to,  the  Government  will  be  prepared  to 
consider  a  plan  for  giving  an  appeal 
in  cases  in  which  a  legal  difiSiculty  may 
be  involved  to  a  still  higher  tribunal. 
Therefore,  no  weight  is  to  be  attached 
to  the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  those  who  will  have  to  ad- 
minister the  law  in  the  first  instance 
will  not  be  trained  and  competent 
lawyers.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says 
— ''Restrict  the  Bill  to  those  offences 
against  which  it  is  popularly  supposed 
to  be  directed,  and  we  will  allowj^you  to 
pass  it."  He  says  that  it  is  popularly 
supposed  to  be  directed  against  crime. 
The  special  offence  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  desires  to  exclude  by  that 
limitation  is,  as  I  understand,  the 
offence  of  Boycotting. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOURT  :  I  beg 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  pardon. 
What  I  said  was  combinations  in  which 
there  was  no  intimidation. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  am  not 
^oing  on  this  stage  of  the  Bill  to  enter 
into  a  definition  of  the  word  ''Boycot*- 
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ling ; "  but  if  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
supposes,  for  one  moment,  that  the 
people  of  this  country  imagine  that  this 
JBill  is  not  directed,  among  other  things, 
against  the  offence  of  conspiracy  to  Boy- 
cott, I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman that  he  is  very  much  mistaken. 
I  believe  there  is  nothing  going  on  in 
Ireland  at  this  moment  which  causes 
more  universal  horror  and  disgust  in 
this  country  than  this  widespread  prac- 
tice of  Boycotting.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
And  the  operations  of  the  Primrose 
League.]  I  should  not  think  the  Bill 
wotth  going  on  with  if  the  Committee 
were  to  compel  us  to  exclude  from  its 
operation  the  offence  of  conspiracy  to 
Boycott.  To  return  for  a  moment  to  the 
clause  under  discussion,  which  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  left  so  very  wide.  We 
are  of  opinion  that  every  offence  which 
is  worth  punishing  under  the  Bill  is  an 
offence  worth  inquiring  into  under  this 
clause.  To  that  broad  principle  we 
mean  to  adhere.  It  will  rest  with  the 
Committee  to  decide  what  the  offences 
should  be ;  but  decision  must  be  made, 
not  upon  this  clause,  but  upon  the  later 
clauses  of  the  Bill.  I  will  conclude  by 
saying,  that  although  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  holds  out  to  us  the  hope  that 
if  we  are  ready  to  make  the  large  con- 
cession that  is  asked  for,  and  which,  it 
is  understood,  that  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Qladstone)  supports,  and 
which  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  indi- 
cated in  a  speech  recently  delivered,  we 
shall  get  rid  of  our  principal  diffi- 
culty in  passing  the  Bill,  all  I  have  to 
■ay  is,  that  the  Qovernment  are  dis- 
tinctly of  opinion  that  that  which  they 
are  not  prepared  to  yield  to  argument 
they  are  not  prepared  to  yield  to  Ob- 
struction. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  In  my 
opinion,  this  is  one  of  the  most  import- 
ant Amendments  which  have  yet  oeen 
moved.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  just  before 
he  sat  down,  remarked  that  any  offence 
which  is  worth  prosecuting  under  this 
measure  is  worth  inquiring  into  under 
this  clause.  Now,  Sir,  that  leads  me  to 
ask  this  question — What  is  the  object  of 
the  clause  at  all  ?  What  is  the  justifi- 
cation the  Qovernment  put  forward  for 
retaining  it  ?  There  is  no  question  here 
of  the  failure  of  juries.  The  clause  has 
oothiug  to  say  to  juries,  whether  juries 


do  their  duty  or  not.  The  ground  upon 
which  the  clause  is  justified  is  simply 
the  difficulty  which  is  alleged  to  exist  in 
Ireland  of  obtaining  evidence,  and  of 
bringing  offenders  to  justice,  or  rather 
of  making  them  amenable — to  use  a 
technical  expression  contained  in  the 
clause.  I  think  it  will  be  admitted  by 
every  Member  of  the  Committee  that 
we  should  closely  watch  a  Bill  of  this 
kind,  and  that  we  should  put  no  power 
into  the  hands  of  the  Executive,  in  re- 
gard to  a  necessity  for  which  they  have 
not  made  out  a  strong  and  complete 
case.  Let  me  admit,  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  that  there  are  cases  in  which 
there  is  a  difficulty  of  obtaining  evi- 
dence, and  a  difficulty  in  makine  a  per- 
son amenable  for  the  offence  ne  may 
have  committed.  Can  anyone  say  that 
that  applies  to  offences  in  the  nature  of 
combination  —  combination  such  as  I 
have  myself  been  engaged  in  ?  In  such 
combinations  there  is  not  the  smallest 
difficulty  in  obtaining  evidence,  or  in 
making  persons  amenable.  Look  at 
what  occurred  in  Ireland  during  the 
last  winter.  Combinations  which  wo 
desire  to  exempt  from  these  prelimi- 
nary inquiries  were  well  known  to 
exist  in  the  country,  and  that  the  Qt>- 
vemment  desired  to  make  us  amenable 
to  the  law.  Had  they  the  smallest  scrap 
of  difficulty  in  obtaining  evidence,  evi- 
dence as  to  all  our  proceedings,  and  in 
making  us  amenable  to  justice?  No- 
thing of  the  sort,  and  the  Judges 
who  tried  the  case  stated  that  that 
there  was  not  only  evidence,  but 
a  superabundance  of  evidence  as  to 
the  whole  nature  of  the  conspiracy  in 
which  we  had  entered.  It  was  the  jury 
who  failed  to  see  that  there  was  any 
evidence  of  conspiracy  at  all.  There- 
fore, in  combinations  of  this  character, 
there  is  no  difficulty  in  getting  all  the 
evidence  you  desire  to  have ;  no  diffi- 
culty whatever  in  bringing  that  evidence 
before  the  jury ;  no  difficulty  in  making 
people  amenable ;  but  the  difficulty  con- 
sists in  convicting  the  prisoner.  There- 
fore, I  say,  with  regard  to  these  com- 
binations, leaving  out  of  the  question 
transactions  connected  with  public  meet- 
ings, there  is  not  a  shadow  of  excuse  for 
including  them  in  this  preliminary  in- 
quiry, even  if  a  case  should  be  made  out 
for  punishment  under  the  Bill.  Therefore, 
I  think  I  have  given  an  unanswerable 
reply  to  the  contention  of   the  Chief 
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Secretary  for  Ireland,  who  said  that,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Goyemment,  any 
ofiPence  that  is  worth  punishing  under 
this  Bill  is  worth  inquiring  into  under 
this  section.  I  think  I  have  shown  that 
the  ofiPences  which  the  Goyemment  con- 
sider to  be  worthy  of  punishment  under 
this  Bill  are  plain  and  manifest  ofiPences, 
and  that  there  is  no  necessity  for  in- 
quiring into  them  under  this  section, 
inasmuch  as  they  are  done  in  the  open 
lieht  of  day  with  abundant  eyidence  of 
what  has  been  done.  That  is  one  strong 
reason  which  induces  me  not  to  accept 
the  clause  of  the  Goyemment.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  in  the  opening  portion 
of  his  speech,  criticized  the  drafting  of 
the  Amendment  at  considerable  length. 
I  think  that  is  a  yery  poor  way  of  con- 
ducting a  debate  of  this  character.  The 
truth  is,  and  this  is  the  real  point  at 
issue — if  the  Goyemment  are  prepared 
to  g^ant  any  concession,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  haye  pointed  out  the 
terms  on  which  the  Goyemment  are 
willing  to  consent  to  an  Amendment 
which  may  meet  the  difi&culties  we  find 
to  exist  in  this  clause.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  characterized  this  as  a  sub- 
sidiary and  an  unimportant  question. 
Now,  I  do  not  think  that  it  is  either 
subsidiary  or  unimportant.  I  haye  held 
from  the  yery  outset,  as  I  hold  still,  that 
this  clause  places  in  the  hands  of  the 
Executiye  powers  of  the  most  oppressiye 
character  if  they  choose  to  abuse  them. 
And  the  matter  largely  turns  on  the 
question  whether  the  Executiye  Go- 
yemment of  Ireland  will  abuse  these 
powers,  or  whether  they  will  not?  If 
the  Executiye  Goyemment  intend  to 
abuse  the  powers  conferred  upon  them 
in  this  section,  I  do  not  belieye  it  is 
possible  to  conceiye  any  more  intolerable 
oppression  than  may  be  put  in  force 
under  the  clause.  I  belieye  that  this  is 
one  of  the  things  the  Goyemment  will  do, 
when  they  secure  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 
Under  this  section,  they  will  be  em- 
powered to  make  inquiry  in  any  district 
in  Ireland,  whether  there  has  been  a 
combination  under  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign, or  whether  a  combination  against 
the  payment  of  excessiye  rents  exists. 
They  will  be  able  to  summon  eyery  man 
in  the  district  before  a  secret  inquiry 
who  is  suspected  of  holding  Nationalist 
opinions,  or  of  sympathizing  with  the 
yiewB  of  the  Nationalists;   and  if  no 
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limit  is  put  to  the  questions  which  may 
be  asked,  there  cannot  be  the  slightest 
doubt  that  they  can  so  frame  their  ques- 
tions, and  still  keep  them  legal,  as  to 
enable  them,  under  this  clause,  and 
under  the  pretext  of  inquiry,  to  enter 
into  matters  with  regard  to  which  there 
is  not  the  smallest  necessity  for  inquiring 
into,  because  they  will  be  matters  of 
public  notoriety,  and  they  will  then  be 
able  to  imprison  eyery  man  who  is  con- 
sidered by  the  Goyemment  to  be  an 
obnoxious  and  a  dangerous  chai*acter  in 
a  particular  district.  We  haye  seen 
persons  sent  to  prison  in  open  day  for 
refusing  to  answer  questions  put  to  them 
with  a  political  bias ;  and  powers  of  this 
kind  will  be  used  to  imprison  and  remoye 
persons  who  are  obnoxious  and  trouble- 
some to  the  Goyemment.  We  are  not 
concerned,  in  opposing  the  power  of  the 
Goyemment,  to  inquire  into  Moonlight- 
ing ofifenoes  and  other  offences  of  that 
nature ;  but  what  we  are  afraid  of  is 
that  they  will  be  required  by  the  pres- 
sure of  their  supporters  in  Ireland  to 
carry  out  an  inyestigation  in  connection 
with  the  estates  of  eyery  landlord  in 
Ireland  who  is  undergoing  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  or  who  is  in  fear  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  Any  landlord,  whose  ten- 
ants do  not  pay  their  rents  satisfactorily, 
will  swear  that  there  exists  a  combination 
on  his  estate,  and  that  that  combination 
has  been  brought  about  with  the  inten- 
tion of  lowering  rents.  An  inyestigation 
will  then  be  ordered,  and  when  that 
inyestigation  is  ordered,  what  will  be 
done  ?  The  local  leaders  of  the  Na- 
tionalist Party  will  be  summoned  to 
giye  eyidence.  They  will  not  be  inclined 
to  giye  eyidence  if  they  are  respectable 
men,  and  eyen  those  who  may  feel  in- 
clined to  do  so,  will  not  dare  to  do  so, 
because  we  know  what  a  man  would  feel 
if  he  were  placed  under  the  stigma  of 
being  called  an  informer  in  Ireland. 
Therefore,  these  unfortunate  men,  no 
matter  how  respectable  their  position, 
and  howeyer  free  from  crime  they  may 
be,  will  be  placed  in  this  cruel  position 
— ^they  will  be  called  up  before  a  bogus 
secret  inyestigation  to  giye  eyidence  as 
to  some  alleged  conspiracy.  They  will 
be  asked  to  giye  eyidence  which,  in 
their  minds  and  in  the  consciences  of  their 
fellows  around  them,  bears  upon  the 
priyate  concems  of  their  neighbours. 
They  will  refuse  to  giye  that  informa- 
tion,  and  they  will  be  thrust  into  gaol 
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holding  rents,  is  a  criminal  conspiracy  in 
Common  Law,  and  an  indictable  offence. 
He  used  these  words — 

**  For  a  single  tenant  to  withhold  his  rent  and 
break  his  contract  with  a  view  of  coercing  his 
landlord  to  lower  the  rent  is  no  offence  at  all ; 
but  for  two  or  three  tenants  to  agree  together 
for  the  same  purpose  and  for  the  same  object  is 
an  indictable  offence  in  the  Criminal  Law." 

Then  what  comfort  is  it  to  be  told  by  the 
Government  that  they  are  not  going  to 
use  this  law  in  order  to  secure  a  convic- 
tion for  a  conspiracy  which  is  not  an 
offence  against  the    Criminal  Law   al- 
ready ?    Let  me  take  my  own  case.    I 
have  never  been  out  of  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy since  the  year  1879.  The  Judges 
in  Ireland  clearly  laid  that  down  on  the 
two  occasions  on  which  I  stood  my  trial. 
Then,  how  was  it  I  escaped,  seeing  that 
I  had  broken  the  law?    Why,   every- 
body knew  that  I  had  done  so.    I  have 
spent  all  my  life  advising  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  not  to  do  certain  things,  and  the 
reason  I  escaped  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  able  to  get  a  jury  in  Ire- 
land to  agree  to  find  me  a  criminal  under 
the  Common  Law.     If  the  Irish  people 
had  the  power,  they  would  give  the  same 
protection  to  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ire- 
land as  is  now  enjoyed  by  the  labouring 
men  of  England,  and  the  Law  of  Con- 
spiracy would  be  checked  by  Statute. 
This  Bill  is  a  Bill  to  deprive  us  of  the 
protection  of  juries,  and  for  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  to  say  that  nothing 
will  be  held  a  conspiracy  or  an  indictable 
offence  except  what  is  now  a  conspiracy 
in  Common  Law,  is  really  a  most  con- 
temptible way  of  dealing  with  the  mat- 
ter.     Supposing    an    investigation    is 
ordered  in  Ireland  in  regard  to  some 
particular   estate,  in   regard  to  which 
there  has  been  trouble.     Take,  for  in^ 
stance,  Mr.  Shirley's  estate  in  Monaghan. 
If  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  were  en- 
forced, Mr.  Shirley's  agent  is  the  man 
who  would  swear  the  information  upon 
which  the  secret  investigation  would  be 
ordered,  and  every  single  individual  who 
has  taken  a  leading  part  in  encouraging 
the  tenants  would  be  directed  to  give 
evidence,  and  would  probably  be  put  in 
gaol.    The  confederacies  of  tenants  are 
not  the  only  confederacies  which  exist  in 
Ireland.    We  have,  also,  in  Ireland  a 
great  number  of  landlord  confederacies, 
and  I  fail  to  see  why  it  should  be  held 
to  be  criminal  and  punishable  by  law» 
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and  kept  there  for  a  month,   or  two 
months,  according  to  the  nature  of  the 
.warrant,    without    security  that  when 
they  are  released  they  will  not  have  to 
undergo  the  same  ordeal  again.      The 
Government  say  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  include 
agrarian  crimes.     That  is  not  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Amendment,   whatever  its 
words  may  be.     The  intention  is  that 
this  system  of  oppression — and  I  am 
confident  that  it  will  be  in  full  swing 
in  the  course  of  a  month  or  two  after 
the  Act   has  passed — shall  not  be  pos- 
sible.     They  say  that  we   must   trust 
in  a  matter  of  this   kind  to   the    Go- 
vernment  that    the    Act    shall  not  be 
abused.    Now,  I  am  not  inclined  to  trust 
to  any  Government,  either  Liberal  or 
Conservative;    but  I  agree    with    Sir 
George  Trevelyan  that,  from  the  very 
nature  of  the  case,  we  are  bound  to  dis- 
trust a  Tory  more  than  a  Liberal  Govern- 
ment, because  in  Ireland  a  Tory    Go- 
vernment will  consist  of  the  landlords 
and  their  agents  and  supporters.  There- 
fore they  will  be  bound  to  strain  the 
powers  conferred  on  them  in  the  interest 
of  the  only  supporters  they  have  in  Ire- 
land.   With  this  foreknowledge,  we  are 
entitled  to  assume  that  the  clause  will 
be  strained,  and  that  the  most  oppressive 
use  will  be  made  of  it  against  the  tenants 
and  in  favour  of  the  landlords.    The  Go- 
vernment say  that  they  want  to  inquire 
into  conspiracies,  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  gives  us  an  assurance  that 
they  have  put  certain  Amendments  in 
the  Bill  which  will  prevent  anything 
being    treated    as    a  criminal    conspi- 
racy  under  the  Act,   which   was    not 
an  indictable  offence    before    the  Act 
passed.    That  is  a  very  comforting  as- 
surance, or,  at  any  rate,  it  may  be  to 
the  Government ;  but  we  who  have  gone 
through  the  mill  in  Ireland,  and  have 
had  some  experience  in  matters  of  this 
kind,  know  very  well  what  amount  of  pro- 
tection it  will  afford  us.   Lord  Fitzgerald 
has  laid  down  what  the  Law  of  Conspiracy 
is  in  the  case  of  the  ''Queen  v,  Parnell." 
Lord  Fitzgerald's  judgment  in  laying 
down  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  as  far  as 
Ireland  is  concerned,  and  I  suppose  it  is 
the  same  in  England,  is  now  quoted  by 
all  Judges  of  any  authority  in  Ireland. 
He  has  declared,  in  the  clearest    and 
most    unmistakable    language,   that  a 
combination  of  tenants  in  Ireland  formed 
for  the  purpose  of  lowering  rents,  or  for 

YOh,  OOOXV.    [thibd  bbries.] 


291 


Criminal  Law 


{OOMHONS}     AfMndmeni  {Inland)  Bitt.      292 


and  why  investigations  are  to  be  con- 
ducted into  confederacies  to  lower  the 
rent,  when  it  is  admitted  on  all  hands 
that  the  rent  is  too  high,  while  the  con- 
federacies of  landlords,  who  conduct 
their  operations  much  more  secretly 
than  we  do,  and  who  do  not  publish 
their  proceedings  in  the  newspapers, 
are  to  be  allowed  to  continue  unchecked. 
If  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  insti- 
tutes proceedings  against  our  combina- 
tions in  Ireland,  will  he  order  investiga- 
tions into  similar  combinations  on  the 
part  of  landlord  confederacies  and  emer- 
gency men,  with  the  view  of  meting 
out  the  same  justice  to  them  ?  [Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfoub  :  I  will.]  I  understand 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  say  that  he  will 
deal  out  the  same  justice  to  the  land- 
lords as  to  the  tenants ;  but  I  will  tell 
him  that,  strong  a  man  as  he  is,  he  dare 
not,  and  he  will  not  do  it,  because,  if 
he  attempted  to  do  it,  he  would  be 
hunted  out  of  Ireland  by  the  Irish  land- 
lords. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  does 
not  know  Ireland  well  enough  yet  to  be 
aware  how  any  interference  with  the 
projects  of  the  Irish  landlords  would 
raise  a  hornet's  nest  about  his  ears. 
Notwithstanding  the  promise  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  is  inclined  to  give,  I 
know  that  these  inquiries  into  con- 
federacies will  be  entirely  one-sided, 
and  that  while  the  combinations  of  the 
tenants  will  be  put  down,  those  of  the 
landlords  will  be  left  absolutely  free. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  has  not 
attempted  to  give  a  solitary  reason  why 
he  objects  to  make  this  exemption  under 
the  clause.  I  have  shown  that  there  is 
no  necessity  whatever  for  including 
these  things.  If  these  combinations  are 
punishable  and  ought  to  be  put  down, 
there  is  no  necessity  for  this  preliminary 
investigation.  The  combinations  are 
openly  conducted,  and  those  who  are 
concerned  in  them  can  always  be  got  at. 
I  have  shown,  I  think,  that  the  Bill 
will  place  a  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
Executive  which  will  be  unfairly  used. 
Our  past  experience  affords  us  no  secu- 
rity that  a  power  of  this  kind  will  not 
be  unfairly  used,  and  I  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  state  a  reason  why  they  should 
not  except  combinations,  where  no  crime 
is  shown  to  exist,  from  an  inquiry  which 
even  they  themselves  must  confess  to  be 
uncalled-for  and  useless.  The  adoption 
of  the  Amendment  will  do  no  harm  to 
their  Bill,  and  it  ought  to  be  enough 
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for  the  Government  to  know  that  it  will 
be  regarded  as  a  concession  by  us. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peck- 
ham)  :  We  are  asked  why  we  should  not  do 
as  much  for  the  tenants  of  Ireland  as  we 
have  already  done  for  the  working  men 
of  England,  and  the  whole  of  the  elabo- 
rate argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  was  based  upon  the  analogy 
between  the  Plan  of  Campaign  and  the 
strikes  of  artizans  in  this  country. 
Now,  that  analogy  is  not  only  insult- 
ing to  the  artizans  of  this  country,  but  it 
is  hopelessly  illogical.  May  I  be  per- 
mitted to  point  out  to  the  Committee 
that,  in  order  to  make  that  analogy  even 
approximately  applicable,  one  would 
have  to  imagine  mill  hands  holding  a 
mill  during  the  progress  of  a  strike,  or 
miners  taking  forcible  possession  of  a 
mine.  The  analogy  between  the  Plan 
of  Campaign  and  the  combination  of 
working  men  in  England  is  destroyed 
by  the  one  fact  never  mentioned  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite — 
that  the  English  artizans  strike  with 
their  own  labour,  whereas  the  Irish 
tenants  strike  with  their  landlord's  land. 
That  omission  seems  to  me  to  be  alto- 
gether destructive  of  the  elaborate  ar- 
gument of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  was  entirely  one  of  analogy,  and 
we  know  that  false  analogy  is  the 
fruitful  parent  of  error.  I  must  say 
that  I  think  it  is  very  much  to  be 
regretted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
should  have  dealt,  what  seems  to  me, 
to  be  a  very  serious  blow  at  the 
Besident  Magistrates  of  Ireland.  If 
there  is  in  future  to  be  an  appeal  from 
the  decisions  of  the  Besident  Magis- 
trates to  the  County  Court  Judges,  it 
does  not  require  veiy  much  prescience 
to  foresee  that  this  Bill  will  produce  a 
plentiful  crop  of  them.  If  the  Resident 
Magistrates  are  not  fit  to  administer  the 
law  which  this  Parliament  makes  the 
sooner  they  cease  to  be  Besident  Magis- 
trates the  oetter. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB :  May  I  remind 
the  hon.  Member  that  there  is  a  power 
of  appeal  now  in  the  case  of  any  con- 
viction for  crime  in  any  part  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  I  do  not  intend  to  g^ve 
force  to  the  conviction  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  Qiat  all  persons  fiasQoiated 
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with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Derby  intend  to  dwell  at  great  length 
on  this  question.  I  confess  that  I  waited 
for  a  moment  after  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  I  enter- 
tained the  hope  that  some  further  eluci- 
dation of  the  matter  would  be  given, 
and  that  there  would  be  some  further 
prospect  of  satisfying  those  who  earnestly 
desired  to  see  some  simplification  of  the 
question  and  some  light  thrown  upon 
the  obscure  objects  and  purposes  of  the 
Bill ;  but  as  no  other  Member  of  the 
Goyernment  has  risen  for  that  pur- 
pose, I  feel  it  my  duty  to  say  a  few 
words  in  order  to  point  out  in  what 
manner  the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land has  left  the  question.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  as  I  understood  him, 
began  by  complaining  that  the  Amend- 
ment is  not  legitimate  because  it  is 
avowed  to  have  reference  to  a  subject- 
matter,  which  subject-matter  has  not 
yet  been  adopted,  and  which  is  an  ab- 
stract principle  which  may  be  excluded 
from  the  Bill — that  is  to  say,  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  proposes  to  exclude 
from  the  operation  of  this  clause  certain 
provisions  which  are  now  included  in 
the  2nd  clause,  which  provisions,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  may  drop 
out  of  the  clause,  and,  in  that  case,  they 
would  of  themselves  drop  out  of  this 
clause  also,  and,  consequently,  this 
Amendment  is  illegitimate.  That  is  a 
very  ingenious  mode  of  putting  the 
question  from  one  point  of  view ;  but 
there  is  another  mode  of  putting  it. 
Supposing  that  these  provisions  do  not 
drop  out  of  the  2nd  clause,  what  be- 
oomes  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
argument  ?  The  question  for  us  to  con- 
sider is,  whether  it  is  likely  that  these 
provisions  will  drop  out  of  the  second 
clause  ?  Are  not  the  forces  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  that  side  of  the  House  and 
on  this  mustered  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  them  in,  and,  if  so,  what  chance 
has  my  right  hon.  Friend  of*  excluding 
them?  We  must  get  at  the  rational 
principle,  and  the  rational  principle  is— 
especially  after  the  speech  of  the  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland — that  they  will 
not  be  excluded  from  the  2nd  elause; 
and,  therefore,  this  is  really  the  proper 
time  to  endeavour  to  exclude  them  from 
the  Ist  clause,  having  regard  to  the  dis- 
tinction drawn  by  you,  Sir,  that  if  they 
are  inqoirable  they  shall  not  be  ex- 
aminaUa.    Some  of  the  points  which 


were  made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
have  been  entirely  passed  over  by  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  There  were 
two  points  put  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
with  great  force  and  great  clearness. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  stated — **  Suppose 
the  case  of  a  Land  Trades  Union  formed 
in  Ireland.  Will  you  extend  to  that 
Land  Trades  Union  the  same,  and  only 
the  same,  protection  as  that  which  you 
have  given  by  the  Act  of  1875  to  the 
Labour  Trades  Union  of  England  ?  "  I 
am  sorry  to  say  that  on  this  subject  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
too  distinct;  but  I  am  glad  that  the 
question  has  been  so  plainly  put,  be- 
cause it  is  well  that  the  matter  should 
be  plainly  understood,  and,  by  degrees, 
it  will  be  understood  by  the  country. 
Ireland,  under  the  present  constitution 
of  things,  is  to  have  the  benefit  of  equal 
legislation.  The  argument  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  that  land  is  the  subject 
of  Irish  labour,  just  as  the  question  of 
wages  is  the  matter  that  determines 
generally  the  character  and  capacity  of 
the  English  Law ;  and  we  want  to  know 
whether  they  are  to  have  the  same  pro- 
tection ?  The  Irish  Minister  tells  us 
distinctly — **No,  they  are  not  to  have 
the  same  protection."  He  refuses  to 
give  to  Irish  labour  employed  on  the 
land  the  same  protection  as  is  enjoyed 
by  English  labour  given  in  return  for 
wages.  What  is  the  reason  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  alleges  for  this  un- 
favourable answer,  and  for  this  decided 
refusal  ?  It  is  that  the  law  with  respect 
to  wages  has  been  illegitimately  aggra- 
vated as  against  the  working  man,  but 
that  there  has  been  no  such  aggra- 
vation of  the  law  with  respect  to  land  in 
Ireland.  That  contention  was  distinctly 
met  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  with  the 
assertion  that  the  fact  stated  is  entirely 
erroneous.  I  believe  that  we,  and  others 
who  are  better  acquainted  than  I  am 
with  the  law,  are  of  opinion  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon), 
who  has  just  sat  down,  has  correctly 
and  accurately  stated  the  doctrine  of 
conspiracy  affecting  the  taking  of  land 
laid  down  by  the  Irish  Judges.  Now, 
Sir,  what  is  the  protection  given  to 
English  labour  under  the  Trades  Unions 
Act  which  ought  not  to  be  given  to  Irish 
labour  ?  Let  that  be  stated,  and  let  that 
be  understood,  because,  on  the  face  of 
it,  the  present  state  of  the  case  is  clearly 
this,  that  there  is  to  be  a  protection 
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we  get  from  the  Govemmexit  a  clear 
account  of  what  it  is  that  constitutes  the 
special  necessity  for  protecting  labour 
in  England  that  does  not  exist  in  Ireland. 
The  yital  point  is  whether  their  intention 
is  to  punish  combination  which  leads  to 
or  includes  intimidation  or  combination 
which  does  not,  and  which,  however 
little  desirable  it  may  be  in  itself,  how- 
erer  characteristic  it  may  be  of  a  defec- 
tire  state  of  society,  yet  is  the  only 
weapon  by  means  of  which  the  poor, 
humbler  classes  of  the  people  of  Ireland 
can  defend  themselves  against  the  risk 
of  oppression. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
KiCHARD  Websteb)  (Islo  of  Wight) : 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  am  unwilling  to  stand 
between  the  Committee  and  the  Division. 
Upon  the  other  hand,  I  have  not  the 
slightest  wish  to  avoid  answering  the 
direct  appeal  made  to  me  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt).  I  have 
certainly  not  in  the  least  desired,  and  I 
am  certain  no  other  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment has  desired,  that  there  shall 
be  the  slightest  doubt  as  to  what  our 
intentions  are,  and  as  to  the  meaning  of 
this  Bill.  We  have  alleged  over  and 
over  again  that  this  Bill  is  directed 
against  crime,  and  we  draw  no  distinc- 
tion between  crime  and  ofiPences.  It  is 
with  that  object  that  the  clauses  of  this 
Bill  have  been  framed,  and  we  ask 
anyone  to  point  out  language  or  words 
in  the  different  sections  which  are 
capable  of  any  meaning  but  that.  Now, 
Bir,  we  have  heard  a  very  interesting 
argument  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  on  the  Law 
of  Conspiracy,  and  part  of  that  argu- 
ment has  been  repeated  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  and  who  has,  also,  asked  us, 
are  you  prepared  to  refuse  to  the  tenants 
of  Ireland  the  same  protection  that  you 
give  to  the  labourers  of  England  ?  Sir, 
of  course  we  are  not  prepared  to  refuse 
to  persons  in  Ireland,  in  the  same  posi- 
tion as  the  labourers  of  England,  ex- 
actly the  same  protection  we  give  to  the 
labourers  in  England ;  but  those  who 
study  the  law,  and  those  who  do 
understand  the  question,  as  I  am  sure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  does,  can- 
not seriously  mean  that  there  is  any 
real  parallel  between  the  state  of  cir- 


oumstances  which  led  to  the  passing 
of  the  Trades  Unions  Act  and  the 
circumstances  which  affect  the  rights 
between  landlords  and  tenants.  In  the 
first  place,  we  have  that  significant  dis- 
tinction to  which  attention  was  called 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  the  law,  as 
between  masters  and  servants,  had  de- 
veloped into  such  a  condition  of  things 
that  it  called  for  remedy,  and  called  for 
remedy  because  criminal  proceedings 
were  taken  in  respect  to  matters  which 
ought  to  be  the  foundation  of  civil 
remedy,  and  that  it  was  because 
there  had  been  a  practice,  partly 
founded  on  ancient  Statute,  and  partly 
founded  on  Common  Law,  of  treating 
matters  as  between  masters  and  servants 
as  within  the  purview  of  the  Criminal 
Law,  that  it  became  necessary  to  intei'- 
fere  in  the  matter.  But  will  any  lawyer 
in  the  House  suggest  that  there  has  ever 
been  a  practice  or  instance  of  setting  in 
force  the  Criminal  Law  as  between  land- 
lord and  tenant.  I  only  hope  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  ^Sir  William  Harcourt),  or 
some  of  his  right  hon.  Friends,  will 
make  his  meaning  clear.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  question  the  right  of  tenants  to 
combine  for  the  purpose  of  saying — 
**  We  will  try  and  induce  our  land- 
lords, by  fair  means,  to  charge  a  lower 
rent,  or  we  will  agree  together  that 
we  will  leave  our  farms  rather  than 
pay  a  certain  rent.''  I  do  not  believe 
that  there  is  any  Judge  who  would 
pretend  that  such  a  combination  was 
unlawful.  [^Criee  of  **Yes!  over  and 
over  again."]  I  repeat  my  statement, 
I  do  not  believe  there  is  a  Judge  who 
would  allege  that  in  such  a  case  there 
was  a  criminal  conspiracy.  But  when 
the  tenants  who  can  pay  combine  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  the  landlord  to  his 
knees,  for  the  purpose  of  keeping  out  of 
the  landlord's  pocket  the  money  which 
belongs  to  him,  an  entirely  diffe- 
rent set  of  circumstances  arises.  It 
requires  no  deep  study  of  the  Law  of 
Conspiracy  to  see  the  distinction  be- 
tween a  combination  of  a  number  of  men 
to  say — **We  are  not  willing  to  give 
more  than  a  certain  amount,  but  we 
think  there  should  be  some  fair  pressure 
put  on  the  landlord  to  make  him  come  to  a 
fair  agreement  with  us,"  and  a  combina- 
tion between  people  who  are  in  a  posi- 
tion to  pay,  and  who  would  be  willing 
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to  pay  individually  were  it  not  that  they 
are  induced  to  abstain  from  paying  be- 
cause the  hope  is  that  thereby  the  land- 
lord will  be  deprived  of  his  money, 
and  will  be  coerced  into  making  an 
arrangement  which  will  be  putting  an 
end  to  legal  bargain.  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  will 
give  me  his  attention  for  one  moment. 
I  have  suffered  more  than  once  in  this 
House  from  observations  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  when  my  mouth 
was  closed,  and  at  a  time  when,  owing 
to  the  course  of  debate,  I  could  not 
interrupt  him,  because  I  do  not  like  in- 
terrupting speakers  on  the  other  side, 
and  never  do  it  if  I  can  avoid  it.  When 
I  said  that  there  was  a  broad  distinction 
between  criminal  conspiracy  and  con- 
spiracy, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sub- 
jected me  to  his  most  caustic  criticism. 
He  turned  round  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
behind  him,  and  asked  if  they  had  ever 
heard  of  ci^iminal  murder,  of  criminal 
perjury,  and  said,  was  it  not  a  ridiculous 
thing  to  talk  about  criminal  conspiracy  ? 
I  wonder  whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  since  that  speech  consulted 
that  admirable  treatise  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  referred  to-night  when  he  re- 
ferred to  an  opinion  which  every  Eng- 
lish lawyer  respects,  I  mean  the  opinion 
of  Mr.  Wright,  well  known  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sit  opposite  as  well  as 
to  those  who  sit  on  these  Benches. 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  know  that 
that  very  work,  which  was  quoted  so 
much  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby,  is  a  work  in 
reference  to  the  law  of  criminal  con- 
spiracy? The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has  said 
that  my  statement,  that  there  is  a  dis- 
tinction between  criminal  conspiracy  and 
conspiracy,  is  nonsense,  and,  therefore,  I 
think  I  am  justified  in  retorting  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  by  quoting  on 
authority  to  which  he  and  his  Colleagues 
have  referred,  in  which  pages  are  de- 
voted to  the  distinction  between  criminal 
conspiracies  and  other  conspiracies.  On 
page  57  of  that  work,  there  will  be 
found  these  words — 

"It  muflt  be  remembered  that  there  is  no 
intrinsic  efficacy  in  the  word  '  conspiracy,'  or 
in  the  word  '  confederacy,*  or  in  the  word  *  com- 
bination.'   *  Conspire  (said  Lord  Camphell  in 
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Hamp's  case,  1852)  is  nothing;  agreement  is 
the  thing.'  " 

It  is  therefore  the  criminality  of  the  con- 
spiracy that  is  important,  it  is  the  agree- 
ment either  to  do  an  unlawful  act  or  to 
obtain  an  unlawful  end,  which  consti- 
tutes that  which  is  a  criminal  conspiracy. 
I  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I  have 
not  made  this  reference  simply  for  the 
pleasure  of  doing  so,  and  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  submit  my  argument  upon 
this  question  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House.  We  never  intended  to  suggest 
that  when  four  men  meeting  together 
said — ''We  think  we  are  over-rented,  and 
we  will  ask  for  a  reduction  from  next 
Michaelmas,  and  unless  we  get  it  we 
will  hold  this  land  no  longer,"  it  was  an 
improper  combination.  I  have  stated 
the  law  both  of  England  and  Ireland, 
and  although  I  am  not  going  to  lengthen 
the  debate  on  this  point,  I  think  it 
necessary  to  make  good  my  observations 
with  regard  to  this  matter.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  asks  the  Government  for  an 
assurance  as  to  what  we  mean  by  our 
Bill ;  our  answer  is  that  the  Bill  clearly 
shows  its  own  meaning.  Now  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
has  asked  us  to  put  some  words  into  the 
Bill  which  will  indicate  the  class  of 
conspiracy.  There  could  not  be  a  more 
unwise  step ;  there  could  not  be  a  more 
misleading  step ;  there  could  not  be  any 
step,  in  my  opinion,  which  would  be 
more  retrograde  in  connection  with  the 
Criminal  Law.  It  is  utterly  impossible 
for  any  person  to  define  beforehand 
what  may  be  the  actual  case  which  will 
constitute  a  criminal  conspiracy,  and  for 
this  reason,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knows  perfectly  well,  that  the  intent 
you  have  at  the  time  you  are  doing  an 
act  may  make  that  which  is  an  innocent 
act  for  one  purpose  a  criminal  act  for 
another  purpose.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  has 
asked  if  we  mean  intimidation — if  we 
mean  anything  else  but  intimidation  ? 
Why,  Sir,  does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mean  to  suggest  to  this  Committee 
that  there  are  not  classes  of  Boycotting 
which  are  perfectly  well  known  and 
understood  by  every  Member  of  this 
House,  and  which  you  could  not  very 
strictly  bring  within  the  meaning  of  the 
word  intimidation  ?  I  can  imagine  cases 
in  which  there  have  been  conspiracies 
for  the  purpose  of  libelling  individuals. 


801 


Criminal  Zaw 


{Mat  17,  1887}     Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill   302 


[^Hams Bule cheers.']  I  have  no  sympathy 
with  conspiracies  to  libel  individuals; 
but  I  may  say  that  it  is  just  because 
you  can  imagine  some  of  the  direst 
forms  of  oppression  of  this  kind  brought 
to  bear  on  peaceable  individuals,  which 
do  not  come  within  the  legal  or  popular 
meaning  of  intimidation,  that  you  do 
require  to  have  a  clause  which,  while  it 
shall  indicate  on  the  face  of  it  the 
criminality  of  the  act,  shall  not  attempt 
to  define  that  which  is  or  is  not  a 
criminal  conspiracy.  I  think  I  men- 
tioned this  on  a  previous  occasion,  but 
I  may  be  permitted  to  mention  it  again, 
that  it  is  not  very  many  years  ago  that 
you  could  not  find  the  word  Boycotting 
in  the  dictionary.  It  arose  from  that 
which  was  undoubtedly  a  criminal  act 
practised  upon  Captain  Boycott,  and 
here  we  have  got  that  which  many  hon. 
Members  admit  to  be  a  state  of  things 
which  ought  to  be  put  down.  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John  Morley),  cer- 
tainly the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  has  over 
and  over  again  said  that  he  protests 
against  Boycotting.  We  have  got,  un- 
doubtedly, a  state  of  things  which 
everybody  agrees  ought  to  be  put  down, 
and  yet  we  are  asked  to  define  in  this 
Act  what  will  be  Boycotting,  perhaps, 
10  years  hence.  Eeference  has  been 
made  to  a  passage  from  page  7  of  the 
Eeport  of  Lord  Oowper's  Oommission. 
I  am  not  going  to  read  it  again  because 
1  have  read  it  at  length  in  the  course  of 
the  debates  on  this  Bill ;  but  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  wants  to  know  what  we  mean 
by  Boycotting,  we  mean  the  practice 
there  spoken  to  in  that  strong  language 
of  condemnation  by  a  Commission  which 
is  frequently  appealed  to  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  Uie  Gangway.  I  believe  it 
to  be  impossible  to  define  what  Boy- 
cotting may  develop  itself  into  in  the 
future.  Now,  I  hope  I  shall  be  pardoned 
for  a  moment  if  I  refer  to  the  Act  of 
1882.  I  never  have  referred  to  that  Act 
for  the  purpose  of  justifying  the  conduct 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  on  th^ 

S resent  occasion.  We  justify  our  con- 
uct  on  the  reasons  which  we  have  over 
and  over  again  explained  to  the  House. 
But  I  ask,  when  you  are  dealing  with  a 
particular  remedial  proposal,  and  when 
you  find  that  that  particular  remedial 


proposal  has  been  directed  to  certain  evils 
two  or  three  years  ago,  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  have  changed  their  minds 
on  the  matter,  whether  we  are  not  surely 
justified  in  asking  why,  if  an  inquiry 
clause  were  considered  to  be  a  proper 
kind  of  clause  to  be  applied  to  certain 
offences  in  1882,  it  is  not  a  proper  clause 
to  be  applied  to  the  same  kind  of  offences 
in  1887?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  have  referred  to  intimidation. 
Does  the  Committee  remember  that,  ac- 
cording to  the  Act  of  1882,  it  was  con- 
sidered necessary  that  you  might  have 
a  secret  inquiry  in  the  case  of  intimida- 
tion by  an  individual  ?  [**Hear,  hear ! "] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  evidently  agrees  with  me  on 
this  point.  Now,  I  want  to  know  if  it 
was  a  right  thing  to  inquire  secretly  into 
intimidation  by  an  individual,  which 
means  that  you  have  to  have  a  man  up 
and  ask  him,  were  you  intimidated  by  a 
particular  individual,  on  what  logical 
argument  can  it  be  said  it  is  not  right 
to  inquire  into  a  conspiracy  to  intimi- 
date? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I 
have  never  said  that  this  power  should 
be  applied  to  intimidation ;  what  I  said 
referred  to  conspiracy,  apart  from  in- 
timidation. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  I  want 
know,  if  conspiracy  to  intimidate  is  to 
be  inquired  into,  why  other  kinds  of  con- 
spiracy are  not  to  be  inquired  into? 
Much  mischief  might  be  done  by  slan- 
derous remarks  with  regard  to  indi- 
viduals, and  I  am  utterly  at  a  loss  to 
understand  on  what  grounds  it  can  be 
suggested  that  that  class  of  conspiracy 
is  not  to  be  made  a  subject  of  inquiry. 
What  we  say  is  this,  that  if  you  once 
get  the  principle  recognized,  that  it  is 
necessary  that  you  should  be  able  to  get 
at  the  bottom  of  societies  which  are,  to 
a  certain  extent,  I  will  not  say  secret  in 
name,  but  secret  in  operation,  which  are 
by  ways  and  means  which  are  not  appa- 
rent on  the  surface  interfering  with  the 
free  action  of  individuals,  who  wish  to 
be  unmolested,  by  acting  upon,  or  getting 
other  people  to  act  upon,  them  in  an 
unlawful  or  criminal  way,  we  care  not 
what  shape  it  may  take,  whether  it  be 
violence,  intimidation,  attempts  to  got 
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people  not  to  deal  with  them — we  say 
that  the  vice  which  lies  at  the  root  of 
this  conspiracy  and  combination  is  the 
same,  and  once  you  grant  there  shall  be 
inquiry  into  one,  there  oaght  not  to  be 
any  halting  place  in  the  inquiry  into 
them  all.  It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  deal 
at  the  present  moment  at  greater  length 
with  that  matter.  I  confess  I  was  some- 
what surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  should 
have  thought  it  worth  while  to  unearth 
what  he  called  the  dida  of  Tory  lawyers 
in  connection  with  the  Peterloo  riots,  for 
the  purpose  of  suggesting  that  Tory  or 
Unionist  lawyers  of  the  present  day  have 
the  same  ideas  in  their  minds  as  the 
lawyers  of  that  day  had.  Will  he  kindly 
refer  to  the  speech  of  any  public  man  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  or  among  the 
Liberal  Unionists,  who  has  ever  sug- 
gested that  to  such  a  public  meeting  as 
oould  fairly  be  described  as  a  harmless 
meeting,  the  law  in  regard  to  unlawful 
assemblies  should  be  applied  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  us  believe 
there  is  no  such  thing  as  an  unlawful 
assembly — that  it  is  a  term  unknown  to 
the  English  law,  unless  the  rule 
which  was  supposed  to  be  applied 
in  the  case  of  the  Peterloo  riots  was  to 
be  the  test  of  what  is  an  unlawful 
assembly.  He  would  have  us  believe 
that  the  opinion  held  in  regard  to  the 
Peterloo  riots  is  to  be  taken  as  a  test  of 
the  opinion  which  prevails  in  the  minds 
of  some  Gentlemen  as  to  unlawful  as- 
semblies in  the  present  day.  I  must 
say  that,  if  that  kind  of  argument  is 
going  to  be  used  in  regard  to  the  mean- 
ing of  unlawful  assembly,  we  are  justi- 
fied in  asking  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
what  they  meant  when  they  said  in  the 
year  1882— 

"  Every  person  who,  in  a  proclaimed  district, 
takes  part  in  any  riot  or  unlawful  assembly, 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  guilty  of  an  oflfence 
under  this  Act." 

I  say  this,  if  a  private  inquiry  clause  was 
deemed  to  be  a  proper  kind  of  clause  to 
apply  to  unlawful  assemblies  in  the  year 
1882,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tell 
me  why  a  similar  clause  applied  to  cer- 
tain offences  should  be  wrong  in  1887  ? 
That  question  I  submit  to  the  judgment 
of  the  Committee.  We  have  never  had 
one  single  answer  to  that,  nor  have  we 
received  from  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite one  single  word  of  argument.     I 
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am  not  going  to  argue  at  any  greater 
length  as  to  what  is  the  meaning  of 
Clause  2.  I  fear  that  notwithstanding 
the  honest  wish  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Derby,  that  we 
should  discuss  the  principle  of  this  clause 
at  the  present  moment,  we  shall  be 
treated  to  the  same  kind  of  debate  that 
we  are  now  having  when  we  come  to 
that  clause.  I  will  say,  in  conclusion, 
that  the  Government  are  making  no 
change  in  the  law.  We  are  not  seeking 
to  re-enact  or  disinter  fossil  dicta 
which  have  remained  buried  for  years, 
and  which  no  Judges  of  modern  times 
have  unearthed.  We  have,  on  the  face 
of  our  Bill,  stated  the  conspiracies  to 
which  we  wish  this  Bill  to  apply,  and 
what  we  wish  the  procedure  of  inquiry 
and  the  procedure  of  punishment  to  be. 
In  the  first  place,  the  conspiracy  will  be 
criminal,  and  in  order  to  make  that 
meaning  clearer,  I  have  put  upon  the 
Paper  an  Amendment  whereby  we  have 
said  that  the  conspiracies  shall  be  con- 
spiracies punishable  by  law  at  the  time 
of  the  passing  '*  of  this  Act."  I  do  not 
know  that  any  lawyer  who  honestly 
wishes  to  define  the  offence  and  to  show 
what  are  criminal  acts  could  do  more 
than  that.  I  protest  against  the  sugges- 
tion that  the  Government  intend  to  pick 
out  certain  acts  of  individuals  and  con- 
demn them  as  offences  for  political  rea- 
sons. I  do  not  apologize  for  detaining 
the  Committee  so  long,  because  I  desired 
to  make  our  meaning  clear.  I  do  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
can  say  that  I  have  not  made  my  mean- 
ing clear.  He  may  not  agree  with  me ; 
but  I  would  ask  the  Committee  not  even 
to  adopt  the  spirit  of  his  Amendment, 
which  we  conceive  would  be  most  mis- 
chievous. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not 
propose  to  detain  the  Committee,  but 
only  rise  for  a  moment  or  two  to  offer  a 
personal  explanation.  I  ag^ee  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  inter- 
ruption is  often  very  inconvenient,  and 
I  therefore  did  not  interrupt  him  in  the 
course  of  his  speech.  I  wish  to  say  that 
I  am  totally  unaware  of  the  offence  with 
which  he  charges  me.  I  have  never  pre- 
sumed to  criticize  at  all,  much  less  to 
describe  in  disrespectful  language,  any 
legal  opinion  given  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  It  would  be  ex- 
tremely wrong  in  me,  and  very  absurd 


805 


Criminal  Law 


{May  17,  1887}    Amendmmt  (Iretani)  Bill    306 


of  xnoi  to  do  so.  I  was  criticizing  tlie 
language  used  by  another  person  not 
having  legal  authority. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  The 
matter  arose  in  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  on  the  first  reading  of 
the  Bill,  in  which  he  offered  most  caustic 
criticism  on  the  use  of  the  words  ''crimi- 
nal conspiracy."  Thereupon  I,  inter- 
locutarily,  called  attention  to  the  words 
''criminal  conspiracy,"  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  once  replied  that  the 
expression  was  nonsense,  and  turning  to 
me,  said  to  me  across  the  floor  of  the 
House,  "  Would  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  think 
of  speaking  of  criminal  murder,  or  of 
criminal  burglary?"  [Mr. W.  E.  Glad- 
stone made  a  gesture  of  dissent.]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  pardon  me, 
what  I  state  is  not  for  the  purpose  of 
justifying  myself,  but  for  the  purpose  of 
showing  that  there  is  a  solid  distinction 
which  the  law  regards  as  between  "con- 
spiracy "  and  "  criminal  conspiracy  " — 
between  combinations  and  criminal  com- 
binations. 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE:  We  are 
not  discussing  the  validity  of  the  dis- 
tinction at  this  moment.  What  I  wish 
to  say  is,  that  if  I  used  the  word  "  non- 
sense," it  was  not  in  reference  to  any 
remarks  of  the  Attorney  General.  I  was 
making  no  comment  on  his  proceedings. 
I  disclaim  that  altogether,  and  my  ap- 
peal to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
was  meant  to  be  a  testimony  of  my  re- 
spect for  and  of  my  confidence  in  any 
legal  opinion  he  might  give. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  I  accept 
that  explanation  unfeignedly. 

Sia  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  If  the 
fault  rests  upon  anyone  it  rests  upon 
me.  I  believe  I  was  the  person  who  ob- 
jected to  the  use  of  the  words  "  criminal 
conspiracy,"  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  was  only 
an  accessory  after  the  fact.  I  objected 
to  the  words  "  criminal  conspiracy  "  in 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  whether  we  use 
them  in  language,  or  in  the  title  of  a 
book,  and  I  shall  be  glad  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  will  produce  any  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment in  which  the  words  "  criminal 
conspiracy  "  occur.  When  he  has  done 
that,  I  will  withdraw  the  statement  I 
have  made,  which  is,  that  it  is  a  per- 
fectly improper  legal  expression. 


Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
There  are  absolutely  only  two  proposi- 
tions before  the  House,  one  of  which 
was  put  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secreta^  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  for  Ireland  which  has  been 
supported  by  the  Attorney  General.     I 
desire  to  deal  with  the  right  hon.  and 
hon.  Gentlemen  with  the  respect  that  is 
due  in  each  case  to  their  positions ;  but 
I     must    say   that    I    was    astounded 
to     hear     the     Chief     Secretary     for 
Ireland    suggest,     after     having    put 
what  was   so  perfectly  true — ^namely, 
that  the  Courts  of  Law  in  relation  to 
combinations    of    working     men    had 
strained  the  doctrine  of  conspiracy  to 
the    fullest     extent — ^I     certainly    was 
startled  to  hear  him  say  that  an  agree- 
ment between  three  or  more  tenants  to 
fix  the  price  of  land  or  of  the  rent  of 
land  would  not  be  an  indictable  offence. 
I  see  I  have  correctly  represented  the 
position  they  took  up,  for  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
indorses    that.     Do  I  understand   his 
contention  to  be  that  an  association  or 
agreement  between  two  or  more  indi- 
viduals to  fix  the  price  of  any  article 
whatever,  be  it  rent  or  anything  else, 
has  not  been  held  to  be  conspiracy  and 
therefore    indictable?    The    hon.    and 
learned  Gentleman  stated  that  no  Judge 
has  ever  held  it  to  be  so,   or  would 
ever  hold  it  to   be   so.     I  avow  that 
I  thought    he   was    wrong    when    he 
was  saying  it,  but  not  daring  to  trust 
my  memory  against  such  a  high  au- 
thority I  took    an    opportunity  of  re- 
freshing it,   and  I  have  been  a  little 
puzzled   since  I  came  back   with  the 
authority,  because  I  am  warned  that  the 
Government  are  not  going  to  act  on 
^'fossil  dieta  "  that  no  lawyer  would  take 
up  to-day.  I  do  not  quite  understand  such 
a    proposition.     I  thought,    and    still 
think,  that  every  decision  in  a  criminal 
case  is  good  untU  it  is  overruled,  and  is 
binding  on    every  Judge  of  equal  or 
inferior  Court,  and  I  have  here  a  case 
as  to  which  there  can  be  absolutely  no 
doubt  at  all,  in  which  it  was  held  to  be 
an  indictable  offence  for  two  or  more 
persons  to  associate    together,  and   to 
agree  together  to  fix  a  price  at  which 
they  would  sell.    I  admit  that  there  is 
no  magic  in  the  word  "  conspiracy,"  and 
if  two  or  more  agree  to  do  a  thing,  no 
doubt  it  means  the  offence  of  conspiiacy, 
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In  the  case  to  which  I  am  referring,  it 
was  held  to  be  an  indictable  offence  to 
combine  to  fix  the  price  of  salt.  That 
case  is  surely  familiar  to  the  lion,  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General, 
for  it  is  in  the  2nd  Yol.  of  Lord  Ken- 
yon's  Beport,  page  300.  The  judgment 
given  in  that  case  was  a  judgment  upon 
which  men  were  sent  to  gaol.  It  is  a 
a  judgment  that  is  still  part  of  the  law 
of  the  land,  and  which  the  Courts  must 
feel  bound  by.  Though  it  may  be  a  fossil 
dictum  on  Lord  Kenyon's  part,  it  has 
survived  in  most  modern  editions  of  the 
Digest,  I  have  refreshed  my  memory 
with  the  modern  edition  of  Fisher^a 
Digeity  in  which  this  fossil  is  preserved. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  managed  to  puzzle  me  still 
more.  I  understood  him  to  argue  to 
the  Committee  that  two  or  more  persons 
agreeing  to  do  what  one  might  right- 
fully do  by  himself  would  not  neces- 
sarily constitute  the  crime  of  conspiracy. 
I  take  leave  not  only  to  differ  from  him, 
but  also  to  refer  him  to  what  is  not 
quite  fossil  dicta ;  but  relevant  j  udgment 
on  this  subject.  I  will  refer  him  to 
the  14th  Vol.  of  Cox^a  Criminal  Casei, 
page  508,  where  he  will  find  that 
the  Court,  in  express  terms,  ad- 
judged exactly  the  opposite  of  what 
he  has  laid  down.  The  law,  or  the 
rulings  in  relation  to  conspiracy  have 
been — if  one  may  say  so,  speaking  of 
the  judgments  of  the  High  Court — of 
the  very  loosest  description.  It  has  been 
held  to  be  conspiracy — and  conspiracy 
is  always  held  to  be  a  crime — to  stir  up 
ill-will  between  classes  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects.  Now,  the  Attorney  General 
put  it  that  no  honest  combination,  no 
combination  between  two  or  more  ten- 
ants who  felt  that  they  could  not  pay 
and  who  felt  that  they  ought  not  to  pay 
certain  rent,  and  who  combined  for  the 
purpose  of  getting  their  land  at  a  lower 
rent,  would  amount  to  the  crime  of 
conspiracy,  but  that  it  would  begin  to  be 
a  crime  of  conspiracy  when  some  one  or 
more  persons  combined  who  happened  to 
be  able  to  pay,  or  when  persons  able 
to  pay  began  to  be  connected  with 
that  combination  or  association.  Do 
I  understand  the  learned  Attorney 
General  gravely  to  argue  that  that  is  a 
orime  done  by  a  man  with  money  in  his 
pocket,  which  is  no  crime  in  the  eyes  of 
the  law  if  done  by  a  man  with  an  empty 
pocket  ?    I  will  not  venture  to  put  my 
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small — I  will  not  say  acquaintance  with 
the  law ;  I  will  not  put  it  as  high  as 
that — but  my  small  study  of  the  law 
against  the  opinion  so  plainly  put  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General;  but  if  we  were  arguing  this 
matter  before  a  tribunal  that  would 
have  the  right  to  pronounce  a  definite 
judgment  between  us,  I  should  rely  with 
confidence  that  the  decision  would  not 
be  in  favour  of  the  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral. But  what  is  sought  to  be  done  by 
these  statements  of  the  learned  Attorney 
General?  It  is  sought  to  impart  pre- 
judice into  the  definition  of  conspiracy 
here,  so  as  to  carry  away  the  Committee 
for  the  moment ;  but  I  feel  that  the 
good  sense  and  humanity  of  tho  Com- 
mittee will  be  against  declaring  that  it 
is  a  conspiracy  for  tenants  in  the  position 
of  those  described  by  8ir  Kedvers 
BuUer  as  unable  to  pay  who  may  com- 
bine against  the  rent  which  Sir  Eedvers 
Buller  swore  was  higher  than  they  ought 
to  have  to  pay.  I  respectfully  protest 
against  having  imported  into  the  matter 
this  side  issue,  for  the  sake  of  prejudic- 
ing the  argument  that  the  Government 
would  not  object  to  those  poor  people, 
that  they  would  not  seek  to  prosecute 
them  for  combining,  and  that  it  is  only 
the  people  who  can  pay  who  would  be 
proceeded  against  for  taking  part  in  the 
combination.  Then  it  comes  to  this — 
that  so  long  as  agreement,  that  associa- 
tion, is  between  people  who  by  their 
poverty  are  unable  to  give  any  effect  to 
combination,  you  will  allow  it  to  take 
place;  but  the  moment  the  element 
enters  into  it,  that  one  tenant  who  lias 
means  to  pay  says — **I  will  join  with 
O'Brien,  who  has  not  money,  and  by 
putting  my  rent  in  my  pocket,  or  in 
some  place  of  safe  custody,  will  induce 
the  landlord  to  show  a  measure  of  jus- 
tice to  O'Brien  that  he  otherwise  would 
not  show,"  then  that  is  a  crime.  I  dare 
not  use  the  word  *'  nonsense,"  because 
it  would  be  impolite,  coming  from  one 
like  myself  to  one  in  the  superior  posi- 
tion occupied  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General.  Still, 
I  venture  to  say  that  that  would  be  the 
view  of  the  Judges,  if  such  an  argument 
were  brought  before  them.  I  venture 
to  say  that  they  would  make  no  buch 
distinction  between  persons  who  had 
money  in  their  pockets  and  persons  who 
had  not.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man pressed  the  matter  further,  and 
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said  that  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  had  taken  the  illus- 
tration of  the  old  Trades  Unions,  and 
that  there  was  no  parallel  whatever  be- 
tween the  position  of  the  Irish  tenants 
now  and  the  English  workmen  then. 
Of  course,  in  a  sense  it  is  true  that  there 
is  never  any  parallel  betwen  things  that 
are  different ;  but  there  is  in  this  case 
similarity  enough  to  make  the  matter  of 
similarity  worthy  of  the  consideration  of 
this  Committee.  What  is  it  that  is  said  ? 
It  is  said  that  the  construction  put  by 
the  Courts  upon  the  law  of  combination 
was  so  harsh  as  to  create  a  wrong  for 
which  it  was  needful  that  there  should 
be  a  legal  remedy  provided  for  it  in  this 
country.  Well,  I  put  it  that  that  is  ex- 
actly what  you  have  in  regard  to  the 
tenants  of  Ireland.  The  conduct  of  the 
landlords  under  cover  of  law,  supported 
by  decision  after  decision,  has  been  so 
harsh  that,  while  it  may  be  as  perfectly 
legal  as  the  conduct  of  the  employers 
against  the  employed  prior  to  1 875,  it  pro- 
duces a  state  of  things  that  requires  some 
legal  remedy  from  this  House.  Well, 
I  do  not  want  to  obtrude  upon  the  Com- 
mittee, but  I  say,  notwithstanding  what 
has  just  been  argued  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, that  the  distinction  of  ''criminal 
conspiracy "  is  a  distinction  which  has 
never  been  drawn,  except,  perhaps,  on 
the  title  page  of  some  book,  or  on  the 
label  or  advertisement  on  the  back  of  it, 
and  that  the  best  test  will  be  to  take 
V%ner*9  Abridgment^  BacorCe  Ahridg- 
ment,  and  Corny n^ a  Ligeet.  Under  the 
head  of  * 'crimes'*  you  will  find  "con- 
spiracy," but  you  will  look  for  ever  be- 
fore you  will  find  **  criminal  conspiracy." 
You  will  find  conspiracy  under  the  head 
of  crimes,  just  as  you  will  find  murder ; 
just  as  you  will  find  burglary ;  or  just  as 
you  will  find  any  other  matter  which  is 
either  felony  or  misdemeanour.  But  it 
is  not  true  that  in  law — and  I  say  it  with 
all  respect — that  there  has  ever  been  a 
distinction  in  our  Courts  between  "  con- 
spiracy" and  "criminal  conspiracy." 
I  cannot  speak  for  what  Irish  Courts 
may  have  done ;  but  I  suppose  in  that 
matter  English  law  is  binding,  and 
there  never  has  been  a  distinction  be- 
tween what  is  called  a  mere  honest  com- 
bination of  two  or  more  persons  to  effect 
a  particular  object  and  conspiracy.  In 
each  case  it  has  been  a  conspiracy,  and 
though  fhe  maker  of   the  conspiracy 


might  influence  the  sentence,  it  in  no 
case  influenced  the  conviction. 

Captain  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.) :  I  should  like  to  say  one 
word  with  regard  to  the  illustration 
which  has  been  given  us  as  to  the 
analogy  between  conspiracy  on  the  part 
of  Irish  tenants  not  to  pay  rent,  and 
combinations  on  the  part  of  English 
workingmen  by  Trades  Unions.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  has  put  the  case  as  it 
exists  in  his  view,  and  he  speaks  of 
labour  given  for  wages  in  England,  and 
labour  given  for  land  in  Ireland.  He 
asks  is  the  protection  which  is  given  to 
English  labour  to  be  denied  to  Irish 
labour  ?  But  I  would  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  State  in 
England  has  never  attempted  to  fiic 
wages,  and  that  the  State  in  Ireland  has 
fixed  the  wages  given  for  labour  for  land ; 
and  the  whole  point  is  this — ^is  it  to  be 
tolerated  that  where  the  State  has  fixed 
certain  rents,  laws,  and  regulations  with 
regard  to  the  rent  of  land  in  Ireland, 
private  conspiracies  are  to  defeat  the 
law  of  the  land  ?  I  think  that  point  is 
very  material,  and  I  merely  wish  to 
point  it  out. 

Mr.  Addison  (Ashton  -  under  -  Lyne) 
here  rose,  and  being  called  upon  by 
the  Chairman,  he  at  once  resumed  his 
seat. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  am  rather  sorry  that  the 
Attorney  General  would  not  allow  tho 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Ashton-under-Lyne  to  address 
the  Committee,  because  I  was  myself, 
for  personal  as  well  as  political  reasons, 
rather  curious  to  know  how  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  reconcile 
his  defence  of  a  case  like  this,  with  the 
attitude  he  took  up  during  the  Elections 
of  1885  and  1886.  I  shall  assume  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
going  to  speak  against  the  Amendment, 
and  in  favour  of  the  clause  as  it  stands ; 
and  as  he  gives,  by  his  silence,  consent 
to  that,  I  will  give  him  notice  that  I 
shall  avail  myself  of  some  future  oppor- 
tunity of  making  a  slight  comparison 
between  his  attitude  now  and  his  atti- 
tude at  the  Elections.  I  should  not 
have  risen,  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
somewhat  critical  position  into  which 
the  debate  has  got,  owing  to  the  Boy- 
cotting or  conspiracy  to  intimidate  exer- 
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cised  hy  the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  ber  the  other  night  that  the  right  hon. 
the  Attorney  General  this  evening.  I  Qentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
am  told — and  I  have  no  doubt  of  the  land  said  the  same  thing.  I  put  this 
aoouraoy  of  the  assertion — that  if  the  case  then,  supposing  a  certain  number 
Attorney  Qeneral  were  living  in  Ireland,  of  men  on  the  estate  of  the  Uarquess  of 
and  1  were  in  Dublin  Castle,  and  had  Clanric^rde  combined  to  get  a  reduction 
the  working  of  a  Bill  like  this  in  my  of  25  per  cent  from  their  rents,  they 
charge,  I  should  bo  able  to  bring  the  would  be  guilty  of  conspiracy  as  this 
hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  within  the  Bill  would  bo  interpreted  by  Stipen. 
operation  of  the  present  clause  and  find  diary  Magistrates.  The  Chief  Secretary 
him   guilty  of  intimidation.    Let   me  said — 

point  to  another  authority.     The  Attor-  „  k„i  ,i  ji  ,  ihm  o„„ld  l.  no  conspirac,  in 

ney  General  said  that  a  conspiracy  of  „acbia  action  as  that,  and  there  ia  no  Judge 

labour  would   be  as  injurious  as  any  who  irould  eo  declare." 

other  form  of  conspiracy,  and  therefore  But  if  the  Attorney  General  will,  for  a 

might  require   as  much  investigation,  moment,    give  ms   his  attention— I  do 

Well,  Sir,  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen-  „„,  ^j.^  ^  j,,     ^j     j„t  y,  „i„j  j„,, 

Ueman  wdl  accept  an  oBor  from  me,  I  „„,  ,„„  ^  j^  j'„i          a,      ;„,  „i,t 

will  undertake  to  say  very  little  on  any  ,^,„^  j  ,„  dealing-!  want  to  show  him 

further  stage  of  this  Bill,  it  he  will  con.  „„,    ,,„„    „f  i,t,h  life,   with  which, 

sent  to  apply  as  much  efthisBiU  to  this  i  „„            „  „     |j,  ;,  „„,„,,  ,,![ 

country  as  will  enable  us  to  bring  the  „„„,i„,5d,     i  ,„,  a,,  „„a„  ^j,  jjill, 

editor  of  JJ,  J\™,  before  a  secret  m-  „^i,  „,jj  be  interpreted  by  the  Irish 

quiryinordertofind  out  who  supplied  Attorney   General,   who  is  .itting  neit 

him  with  the  forged  letter.    I  know  |,i„    Jj    ;,     a,  i^j,,,  j„j     °  „„. 

very  .eU  that  the  hon  and  learned  Gen-  i,i„ti„„  „,  ,„„„  „„  n.  Marquess  of 

tloman  has  no  intention  of  doing  any-  oianricarde's  estate  to  got  their  rents 

thing  of  the  kind,  and  the  fact  of  the  „d„ced  by  26  per  cent  would  be  an  act 

matter  IS,  that  while  sveqr  man  in  this  „,  „i„i„^    conspiracy.     That  is   my 

country  IS  at  liberty  to  take  part  in  any  ,„,,„5„,.     That    statbment   was    con- 

oonspiracyhehkes  for  any  purpose  he  j„„rted.     Now,    will    the   hon.    and 

hkos     yet    hon.    Membere    on    these  learned  GenUeman  the  Attorney  General 

Benches,  and  persons  who  may  go  to  |,e   surprised  to  hoar  that   a  learned 

IreUnd,  and  may  ij,  to  the  impoverished  j„dge,  not  a  Tory  Judge,   and  not  a 

tenantry,  and  make  an  oSor  to  assist  fos„l  Judge,  butaman  slillin  theenioy- 

them  in  their  difflculties  a.  regards  rent  „„,  „f ,;,,  ,„d  ,  Member  of  "  another 

and  their  relations  with  their  landlord.,  ,„,„  ,„  „eenav  ns  1881,  laid  down 

If  that  offer  is  accepted    they  will  be  f,,,  j„^„  that  a'ny  oembination  or  any 

hahle  to  punishment  under  this  Bill.  ;„!„„,„,  f„,  n,  '    ™„  „f  „blainini 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman   the  ,  „j„etiou  of  rent  was  a   conspiracy 

At  omey  General  IS  against  Boycotting;  under  the  existing  law.     Now,  1  wiU 

well,  will  he  undertake  to  brmg  under  „,j  ^  ,[,,  hon.  a^d  learned  Gentleman 

the  survey  of  this  clause  the  action  of  ,  p„„,e  ,„„  the  judgment  to  which 

"'i^SS':i»S??i"°n.!.  1""°,?'^.^  I  allude     Judge  FilJgefalds.id,  in  the 

Th.  OHAIEMXn  1  The  hon.  Gmtle-  „„  „(  „  n,  g„en  rTParnell  ■■- 
man  ib,  I  think,  travelling  very  wide  of 

the  subject  before  the  Cooiinittee.  "  ^j  fio  1>*  of  the  land,  wbnt  the  landlard 

Mb.  T.   p.  O'OONNOH  :    I  am  very  >•  enhUed  to  reoeivo  is  the  fuU  rent,  and  tho 

Borry,  because  I  think  I  am  approaching  ^"th^ngl^^"^"  ^  ^^  °        *  ""^ 
a  subject  which  is  not  at  all  agreeable 

to  the   hon.    and  learned   Gentleman,  "o^.  I  recommend  that  lo  the  hon.  and 

Now,  I  wish  to  put  a  point  that  I  think  Uarned    Genaeman    the    Member    for 

is  certainly  ia  Older,  and  which  I  think  Ashton -under- Lyne  (Mr.  Addison),  and 

is  certainly  within  the  narrowest  limita-  }  should  like  to  know  what  he  thinks  of 

tions  of  this  debate.       The    hon.  and  't — 

learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  "nothing  more  and  nothing  leas,  and  thoDgh 

said  a  little  while  airo  that  such  a  case  *•»""  ">"*'  *»""  *"«"  charactariied  aa  rack 

aa  waa  referred  t^  by  the  right  hon.  "°!!j,i!:i!°*,*?J^'j°r',Ti™''%^°^^^^^^ 

_      ,,             .1      -mr      \        r      r^     t            13  concurTsnce  01  my  learned  CoUeatrne,  Ihat  to 

Gflntleman  the  MembM  for  Derby  could  jadto  Unant  farmera  not  to  pay  their  wnt  ia  tm 

notarise  under  this  Bill,  and  I  remem-  oSbnoeagunatourUommonLaw,  andBubJectto 
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an  indictment  for  conspiracy  as  a  breach  of  the 
Common  Law." 

Now,  I  wonder  do  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney    General    and    the  hon.   and 
learned    Gentleman    the    Member   for 
Aehton-under-Lyne  know  that  that  law 
was  laid  down  in  Ireland,  and  do  they 
agree  with  that  law  ?    Do  they  agree 
with  Lord  Fitzgerald  that  any  incite- 
ment to  tenants  not  to  pay  their  rents  is 
an  offence  against  our  Common  Law,  and 
subject  to  an  indictment  for  conspiracy? 
And  mark  the  words  which  precede  this. 
Judge  Fitzgerald  says — "  The  landlord 
is  entitled  to  a  full  rent ;  nothing  more 
and  nothing  less."    Well,  then,  if  wo 
incite  the  tenants  to  ask  the  landlord  to 
accept  25  per  cent  less  than  the  landlord 
is  entitled  to,  according  to  the  law,  then, 
we  make  ourselves  subject  to  an  indict- 
ment for  conspiracy.    Is  that  not   the 
law  in  Ireland  now  ?    That  statement 
of  the  law  may  be  an  absurd  statement 
of  the  law,  may  be  an  idiotic  statement  of 
the  law,  may  be  a  monstrous  statement 
of  the  law — and  I  think  it  is  all  these 
things — but  it  is  the  law  as  laid  down  by 
Judge  Fitzgerald,  and  it  has  not  been 
revised  on  appeal  by  any  other  tribunal. 
And  so  we  have  it  laid  down  clearly, 
as  the  existing  law,  that  an  attempt  to 
induce  men  to  bring  about  an  abatement 
of  their  rent  would  make  the  persons 
who  do  it  subject  to  indictment  for  con- 
spiracy and  bring  them  within  this  Bill. 
And  it  is  in  the  face  of  well-known  facts 
like  these  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary,  with  his  character- 
istic ignorance  of  Irish  affairs  and  of 
Irish  law — I  am  not  surprised  at  his 
ignorance  of  Irish  law,   because  there 
never  was  such  law  laid  down  in  the 
world  as  that  of  our  country — should  get 
up  and  say  no  Judge  could  possibly  de- 
cide that  which,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
Judge  after  Judge  has  decided  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  A.  J.  BALFOUE :  What  I  said 
to-night  was,  that  if  three  or  four  tenants 
agreed  together,  by  combination,  to  get 
the  landlord  to  reduce  their  rents,  that 
would  not  be  a  conspiracy. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  Then  I  would 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of 
what  Lord  Fitzgerald  said  with  regard 
to  the  law  of  the  land.  What  does  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  to  that  ? 
Have  I  not  proved  that  a  Judge  has 
decided  that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentie- 
mm  said  no  Judge  would  ever  decide — 
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namely,  that  the  incitement  of  tenants 
to  pay  a  farthing  less  than  their  judicial 
rents  would  be  subject  to  indictment  for 
conspiracy,  and  therefore  would  bring 
everybody  who  took  part  in  it  within  the 
lines  of  the   Ist  clause  and   subsequent 
clauses  of  this  Bill.    Now,  there  is  a 
style  of  argument  used  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  that  I  strongly  object  to.     They 
say — **You  must  trust  to  the  way  in 
which  these  laws  will  be  carried  out— 
you  must  trust  to  their  being  carried  out 
in    a    bond  itde    and  honest  manner." 
Trust  to  an  Irish  official  as  to  the  way  in 
which  the  law  is  to  be  carried   out! 
I  am  justified  in  saying  this,  by  the 
moral  character  of  the  present  officials 
in  Dublin  Castle.     I  say  that,  if  Dublin 
Castle  were  manned  by  Liberal  officials, 
instead  of,  as  it  is  now,  by  men  belong- 
ing to  the  Orange  combination  in  Ire- 
land, even  then  this  law  would  be  car- 
ried out  to  the  fullest  extent.     Our  old 
experience  is  that  every  single  power 
which    repressive    legislation   gives  to 
Dublin  Castle  will  not   only  be  used, 
but  abused,  to  the  very  utmost  limits 
that  imagination  can  conceive,  and  to 
the  widest  interpretation  of  the  law. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken 
ofthe  Coercion  Bill  of  1881.    What  was 
said  in  this  House  during  the  whole  pas- 
sage of  that  Bill  ?    Why,  the  late  Mr. 
Forster  got  up  time  after  time  and  used 
the  words  which  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  is  constantly  using.  I  sometimes 
think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
quoting  to  the  House  what  he  has  im- 
bibed from   the  speeches  of  that  dis- 
tinguished statesman.  Mr.  Forster  said, 
over  and  over  again,  that  his  Coercion 
Bill  was  not  directed  against  tenants  or 
combinations  of  tenants,  and  that  it  was 
not  passed  for  the  purpose  of  collecting 
rents,  and,  above  all,  for  the  purpose  of 
collecting  rack-rents,   but  that  it  was 
passed  simply  as    a    measure  against 
crime.     And  now  we  have  the  Attorney 
General  getting  up  and  saying  that  this 
Bill  is  not  directed  at  all  against  com- 
binations of  the  tenants,  but  solely  and 
exclusively  against  crime.    A  few  days 
ago  I  went  over  a  list  of  the  men  who 
were  placed  in  gaol  under  Mr.  Forster's 
Act.     The  warrants,  it  will  be  remem- 
bered, had  to  set  forth  the  crime  of 
which  these  men  were  reasonably  sus- 
pected ;  and  over  and  over  again  in  those 
warrants  the  crime  was  stated  to  be  in- 
citing tenants  not  to  pay  rents.  An  hon. 
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Friend  near  me  remarks  that  the  war- 
rants in  which  the  crimes  were  set  forth 
were  printed  warrants ;  and,  as  I  have 
said,  the  crime  was  over  and  over  again 
stated  to  be  inciting  tenants  to  intimida- 
tion. In  the  case  of  Mr.  Forster's  Bill, 
we  had  a  measure,  professing  to  be 
aimed  at  crime,  used  almost  entirely  for 
the  extortion  of  rent.  If  we  go  back  in 
Irish  history  we  find  the  same  thing. 
In  1846,  Mr.  Daniel  O'Oonnell  spoke  of 
some  Acts  which  gave  power  to  magis- 
trates  to  whip  people  in  prison  ;  it  was 
said  at  the  time  that  those  powers  were 
not  used,  but  Mr.  O'Connell  said — **I 
have  known  men  to  be  whipped  almost 
to  death  under  these  Acts."  Now,  the 
moral  of  all  this  is,  that  the  pledges 
made  in  Parliament  have  always  been 
falsified,  and  the  Acts,  when  passed,  used 
to  the  utmost  possible  limit.  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  laid  down  what 
appears  to  be  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment plainly  and  lucidly.  He  said  that 
the  Government  thought  it  worth  while 
to  inquire  into  any  otfence  deserving  of 
punishment.  Now  we  exactly  under- 
stand where  we  are.  A  combination 
against  rent,  being  proved  according  to 
the  existing  law,  is  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy ;  therefore,  a  combination  for 
the  non-payment  of  rent  comes  under 
the  2nd  clause  of  the  Bill,  and,  being 
under  the  2nd  clause,  it  comes  also 
under  the  Ist  clause ;  and,  therefore, 
we  come  to  this — that  the  Government 
claim  the  right  to  use  their  secret  in- 
quiry against  every  combination  for  the 
non-payment  of  rent.  In  the  face  of 
that,  I  cannot  understand  how  any  Gen- 
tleman possessed  of  ordinary  intelligence 
of  mind,  and  even  the  average  conscien- 
tiousness of  the  House  of  Commons — ^I 
cannot  understand  how  any  man  can  get 
up  in  his  place,  and  any  longer  describe 
this  Bill  as  a  Bill  directed  solely  against 
criminals,  and  not  directed  against  com- 
binations of  tenants.  I  think  I  have 
proved  that  this  secret  inquiry  will  be 
used  by  the  Government  themselves 
against  combinations  of  tenants.  But 
is  this  a  power  which  the  Government 
have  not  got  already  ?  Is  it  not  notorious 
that  rack-renting  is  almost  universal  in 
Ireland  at  the  present  moment?  The 
Government  appeal  to  Commissioners  to 
prove  that  Boycotting  is  going  on  in  Ire- 
land; and,  again>  they  also  appeal  to 
them  to  prove  that  a  large  majority  of 
the  tenants  are  untible  to  pay  Uie  rents 

iffi.  Z  P.  O'Connor 


demanded  of  them ;  and,  in  the  face  of 
that,  you  take  powers  to  suppress  by 
imprisonment  every  combination  for 
bringing  about  the  reduction  of  rents. 
I  may  say  that  no  more  immoral  or 
criminal  policy  has  ever  been  followed 
by  a  Government.  But  if  there  is  a 
general  combination  among  tenants,  are 
there  no  combinations  among  landlords 
in  Ireland  ?  There  are  three  landlord 
combinations  in  Ireland,  and  they  are 
under  the  control  of  the  worst  landlords 
there  are  in  the  country.  I  say  worst, 
in  the  sense  of  their  having  been  heavily 
mulcted  in  the  Law  Courts.  I  am  not  going 
to  say  anything  about  the  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel 
King-Harman),  because  I  assume  that 
he  is  so  largely  occupied  in  doing  the 
work  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
that  he  will  leave  the  combinations  of 
landlords  alone  for  some  time  to  come ; 
but  the  three  landlords  who  have  been 
most  heavily  mulcted  are  the  men  who 
have  the  landlord  combinations  in  Ire- 
land at  their  disposal.  Does  anyone 
doubt  for  what  purpose  combinations 
under  the  control  of  such  men  will 
be  employed  ?  Does  anyone  suppose 
that  these  men,  who  are  branded  for 
rack-renting,  will  employ  those  com- 
binations for  any  other  purpose  than 
that  of  keeping  up  rents?  Here  we 
have  the  three  most  powerful  com- 
binations of  landlords  in  Ireland,  and 
they  are  under  the  control  of  three  of 
the  most  rack-renting  landlords  in  the 
country,  and,  of  course,  these  landlords 
will  not  endeavour  to  get  better  terms 
for  the  tenants  from  other  landlords  than 
they  are  themselves  willing  to  give. 
Therefore,  I  think  I  have  shown  that 
these  combinations  will  be  employed  for 
keeping  up  rack-rents,  and  increasing 
the  number  of  combinations  existing  in 
Ireland.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  intend  to  use  the  let 
clause  for  examining  into  the  working 
of  these  combinations  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knows  very  well  that  a  dis- 
tinguished man  has  described  the  com- 
binations of  landlords  in  Ireland  as  con- 
tributing to  the  state  of  civil  war  and 
social  disorder  that  exists  there  at  the 
present  moment.  The  main  argument 
used  in  ^*  another  place "  has  always 
been  that,  as  the  tenants  combined  for 
the  purpose  of  non-payment  of  rent,  the 
landlords  combine  for  the  enforcing  of 
evictions.  If  this  BiU,  which  is  now  be« 
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fore  the  Committee,  is  for  the  pur- 
pose of  putting  down  the  combination 
of  tenants,  which  is  one  factor  towards 
Bocial  disorder  in  Ireland,  ought  it  not 
also  to  be  used  for  putting  down  the 
other  factor  of  social  disorder — namely, 
the  combination  of  landlords  ?  [Laughter.'] 
The  Chief  Secretary  sits  smiling  in  his 
place,  and  does  not  even  give  me  the 
Cecil  nod  which  we  might  have  expected 
from  his  family  relationship;  but  I 
would  ask  him  whether  he  sees  that 
there  is  any  possibility  of  using  this 
clause  for  the  purpose  of  finding  out  the 
combinations  of  landlords  ?  [Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour:  If  there  is  indictable  con- 
spiracy.] Then  indictable  conspiracy  is 
not  the  combination  of  landlords  to  keep 
up  rents ;  indictable  conspiracy  means  a 
combination  on  the  part  of  the  tenants 
to  put  down  rents.  That  being  so,  I 
know  very  well  that  this  Bill  will  leave 
the  landlord  combinations  absolutely 
scot-free,  and  will  do  nothing  to  put 
them  down.  But  is  there  no  other 
reason  why  the  tenants  in  Ireland  should 
be  allowed  to  combine  at  the  present 
moment  ?  Does  not  the  right  hon.  G-en^ 
tleman  know  well  that  intimidation  and 
Boycotting  means  the  system  by  which 
men  force  others  to  carry  out  their  will  ? 
Does  not  he  know  that  all  these  influences 
are  employed  now  by  the  landlords  for 
the  purpose  of  forcing  purchase  upon 
their  tenants?  We  have  stated,  over 
and  over  again,  that  the  landlords  in 
Ireland  have  tried  to  force  their  tenants 
into  purchasing,  and  everyone  acquainted 
with  social  and  rural  life  in  that  country 
knows  that  the  landlords  or  their  agents 
come  to  the  tenants  with  a  notice  to 
quit  in  one  hand,  and  an  agreement  to 
purchase  in  the  other.  What  happens 
is  this — the  Sheriff  comes  with  bl  posse 
of  police,  and  then  you  have  the  tenant 
face  to  face  with  the  eviction  of  himself, 
his  wife  and  the  children  on  the  one 
side,  and  on  the  other,  you  have  a 
Mephistopheles  with  his  exorbitant  pur- 
chase proposal.  Are  hon.  Members  sur- 
prised that,  under  these  circumstances, 
the  tenant  prefers  to  make  a  bad  bargain, 
rather  than  go  on  the  road  side  ?  If  you 
take  any  Tory  papers  of  last  year,  or 
look  at  any  of  the  Tory  speeches  that 
have  been  made,  one  argument  has 
always  been  used  with  reference  to  the 
Irish  Question.  The  daily  Press,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Pen- 
xose  Fitzgerald)^  every  Irish  Tory  who 


has  spoken  on  the  question,  has  said  in 
effect — There  is  no  necessity  to  give  this 
right  to  tenants  to  go  into  Court  to  get  a 
reduction  of  rent,  they  can  get  a  reduc- 
tion by  simple  purchase ;  these  gentle- 
men said  that  by  means  of  an  agreement 
of  purchase  they  could  at  once  produce 
a  reduction  of  25  per  cent  in  the  rent  of 
the  land ;  but  that  is  not  my  way  of 
looking  at  this  question.  I  think  that 
the  tenant  should  be  free  to  purchase  at 
a  rent  which  has  been  reduced  to  its 
proper  level ;  and  I  hold  that  the  Chief 
Secretary,  by  using  this  clause  against 
tenant  combinations,  will  be  acting  most 
unfairly  and  most  unjustifiably  to  his 
own  country ;  because  these  bad  bargains 
which,  under  this  Bill,  will  fall  upon 
the  shoulders  of  the  Irish  farmers,  will 
come  in  time  upon  the  English  taxpayer, 
and  then  the  Tories  and  the  Liberal 
Unionists  will  be  left  to  congratulate 
each  other  on  having  defeated  the  Bill  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin,  Co.,  N.) :  I 
think  it  right  that  the  country  and  the 
House  of  Commons  will,  after  to-night, 
at  least,  know  what  is  practically  aimed 
at  by  this  Bill.  The  great  pretence  has 
been  that  the  Bill  is  aimed  at  crime — at 
criminals,  murderers,  and  persons  who 
attempt  murder,  arson,  and  so  forth; 
whereas  now  we  know  that  it  is  aimed 
in  reality  at  peaceable  combinations  of 
tenants  to  effect  a  reduction  of  their 
rents.  A  question  was  put  to-night 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone)  to  the  Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land, and  I  think  that  question  went  to 
the  root  of  the  whole  matter ;  he  asked 
the  Attorney  General  whether  this  Bill 
was  intended  to  {mt  down  Boycotting 
attended  by  intimiaation,  or,  whether  it 
was  intended  to  put  down  Boycotting 
unaccompanied  by  intimidation.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  for  a  plain 
answer  to  that  simple  question,  and  the 
Committee  now  knows  the  answer  which 
was  given  to  it.  The  Attorney  General 
spoke  for  a-half  or  three-quarters  of  an 
hour,  and  from  the  beginning  to  the  end 
of  his  speech  he  never  made  an  attempt 
to  reply  to  that  question.  He  evaded 
altogether  the  question  whether  the  Bill 
was  intended  to  deal  with  Boycotting 
unaccompanied  by  intimidation.  We 
are,  therefore,  entitled  to  assume  that 
this  Bill  is  intended  not  only  to  put 
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down  crimes,  but  also  to  put  down  com- 
binations which  in  this  country  would 
be  regarded  as  perfectly  lawful  and  de- 
fensible.   It  seems  to  me  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  put  the  case  very  well  when  he 
said  that  the  application  of  the  Bill  in 
case  of   combinations    depended  upon 
whether  the  tenants  had  money  or  not. 
It  appears  that  where  there  is  money 
combinations    will    be    protected,   and 
that  where  there  is  no  money  poverty 
will  be  made  a  crime.    That  being  so, 
the  next  point  is  to  determine  whether 
they    have    money    or    not,    and  that 
seems  to  be  left  entirely  in  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Besident  Magistrates.    It 
will  be  in  the  discretion  of  gentlemen  of 
this  class  to  determine  whether  the  ten- 
ants have  money  or  not,   and,   conse- 
quently, whether  or  not  they  are  to  be 
liable  to  the  penalties  of  this  Bill.    That 
is    a    nice    state    of    the    law.       The 
Attorney  Qeneral  made  one  statement 
which  I  cannot  allow  to  pass  without 
notice.     He  said  that  the  question  as  to 
whether  these  combinations  would  be 
put  down  or  not  must  be  accompanied 
by  the  question,  ''What  is  their  inten- 
tion ? ''    If  there  has  been  anything  de- 
termined in  the  course  of  recent  legal 
proceedings  in  Ireland,  it  is  that  the 
question  of  intent  has  nothing  to  do 
with  the  matter.    Again  and  again  it 
has  been  laid  down  by  the  Judges,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  that  the  question 
whether  the  hon.  Member  had  good  or 
bad  motives  did  not  enter  in  the  least 
into  the  question ;  they  said  it  did  not 
matter  whether  he  had  the  best  motive, 
or  the  worst  in  the  world ;  but  that  the 
mere  fact  that  he  had  incited  tenants 
to  combine  for  a  reduction  of  rent  con- 
stituted a  crime.     I  cannot   help  ez- 
Eressing  surprise,  as  some  hon.  Mem- 
ers  on  this   side  of  the  House  have 
already  done,  regarding  the  statements 
made  with  reference  to  the  dicta  of  the 
Judges.     Some  of  the  most  ridiculous 
and  preposterous  dicta  which  have  been 
heard  of  in  the  criminal  history  of  the 
country  for  the  last  six  centuries  have 
been  revived  during  the  last  three  or 
four  years ;   and  the  Judges  are  pro- 
gressing from  bad   to   worse  in    this 
respect.      Five  or  six  years  ago  they 
began  by  reviving  obsolete  statutes  of 
Edward  III.  and  Oharles  I,  while  the 
doctrine  of  the  inherent  jurisdiction  of 
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the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  to  bind  a 
man  to  the  peace  with  the  alternative 
of  imprisonment — a  jurisdiction  never 
heard  of  in  England  since  the  days  of 
the  Aula  Eegis — was  only  introduced 
last  winter.    Some  of  us  were  amused  to- 
night  at  hearing  an  hon.  Member  repre- 
senting one  of  the  Metropolitan  consti- 
tuencies, and  who  it  seemed  to  me  did  not 
know  even  as  much  about  agriculture  as 
what  is  meant  by  an  acre  of  ground,  tell 
the  Committee,  the  right  hon.  GFen tie- 
man  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  the 
distinction  between  a  strike  of  opera- 
tives  in  England  and    a  combination 
among  tenants  in    Ireland.      The  as- 
sumption of  the  hon.  Member  evidently 
was  that  the  tenants  in  Ireland  had  no 
property  in  the  land ;  but  if  there  has 
been  one  thing  established,  not  only  by 
the  inquiries  of  Commissioners,  but  by 
the  legislation  of  this  House,  it  is  that 
the  land  does  not  belong  entirely  to  the 
landlord.  You  talk  every  day  of  putting 
an  end  to  the  dual  ownership  in  land, 
and  you  talk  every  day  of  establishing 
one  instead  of  two  sets  of  owners — that 
is    to    say,   you    yourselves    recognize 
every  day  in  every  word  you  say  that 
the  landlords  and  the  tenants  are  co- 
partners in    the    land.      It  has  been 
established  by  the  Cowper  Commission, 
by  the  Bessborough  Commission,  and 
others,  that  by  reason  of  the  improve- 
ments of  tenants,   which  extend  from 
the  building  of  a  house,  even  to  the 
making  of  the  soil,   the  tenants  have 
ownership  in  the  land;  and,  according 
to  my  reading,  it  seems  to  me  that  the 
tenants  own  more  of  the  land  in  Ireland 
than  the  landlords.     Consequently,  I 
think  it  was  rather  presumptuous  on 
the  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
to  attempt  to  set  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  right  in  the 
matter  of  analogy  between  the  opera- 
tives in   England  and  the  tenants   in 
Ireland.     I  believe  that  we  have  now 
reached  a  very  important  point  in  the 
discussion  of  this  Bill.  One  would  have 
thought  that  the  Chief  Secretary,  in  the 
course  of  his  speech,  would  have  conde- 
scended to  use  some  arguments  in  sup- 
port of  his  case.     He  did  not,  however, 
attempt  anything  of  the  kind ;  he  relies 
upon  his  own  ipse  dizit^  which  seems, 
in  his  mind,  to  settle  everything.    He 
made  a  remarkable  obserratiQu  to- nighty 
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taking  ifc  for  granted  that  everyone  would 
believe  it,  because  lie  said  it,  though 
without  proof.  He  referred  to  the  case 
of  Murphy,  who  was  murdered,  and  he 
said  that,  without  a  clause  of  this  kind, 
that  case  could  not  have  been  inquired 
into.  The  man  Murphy  is  supposed  to 
have  been  murdered  in  consequence  of 
fiometbing  in  connection  with  the  hiring 
and  letting  of  land ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Oentlenman's  argument  was  that,  if 
you  could  not  bring  those  matters 
within  the  scope  of  the  1st  clause, 
jou  could  not  inquire  into  the  murder 
at  all.  Was  anything  over  said  so  pre- 
posterous as  that  ?  It  is  surely  the 
fact  that  a  man  has  been  murdered 
that  is  to  be  inquired  into,  and  not 
merely  whether  Murphy  had  displeased 
his  neighbours  by  hiring  or  letting 
the  land.  Under  this  Bill  you  can 
inquire  into  any  murder  in  Ireland, 
whether  agrarian,  political,  or  other; 
and,  consequently,  I  think  that  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentloman  is 
nothing  less  than  an  insult  to  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  Committee.  As  I  have 
said,  we  have  arrived  at  an  important 
stage  of  this  Bill.  The  Amendment  be- 
fore the  Committee  lets  us  know  exactly 
where  we  stand,  and  places  before  the 
Committee  and  the  country  what  is  the 
exact  character  of  the  measure  we  are 
asked  to  pass.  The  Bill  is  defended  on 
the  ground  that  it  is  to  be  applied  to 
crime  and  criminals.  Now  we  know 
that  that  is  not  the  case.  We  know 
perfectly  well  that,  in  addition  to  crime 
and  criminals,  amongst  the  objects  aimed 
at  are  combinations  unaccompanied  by 
violence ;  and,  that  being  so,  I  am  afraid 
that  the  character  of  the  opposition  to 
this  measure  will  not  be  mitigated  in 
future ;  I  am  afraid  that  a  good  many 
Irish  Members  who  have  not  taken  any 
part  yet  in  the  discussion  will  be  induced, 
owing  to  the  rejection  of  this  Amend- 
ment, by  the  prompting  of  their  con- 
Bcienoes  and  the  duty  which  they  owe 
to  their  constituents,  to  take  their  part  in 
opposing  this  measure  to  the  very  last, 
no  matter  what  the  consequence  may  be. 
The  character  of  the  Bill  is  now  known ; 
it  is  one  of  naked  tyranny ;  it  has  been 
proclaimed  to  be  of  that  character  by 
the  statement  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  to-night,  and  it  was  so  pro- 
claimed in  the  speech  of  the  Attorney 
GeneriJ,  when  he  refused  to  answer  the 
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plain  question  put  to  him  by  the  righ 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  whether  this  Bill  would  be 
applicable  or  not  to  Boycotting  unac- 
companied with  violence  or  intimidation  ? 
I  think  that  the  miserable  attempt  of  the 
Attorney  General  to  evade  that  question 
conveys  to  all  minds  the  knowledge  that 
this  Bill  is  not  intended  solely  against 
criminals,  but  against  peaceful,  social, 
and  political  combinations  which  in 
England  would  be  protected,  and  which 
I  hope  will  continue  in  Ireland  despite 
this  law. 

Mr.  EDWAED  HAERINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  I  desire  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  to  the  state  of  the 
House  night  after  night,  when  these 
matters,  which  we  think  it  necessary  to 
discuss,  are  brought  forward.  I  do  not 
say  that  this  is  on  account  of  any  Boy- 
cotting or  exclusion  directed  towards 
myself;  but  it  is  a  painful  and  dreary 
task  to  stand  up  and  address  an  empty 
Treasury  Bench,  or  a  solitary  Minister 
keeping  watch  upon  it.  Knowing  that 
the  Government  will  bring  every  influence 
and  pressure  to  bear  upon  their  sup- 
porters to  refrain  from  giving  their 
honest  opinion  with  respect  to  this  Bill, 
we  have  carried  before  our  faces  the 
very  practice  which  the  Government 
profess  to  be  going  to  put  down  in  Ire- 
land. A  few  moments  ago  an  hon.  and 
learned  Member  opposite,  who  desired 
to  enlighten  the  Committee  by  a  state- 
ment of  his  views,  was  at  once  extin- 
guished by  the  Attorney  General ;  and 
I  recall  the  fact  that,  on  the  occasion 
when  Irish  Members  were  speaking  the 
other  night,  the  officials  of  the  Tory 
Party  got  behind  the  Speaker's  Chair 
and  beckoned  out  their  supporters,  so 
that  they  might  not  hear  the  arguments 
which  we  had  to  urge  against  this  mea- 
sure. This  system  of  manufacturing 
Crimes  Acts  is,  I  maintain,  un-Constitu- 
tional.  It  is  therefore  hard  for  us  to 
have  anv  respect  for  the  Bill ;  and  al- 
though it  is  hopeless  for  us  to  seek  to 
amend  it,  I  think  we  cannot  be  blamed 
if  in  the  absence  of  reply  to  our  argu- 
ments, we  indulge  in  reiteration,  with 
the  hope  that  something  in  the  nature 
of  an  answer  may  be  brought  for- 
ward. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 
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Mb.  EDWAEDHAERINGTON  said : 
The  Amendment  whioh  we  are  now  con- 
sidering runs  as  follows  : — 

"  Provided  that  no  examination  under  this 
section  shall  he  held  in  respect  of  any  matters 
relating  to  public  meeting^,  or  transactions  re- 
lating to  the  letting,  hiring,  or  occupation  of 
land,  or  the  dealing  with,  working  for,  or  hiring 
of  any  persons  in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade, 
business,  or  occupation." 

We  have  from  time  to  time  been  accused 
in  this  country,  and  in  this  House  more 
or  less  directly,  with  being  men  who,  in 
our  hearts,  sympathize  with  crime  and 
Tiolence ;  we  have  been  accused  of  en- 
couraging and  inciting  to  crime  in  Ire- 
land, and  our  opposition  to  the  Bill  is 
condemned  as  opposition  for  the  purpose 
of  sheltering  crime  and  criminals.     We 
say   to  the  Government  now  that  our 
attitude  will  be  seriously  affected  by  the 
position  which  they  have  taken  up.  We 
say,  as  you  have  conceived  it  to  be  right 
to  bring  in  this  Bill,  and  embarked  in 
the  pursuit  of  criminals,  we  will  offer 
no  opposition  to  you,  provided  that  you 
honestly  confine  your  investigation  to 
crime  and  the  cause  of  crime ;  but  if 
you  use  the  measure  for  political  pur- 
poses then  we  shall  oppose  you.      Com- 
mon prudence  would,  I  should  think, 
dictate  to  the  English  Government  that 
the  greatest  danger  to  social  order  would 
result  from  the  fusion  of  crime  and  poli- 
tical offences.  We  are  not  now,  as  I  take 
it,  on  the  question  of  the  extent  to  which 
this  measure  shall  deal  with  political 
offences,  and  of  the  extent  to  which  it 
creates  new    crimes.     We  are  on  this 
point — the  working  of  the  Secret  Investi- 

fation  Clause,  and  the  use  which  will 
e  made  of  it  in  Ireland.  And  while 
we  are  not,  for  a  moment,  contesting 
your  right  to  change  your  venues  for 
the  trial  of  political  prisoners,  and  to 
convict  them  in  the  ordinary  Courts  if 
you  can,  we  object  that  if  you  refuse 
the  present  Amendment  we  shall  be 
handed  over  to  the  Besident  Magistrates, 
who  will  consider  every  act  that  dis- 
pleases them  an  offence,  and  proceed  to 
apply  this  torture  clause  for  the  purpose 
of  investigating  it.  What  are  the  things 
which  are  sought  to  be  excluded  from 
this  inquisitorial  process?  They  are 
public  meetings,  the  letting  and  hiring 
of  land,  and  matters  of  that  kind.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  may  say  that  the 
Besident  Magistrates  will  not  seek  to 
inquire  into  matters  respecting  which 
there  is  no  need  for  inquiry.    But  we 


are  certain — we  expect,  and  we  have  rea- 
son  to   believe   from  experience — that 
the  Besident  Magistrates  will  use  these 
powers  for  breaking  up  every  legitimate 
conspiracy — if  I  may  be  allowed  to  use 
that  expression — every  legitimate  com- 
bination of  tenants  to  obtain  a  fair  re- 
duction of  rent.     If  you  want  to  punish 
a  man  for  speaking  at  a  public  meeting, 
why  do    you  require   an    inquisitorial 
clause  of  this  kind  ?    In  the  first  place, 
the  Government  have   their  reporters ; 
you  have  the  speech  printed  probably 
in  the  newspapers ;  thousands  of  people 
are  present,  for  meetings    in    Ireland, 
unlike  meetings  in  England,  which  are 
made  up  by  means  of  tickets  of  a  spurious 
character,  are  held  in  the  open  air ;  every- 
one is  safe,  although  he  may  hold  opi- 
nions hostile  to  those  who  convene  the 
meeting.  Why,  then,  do  you  take  powers 
to  apply  this  clause  to  public  meetings 
in  Ireland?    Then  with  regard  to  the 
combinations  of  tenants.     I  cannot  enter 
with  authority  into  these  legal  matters; 
but  will  it  not  be  held  that  it  is  right  for 
the  tenants  to  combine  for  their  own 
protection,  just  as  much  as  it  is  right 
for  the  landlords  to  combine  for  theirs  ? 
It  must  be  so ;  and  yet,  because  it  is  held 
by  the  Judges  of  Ireland  that  because 
their  rents  are  fixed  according  to  a  form 
of  agreement  recognized  by  the  law,  it 
is  said  that  the  landlords  have  the  right 
of  entering  into  combination  to  maintain 
their  rents,  and  that  the  tenants  are 
wrong,  because  they  seek  a  reduction 
adequate     to    the    depression    of    the 
times.    The  opinions  of  the  Judges  in 
Ireland  have  been  quoted,  which  de- 
clare   that    any    combination   of    ten- 
ants to    injure    their   landlords   is    an 
illegal  combination,   and  we  know  the 
meaning    which    they    attach    to    the 
word ''injure,"  because  they  have  de- 
fined it  as  injury  to  the  pocket  of  the 
landlord.     Suppose  that  three,  four,  or 
six  tenants  have  an  aggregate  rental  of 
£100  to  pay ;  if  they  think  that  the  de- 
pression of  the  times  makes  it  necessary 
to  demand  a  remission  of  36  per  cent, 
according  to  the  dicta  of  the  Irish  Judges 
that  would  be  a  combination  to  injure 
the  pocket  of  the  landlord,  and,  conse- 
quently, an  illegal  combination  and  a 
criminal  offence.      We  are  not  at  the 
moment  on  the  question   whether  you 
should  punish  that  combination ;  we  are 
on  the  question  whether  you  ought  to 
demand  this  power  of  secret  inquiry  into 


325 


Criminal  Law 


{  May  1 7,  1 887 }     Amendment  {Ireland)  Bill.    32  6 


it — the  question  of  punishment  is  a  wider 
question,  and  will  come  up  hereafter. 
Now,  if  only  the  poor  men  on  an  estate 
combine,  thej  will  not  get  what  they 
want,  because  the  landlord  knows  that 
they  have  no  money.  The  landlord 
knows  to  the  last  farthing  what  is  in  the 
till  of  the  tenant ;  he  knows  when  the 
postal  order  comes,  and  when  the  green- 
back comes  from  America ;  he  has  infor- 
mation on  all  these  points;  he  knows 
the  men  who  cannot  pay  him,  and 
against  them  he  will  not  proceed,  be- 
cause their  combination,  as  far  as  he  is 
concerned,  is  perfectly  harmless.  But 
let  the  man  say,  ^*  I  have  a  few  pounds  by 
me  that  is  not  made  out  of  the  land,"  and 
what  happens  ?  It  has  been  laid  down 
to-night  that  the  moment  a  man  who 
has  a  little  money  in  his  pocket  enters 
into  combination  this  clause  is  to  be 
applied.  Let  me  state  what  is  the  chief 
objection  on  our  part  to  the  use  of  this 
secret  inquiry.  It  is  not  that  wo  think 
there  is  anything  discreditable  or  crimi- 
nal in  the  combination  of  the  tenants, 
and  it  is  not  that  there  is  anything  that 
we  need  fear,  or  be  ashamed  of  disclosing 
before  the  world  ;  but  where  tenants 
combine  to  keep  in  their  own  pockets,  or 
place  in  the  hands  of  a  trustee,  their 
money,  we  object  that  the  power  of  secret 
inquiry  shall  be  applied  for  the  purpose 
of  finding  out  where  it  is,  and  putting 
the  men  in  gaol  until  their  rent  is  paid. 
We  know  that  it  has  occurred  time  after 
time  that  a  tenant  who  has  claimed  a 
reduction  of  rent  has  been  told  by  the 
landlord  or  his  agent  that  if  he  did  not 
pay  he  would  be  put  into  gaol  within 
the  next  24  hours.  Do  we  not  know 
that  under  the  present  Tory  Oovernment 
a  Oovemment  representing  the  class  in- 
terested in  land  in  this  country  and  in 
Ireland,  and  a  Qovernment  which  thinks 
it  fit  and  right  to  give  honour  and  place, 
if  not  emolument,  to  some  of  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  worst  rack-renting  land- 
lords in  Ireland — ^have  we  not  reason  to 
believe  that  under  such  a  Government 
this  measure  will  be  used  for  the  purpose 
of  torturing  the  tenants  who  enter  into 
combination?  Have  we  not  reason 
to  believe  that  this  clause  will  be  used 
to  find  out  whether  there  is  combina- 
tion? The  practical  working  of  the 
Act  will  be  this — that  where  a  local 
landlord  finds  that  his  rent  is  not 
forthcoming  he  will  instantly  go  and 
button-hole   the  Besident   Magistrate, 


who  will  get  his  printed  form  of  au- 
thority from  Dublin  Castle  to  hold  his 
secret  inquiry,  and,  to  break  the  ring, 
summon  the  tenants  before  him,  who, 
because  they  make  it  a  point  of  honour 
not  to  divulge  what  they  know  about  a 
perfectly  legal  combination,  will  be  sent 
to  gaol  as  an  example  to  terrify  others 
who  resist  the  payment  of  rent.  As  I  do 
not  want  to  detain  the  Committee  at  an 
inconvenient  hour,  I  will  not  go  farther 
into  this  matter  than  to  say  that  any 
G-overnment  pretending  to  have  before 
it  the  idea  of  maintaining  law  and  order 
does  a  wrong  thing  when  they  begin  to 
mix  up  political  offences  with  crime.  If 
there  is  one  thing  which  you  have  failed 
to  learn  in  Ireland,  it  is  that  your  poli- 
tical opponent,  who  honestly  speaks  out 
his  mind,  is  a  person  of  very  different 
class  from  those  who  commit  crime.  If 
the  Qovernment  really  intended  to  use 
this  clause  for  the  discovery  of  crime  that 
has  been  committed ;  if  they  intended 
to  use  it  with  a  view  to  elucidate  and 
investigate  the  grave  crime  which  has 
stained  the  country,  we  should  have  no 
moral  ground  to  stand  upon  in  opposing 
them,  however  un-Constitutional  might 
have  been  their  manner  of  proceeding ; 
but  now  we  have  this  ground — that,  in 
the  first  place,  they  are  un-Constitutional, 
and  that,  in  the  second  place,  they  are 
confounding  together  the  criminal  and 
the  political  opponent.  You  are  going 
to  place,  side  oy  side,  the  man  who  has, 
perhaps,  committed  a  crime  of  a  disgrace- 
ful character — who  is  possibly  spotted 
with  blood — and  one  of  those  whom  the 
people  of  Ireland  have  learned  to  respect 
as  their  champions.  It  is  for  this  rea- 
son that  we  ask  you  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Notice  tak^n,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid)  : 
I  understand  the  object  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
oourt)  is  to  provide  that  the  interpreta- 
tion of  the  law  in  Ireland  under  this 
Act  shall  be  identical  with  the  interpre- 
tation attached  to  analogous  Statutes  in 
this  country.  Now,  Sir,  seeing  that  this 
is  an  exceptional  law,  it  appears  to  me 
to  be  reasonable  to  demand  that  no  un- 
usual   and    inconsistent  interpretation 
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should  be  placed  upon  any  portion  of  it. 
I  believe  that  part  of  it  is  most  liable  to 
abuse  at  the  hands  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates,  who  are  all  persons,  almost 
without  exception,  in  an  eminent  de- 
gree unfitted  to  express  anything  like  a 
sound  opinion  of  a  Statute.  The  prin- 
cipal danger  will  be  that  these  gentle- 
men, acting  on  their  own  responsibility 
and  power,  and,  it  may  be,  on  their  own 
initiative,  will  place  an  interpretation 
on  this  portion  of  it,  such  as  used  to  be 
placed  on  the  Trades  Unions  Act  at  first 
even  by  the  Judges  of  England — whose 
interpretation  was  so  wrong  in  itself  that 
a  subsequeut  Act  had  to  be  passed  by  this 
House  for  the  purpose  of  explaining  its 
meaning.  I  say  that  when  persons  in  the 
positions  of  Judges  in  this  country,  who 
nave  no  object  whatever  to  serve,  who 
have  no  object  even  to  consider,  save  a 
just  and  fair  administration  of  the  law — 
when  these  gentlemen  of  the  highest  legal 
eminence  and  of  the  greatest  ability 
have  involuntarily  fallen  into  error  in 
the  interpretation  of  such  an  Act,  and 
to  such  an  extent  as  to  necessitate  the 
passage  through  this  House  of  another 
Act  to  explain  the  previous  one,  it  is 
only  reasonable  to  infer  that  Stipen- 
diary Magistrates  in  Ireland,  who  know 
nothing  anout  law,  and  who  are  entirely 
unable  to  pass  anything  like  an  authori- 
tative opinion  as  to  the  meaning  of  an 
intricate  or  vague  section  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament — it  is  only  fair  that  these 
gentlemen  should  be  aided  by  the  Legis- 
lature to  this  degree,  that  the  Legisla- 
ture, as  far  as  it  possibly  can,  in  the 
drafting  of  the  Bill  now  going  through 
the  House,  should  be  so  explicit  that 
even  the  mind  of  an  Irish  Stipendiary 
Magistrate  will  not  be  able  to  place  a 
false  interpretation  on  its  meaning.  We 
heard  to-night  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  England  (Sir 
Bichard  Webster)  a  disquisition  as  to 
the  relative  meaning  of  the  terms  ''con- 
spiracy "  and  **  criminal  conspiracy." 
I  do  not  know  that  it  would  be  possible 
to  differentiate  closely  between  the  terms 
conspiracy  and  criminal  conspiracy,  be- 
cause really  the  conspiracy  which  is  prin- 
cipally known  to  the  law  of  this  country 
is  criminal  conspiracy,  because  if  the 
conspiracy  is  not  a  criminal  conspiracy 
— except  in  a  few  instances —it  does 
not  come  before  the  notice  of  the  Courts  ; 
and  this  is  a  Bill  dealing  exclusively 
with  the  Oriminal  Law.    In  conspiracy 
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under  the  Civil  Law,  there  is,  of  course,  an 
extremely  wide  interpretation  placed  on 
the  term ;  and  the  English  law,  so  far 
as  I  understand  it,  affords  no  special 
encouragement  or  facilities  to  persons 
who  pursue  criminal  conspiracy,  who 
are  only  guilty  of  what  we  may  term  an 
ordinary  conspiracy,  which  is  not,  by 
itself,  either  by  its  aims  or  objects, 
anything  in  the  nature  of  a  criminal 
conspiracy.  But,  Sir,  the  very  discus- 
sion as  to  the  relative  value  of  the  two 
terms,  "conspiracy"  and ''criminal  con- 
spiracy," is  reduced  to  a  minimum  of  im- 
portance by  the  fact  that  the  policy  of 
the  Government  avowedly  is  to  treat  all 
conspiracies  in  Ireland  in  the  same 
manner,  and  to  make  ordinary  con- 
spiracies, which,  by  the  law  of  Eng- 
land, are  not  criminal  offences,  and 
by  offences  crimes — because  that  is 
the  gradation  which  the  Government 
have  adopted,  thereby  including  all  con- 
spiracies, no  matter  what  their  cha- 
racter, as  criminal  conspiracies  with  the 
passing  of  this  Act.  I  consider  that 
course  is  a  most  mischievous  and  most 
I  deplorable  course.  It  is  a  course  which 
I  would  not  be  tolerated  for  a  single  in- 
'  stant  in  this  country.  There  is  not  a 
Judge  on  the  English  Bench  that  would 
for  a  moment  tolerate  the  idea  of  treat- 
ing in  the  same  way  ordinary  con- 
spiracy— which  may  only  amount  to 
competition  in  the  way  of  trade — and 
conspiracy  for  a  decidedly  criminal  ob- 
ject. I  was  looking  only  to-day  at  a 
case  tried  in  the  London  Courts  not 
many  years  ago,  where  it  was  decided 
that  if  the  plaintiffs  had  sustained 
damage  an  injunction  might  be  given 
restraining  the  defendants  from  the  ob- 
jectionable course ;  but  the  onus  of 
proof  would  be  thrown  on  the  plaintiffs 
before  an  English  Judge  would  issue  an 
injunction  to  restrain  the  defendants 
from  doing  the  thing  complained  of. 
We  know  that  the  principal  object  of 
this  clause  in  its  application  to  the  state 
of  affairs  that  may  exist  in  Ireland  will 
be  in  regard  to  combination  on  the  part 
of  tenants  to  induce,  or  persuade,  or 
compel — if  you  like — the  landlords  to 
make  reasonable  abatements  in  their 
rents.  Now,  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  to-day  differentiated  be- 
tween the  two  terms  "induce"  and 
"  compel."  He  did  not  make  the  dis- 
tinction clear ;  but  when  he  referred  to 
the  compulsion  of  the  landlord  to  ac- 
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cede  to  the  demands  of  the  tenant,  he 
said  that  any  attempt  to  keep  money  be- 
longing to  the  landlord  out  of  his  pocket 
would  be  a  conspiracy  within  the  mean- 
ing of  this  clause,  and  might  be  pro- 
ceeded against  accordingly.  Now^  it  is 
extremely  risky  to  leaye  to  the  magis- 
trates in  Ireland  the  interpretation  of 
the  terms  ''inducement"  and  ''com- 
pulsion,'' because  we  believe — in  fact, 
we  know — in  the  case  of  Ireland  there 
has  been  no  endeavour  made  to  compel, 
by  unlawful  means,  landlords  to  yield 
fair  terms  to  their  tenants.  This  has  never 
been  the  practice  in  connection  with 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  against  which 
this  Bill  is  directed.  It  does  not  adopt 
a  method  of  compulsion  at  all,  but  a 
method  of  reasonable  inducement  and 
persuasion,  because  it  only  keeps  the 
money  out  of  the  landlord's  pocket  so 
long  as  he  remains  recalcitrant,  and  the 
moment  he  comes  to  a  more  reason- 
able frame  of  mind — as  did  Lord  Dillon 
in  the  County  Mayo — the  money  imme- 
diately passes  into  his  possession.  Lord 
Dillon  could  not  complain  of  the  Plan 
of  Campaign,  or  of  the  manner  in  which 
his  rents  were  coUoctod.  We  have  a 
declaration  of  the  law  in  Ireland  which 
is  not  a  declaration  that  you  can  find  in 
England.  You  can  £nd  no  such  declara- 
tion of  the  law  in  England ;  but  you  can 
find  a  declaration  of  the  law  in  Ireland 
which  will  be  brought  to  their  assist- 
ance, which  will  be  printed  in  Dublin 
Castle,  and  circulated  among  them  for 
their  guidance,  and  that  is  the  Charge 
of  Judge  Fitzgerald  in  the  case  of  "  The 
Queen  v,  Pamell."  The  words  of  Judge 
Fitzgerald  cannot  be  too  often  quoted. 
He  said — '*  Gentlemen,  I  declare  to  you 
that  it  is  a  criminal  act  to  agree ;  "  and 
then  he  goes  on  to  give  his  definitions  of 
criminal  conspiracy,  the  third  of  which 
goes  to  show  that  an  act  which  may  be 
proper  for  a  single  individual  to  do  be- 
comes a  crime  when  done  by  two  or 
three ;  and  that  judgment  applying  to 
persons  who  were  at  the  time  agitating 
to  bring  about  reductions  of  rent  in 
Ireland  will,  of  necessity,  be  cited  by 
every  Irish  magistrate  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  that  the  clause  ought  to 
apply  in  the  case  of  ordinary  conspiracy, 
and  that  the  public  examination  ought 
to  take  place.  Now,  Sir,  it  has  been 
contended  that  there  is  no  analogy  be- 
tween the  cases  of  trades  unionists  and 
the  case  of  tenants  in  Ireland;    Well| 


the  case  of  tenants  in  Ireland  may  not 
afford  a  perfect  analogy.  It  is  difficult 
to  find  a  perfect  analogy  between  those 
who  earn  wages  for  themselves  and 
those  who  earn  an  income  for  others, 
and  receive  no  direct  wages  in  return  by 
that  process.  But  I  would  suggest  to 
the  Committee  that  they  may  find  some- 
thing of  an  analogy  in  the  case  of  the 
employment  of  waiters  in  this  country. 
I  understand  that  it  is,  in  some  instances, 
the  custom  for  waiters  to  pay  for  being 
allowed  to  serve  in  hotels  and  restau- 
rants. We  will  assume  that  this  is  the 
system  in  Dublin.  Let  us  suppose  that 
the  waiters  in  one  of  the  principal  hotels, 
where  they  had  to  pay  £1  a-week,  put 
their  heads  together — or  conspired — to 
reduce  this  amount  to  10«.  a-week.  A 
Resident  Magistrate,  under  this  clause, 
would  have  a  perfect  right  to  hold  a 
private  inquiry,  and  examine  these  men 
successively  as  to  the  nature  of  their 
acts,  their  conversations,  and  their  ar- 
rangement9>  and  on  their  refusing  to 
answer  he  might  commit  them  to  gaol 
from  week  to  week,  practically  for  an 
indefinite  period.  That,  I  think,  will 
form  a  perfect  analogy.  But  assume 
that  anything  of  that  kind  was  tried 
here  in  London,  or  in  any  part  of  Eng- 
land, what  would  be  the  opinion  of  the 
public  with  regard  to  it  ?  Yet  it  is  just 
as  unjust  to  apply  that  system  to  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  as  it  would  be  to  the 
waiters  in  a  London  hotel.  If  the  Go- 
vernment had  any  intention  of  observing 
the  difference  between  conspiracy  ana 
criminal  conspiracy  —  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  insisted 
on  so  strongly — they  would  not  have 
the  slightest  objection  to  accepting  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby;  and  we 
must  only  expect  this — that  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House,  instead  of  being 
aimed  at  the  suppression  of  crime  in 
Ireland,  will  be  used,  as  Sir  George 
Trevelyan  has  pointed  out  over  and  over 
again  since  the  Bill  came  before  the 
House  in  his  speeches  throughout  the 
country,  at  political  combination.  It  is 
aimed  at  the  political  opponents  of  the 
Government,  and  it  is  against  men  of 
that  class,  and  not  against  criminals, 
that  the  Bill  will  be  principally  put  into 
operation.  Well,  Sir,  that  being  the 
case,  as  I  am  fully  persuaded,  I  have 
only  to  say  this — that  any  man  sum- 
moned before  any  of  these  inquiries  in 
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Ireland,  ought,  as  an  honest  Irishman, 
to  refuse  to  attend.  If,  then^  viewing  the 
practice  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
which  amounts  to  the  grossest  terrorism, 
which  is  invented  to  •  intimidate  the 
people  under  the  guise  of  promoting  the 
preservation  of  the  law — if  men  see  that 
system  adopted  hy  the  Qovernment,  it 
is,  I  say,  their  bounden  duty  not  to  give 
countenance  or  toleration  to  the  system, 
whatever  the  consequences  may  be  to 
themselves.  They  should  refuse  to  at- 
tend and  refuse  to  recognize  the  Court. 
They  should  reject  it,  as  others  have  re- 
jected illegal  Courts  before.  They 
should  repudiate  the  Court,  and  should 
seek  to  destroy  it,  as  Englishmen, 
generations  ago,  sought  to  destroy  the 
Star  Chamber ;  and  I  tell  the  Govern- 
ment that  if  ever  it  should  come  to  my 
]ot  to  be  summoned  before  one  of  these 
Secret  Courts  to  give  evidence  against 
anything  that  has  happened  or  is  hap- 
pening I  should  distinctly  refuse  to 
attend  such  an  inquiry. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) : 
Whatever  doubts  there  may  have  been 
in  the  minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen  as  to  the 
real  objects  of  this  Bill,  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  must 
have  set  them  at  rest.  I  listened  with  all 
the  attention  I  could  to  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  this 
evening,  for  I  was  anxious  to  ascertain 
from  him,  speaking  as  he  was  on  behalf 
of  the  Government,  what  were  the 
avowed  intentions  of  the  Government  on 
this  subject ;  and,  therefore,  I  listened, 
and,  as  far  as  my  abilities  would  allow 
me,  endeavoured  to  understand  the  ex- 
planation which  ho  gave.  But,  Sir,  as 
I  listened  to  his  speech  I  gradually  be- 
came aware  of  the  object  which  was  in 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  mind 
— namely,  that  he  was  anxious  to  evade 
the  questions  at  issue.  He  was  splitting 
hairs  from  beginning  to  end.  His 
speech  reminded  me  forcibly  of  the 
pains  which  young  counsel  recently 
called  to  the  Bar  take  to  prepare  a  state- 
ment when  called  upon  to  give  an  opinion. 
They  strive  to  offer  an  opinion  which, 
whatever  shall  be  the  result  of  the  case, 
will  show  that  they  were  equally  pro- 
tected in  giving  that  opinion.  In  reply 
to  the  straightforward  question  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone^  and 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
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he  made  statements  which  were  vague 
to  the  last  degree.  Even  he  himself 
will  admit  with  me  that  I  am  correct  in 
supposing  that  if  a  verbatim  report  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  speech 
is  made  to-night  it  will  not  find  its  way 
into  Mamard  without  very  considerable 
correction.  The  questions  which  were  put 
to  him  were  plain  and  simple.  There  are 
combinations  existing  in  Ireland  at  the 
present  moment — combinations  of  dif- 
ferent characters  and  for  very  different 
objects,  but  all  in  the  same  direction  in 
one  sense.  Now,  we  have  a  combination 
of  landlords  in  Ireland — a  combination 
for  self-defence.  We  have  this  combi- 
nation, the  aim  and  object  of  which,  from 
beginning  to  end,  is  to  bring  whatever 
influence  they  can  exercise  on  the  coun- 
try, with  the  assistance  of  the  Govern- 
ment or  without  it,  to  enforce  the  pay- 
ment of  rents  which  the  tenants,  looking 
to  their  own  interests,  regard  as  exces- 
sive. Now,  the  combination  exists  at 
the  present  time ;  but  during  the  whole 
course  of  this  debate — I  do  not  mean 
this  evening  only,  but  the  whole  course 
of  the  discussion  on  this  Bill — while  they 
have  over  and  over  again  denounced  the 
combinations  of  tenants,  they  have  never 
in  any  single  instance  attempted  to  cast 
any  suspicion  upon  the  combinations  of 
landlords  in  Ireland.  Now,  the  object 
of  the  combination  of  landlords  in  Ire- 
land is,  as  I  have  said,  identical  with 
that  of  the  combination  of  tenants. 
There  is,  unfortunately,  a  depreciation 
in  the  value  of  land  in  Ireland.  The 
landlords,  on  the  one  hand,  have  in- 
herited not  only  their  estates,  but  all  the 
circumstances  that  surround  the  holding 
of  property  in  Ireland  at  the  present 
time.  In  the  same  way,  the  tenants 
have  inherited  the  tenancies,  and  the 
aim  and  object  of  all  these  associations 
and  combinations  is  to  see  how  much 
money  can  bo  got  on  the  one  hand,  or 
saved  on  the  other.  So  far  as  I  can  see, 
looking  at  the  matter  fairly  and  calmly, 
there  is  no  difference  between  the  com- 
binations on  the  part  of  the  landlords 
and  the  combinations  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants,  which  exist  at  the  present  time. 
Both  are  trying  to  get  that  unfortunate 
difference — the  rent — a  difference  which 
is  equally  necessary  both  to  the  one  and 
to  the  other.  In  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  to- 
night there  is  one  remark  which  struck 
me  very  forcibly.  He  spoke  vehemently, 
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and  made  all  the  appearance  of  giving 
the  fallest  possible  information  upon  the 
subject.  So  far  as  I  understood  him,  he 
^ave  no  interpretation  at  all  of  the  ob- 
jects of  this  Bill  or  the  real  intentions 
of  the  Qovemment.  Towards  the  close 
of  his  remarks  he  stated  that  the  Govern- 
ment never  did  intend  to  coerce  or  inter- 
fere with — that  is,  so  far  as  I  understood 
him — the  combinations  of  tenants  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  about  reductions 
of  rent  in  cases  where  tenants  are  un- 
able to  pay  it.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  vehemently  said — 
[^Criei  of  **  No,  no ! "]  Am  I  wrong  in 
the  interpretation  I  put  on  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General's  speech  ? 
[Sir  BicHARD  Webster  :  Yes,  certainly.] 
Of  course,  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman says  that,  I  am  bound  to  accept 
his  statement,  and  I  do  accept  it.  But 
I  did  not  understand  him  in  the  least 
degree  to  say  that  when  he  spoke.  But 
when  you  put  in  your  proviso  as  to 
giving  up  the  holding  you  alter  the 
whole  question.  You  make  a  difference 
that  is  impossible,  because  the  giving 
up  of  the  holding  means  the  giving  up, 
on  the  part  of  the  tenant,  of  an  absolute 
interest.  Therefore,  this  was  one  of  the 
provisos  attached  to  the  explanation  of 
^the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
with  which  I  am  endeavouring  to  find 
fault.  If  you  say  to  tenants  having  a 
large  interest,  by  Act  of  Parliament,  in 
the  land,  when  they  have  combined  not 
to  pay  the  full  rent  demanded  by  the 
landlord,  but  who  are  willing,  on  the 
other  hand,  to  give  up  the  land  to  the 
landlord,  that  it  is  not  conspiracy — 
why,  it  is  not  worth  the  while  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral to  get  up  and  make  such  a 
statement  in  this  House.  If  that  is 
tbe  explanation  he  wishes  to  give  to  the 
Committee,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  ex- 
planation is  futile  in  the  last  degree. 
But  I  will  take  it  in  the  sense  in 
which  I  understood  it,  for  the  purpose 
of  argument.  I  maintain  there  is  no  law 
against  the  combination  of  tenants  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  reduction 
of  rent  from  the  landlord— that  I  main- 
tain, notwithstanding  anything  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  may  have 
said  on  the  subject — though,  no  doubt, 
it  may  be  presumptuous  in  me  to  do  so. 
The  landlord  has  always  his  claim  at  law 
against  his  tenants.  But  the  tenants, 
we  say,  are  raok-rented  and  unjustly 


rented,  and  to  say  that  they  have  no  right 
to  combine  in  order  to  secure  a  fair  re- 
duction of  rent,  and  to  say  that  such  a 
combination  is  a  conspiracy — to  adopt 
the  new  language  of  the  Government  on 
this  matter — is  a  doctrine  that  I,  for  one, 
cannot  for  a  moment  accept ;  for  if  you 
start  by  saying  that  such  an  act  on  the 
part  of  a  number  of  tenants  would  in- 
volve them  in  the  penalties  of  your 
criminal  conspiracies,  you  are  bound,  on 
the  other  hand,  to  apply  the  same  law  to 
the  landlords.  The  landlord  has  his 
interest,  and  the  tenant  has  also  his  share 
of  interest  in  the  law ;  and,  therefore,  if 
it  is  wrong  on  the  part  of  the  tenant  to 
combine  for  the  purpose  of  securing  a 
reduction  of  rent,  is  it  not  equally  wrong, 
on  the  part  of  the  landlord,  to  continue  to 
force  from  the  tenants  the  payment  of 
rent  which  the  land  has  never  yielded  ? 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  went  on  to  say  that  there  was  a 
great  difference  between  a  number  of 
tenants  capable  of  paying  their  rents, 
combining  to  refuse  to  pay  them,  and  a 
combination  on  the  part  of  tenants  who 
had  no  money  to  pay.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  does  not  deny  the 
correctness  of  the  report  I  give  of  his 
two  points.  But  what  earthly  difference 
can  it  make  in  the  case  of  a  number  of 
tenants  declining  to  pay  their  rent  if 
some  of  these  have  money  and  some  have 
not  ?  If  you  said  that  the  money  had 
been  earned  out  of  the  land  I  could 
understand  your  contention  ;  but  it  often 
happens  in  Ireland  that  the  money  with 
which  the  tenant  has  to  pay  a  rack-rent 
is  not  money  which  has  been  gained 
from  tho  land,  but  is  money  which  has 
been  obtained  from  other  sources,  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  if  you  draw  a  dis- 
tiuction  between  the  two  classes,  it  is 
not  a  fair  distinction  in  any  sense,  be- 
cause in  most  cases  the  money  which 
tenants  may  have  in  their  pockets  is 
money  that  never  came  out  of  the  land, 
but  which  came  from  America.  Since 
1848  the  sum  of  £50,000,000  has  been 
sent  by  Irish  people  in  America  to  their 
unfortunate  relatives  in  Ireland,  and 
the  greater  portion  of  that  £50,000,000 
has  gone  into  the  pockets  of  the 
landlords  in  rack-rents;  so  that  the 
doctrine  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman lays  down  in  making  a  difference 
between  combinations  of  tenants  who 
may  have  money  in  their  pockets  where- 
with to  pay  their  rents  and  combinationB 
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of  those  who  have  no  money  amounts  to 
this — that  if  the  law  is  unable  to  produce 
such  a  result  as  will  enable  the  tenant  to 
pay  the  landlord's  claim  in  full,  what- 
ever his  case  might  be  in  the  eye  of  the 
law  if  he  had  no  money,  it  is  altered  by 
the  fact  that  money  has  been  sent  him 
by  his  relatives  in  America.  So  far  as 
the  explanation  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  went  to-night,  it  really 
amounted  to  nothing  ;  and  if,  as  I  have 
said,  his  speech  were  taken  down  ver- 
batim, and  were  printed,  there  are  no 
two  Judges  or  magistrates  who  would 
agree  upon  any  single  decision,  if  based 
upon  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  This  is  a  Bill  which  has 
not  been  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
suppressing  crime.  It  has  been  practi- 
cally admitted  by  the  Government  that 
there  is  no  crime  in  Ireland.  This  Bill 
is  introduced  for  the  purpose  of  uphold- 
ing one  section  of  the  people  against 
another.  It  is  a  Bill  introduced — as  is 
shown  by  the  refusal  of  this  Amendment 
— for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the 
rack-rents  of  the  landlords  in  Ireland, 
and  for  the  purpose  of  giving  landlords 
the  power  of  enforcing  the  law  in  order 
to  drag  out  of  these  unfortunate  people 
not  only  the  money  that  the  land  may 
have  earned,  but  the  money  they  may 
have  obtained  from  other  sources.  The 
discussion  to-night  also  shows  what  is 
nothing  new  to  me — for  it  was  my 
opinion  from  the  very  first — that  the 
second  object  of  this  Bill,  now  scarcely 
denied,  but  almost  openly  avowed,  is  to 
put  down  political  opponents  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland.  As  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  eaid,  it  scarcely 
seems  worth  while  to  argue  at  alJ.  We 
shall  all  say  that — not  merely  those  who 
represent  Irish  constituencies  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  but  you  who  repre- 
sent English  constituencies — when  you 
pass  this  Bill,  however  you  may  torture 
the  law  to  give  it  an  outward  appear- 
ance, your  difficulties  will  not  be  at  an 
end.  Your  real  difficulties  will  begin  the 
moment  this  Bill  becomes  law.  You 
will  go  to  Ireland  and  endeavour  to  put 
into  operation  the  iniquitous  clauses  of 
this  measure ;  but  I  feel  perfectly  con- 
vinced that  you  will  fail. 

Me.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  If  any 
doubt  remained  in  the  mind  of  any  hon. 
Gentleman  in  our  portion  of  the  House 
as  to  the  real  intentions  of  this  Act,  it 
would    be    removed  by  the  reception 
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which  the  Government  have  given  to 
the  Amendment  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee. Why,  the  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  over  and  over 
again  sought  to  assure  the  Committee 
that  there  is  no  intention  under  this 
Act,  or  under  any  portion  of  it,  to 
attack  political  parties,  or  crush  political 
assemblies  which  meet  for  lawful  pur- 
poses. Now,  Sir,  that  being  so,  I  can- 
not see,  reading  this  Amendment,  what 
possible  objection  the  Government  can 
have  to  its  acceptance.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  to  my  mind, 
devoted  the  larger  portion  of  his  speech 
to  the  manner  in  which  this  Amendment 
was  drafted ;  but  he  did  not  once  at- 
tempt to  grapple  with  the  very  great 
principle  that  is  involved  in  it.  He 
passed  some  very  pleasant  criticism  on 
the  manner  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  drafted  this  Amend- 
ment. He  referred  to  '^  the  looseness '' 
of  it,  and  to  the  fact  that,  if  adopted 
and  embodied  in  the  clause,  it  would 
utterly  nullify  various  other  portions 
of  the  section  which  have  already  been 
passed  through  Committee.  But  even 
if  this  were  so — if  we  could  allow  for 
a  moment  that  this  is  the  case — it  would 
still  be  quite  within  the  province  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  accept  the 
spirit  of  the  Amendment— to  accept 
its  scope,  and  and  move  the  Com- 
mittee to  alter  certain  words  in  it.  But  it 
is  quite  evident,  from  the  attitude  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  others  who 
have  spoken  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  to  strike  at  political  opponents 
and  crush  political  associations,  so  as  to 
render  impossible  the  lawful  combination 
of  tenants,  or  other  bodies  of  people  in 
Ireland  seeking  to  do  that  which  is  at 
present  lawful  and  just.  I  do  not  see 
how  the  powerful  arguments  brought 
forward  by  tho  hon.  Gentleman  tbe 
junior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  can  be  met  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House. 
He  has  proved  to  demonstration  to- 
night that  in  the  eyes  of  the  law 
there  has  never  been  a  distinction  be- 
tween combinations  of  two  or  more  per- 
sons for  unlawful  purposes  and  com- 
binations for  a  lawful  purpose;  and, 
therefore,  the  Conspiracy  Clauses  of  this 
Bill  contain  provisions  of  the  greatest 
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possible  danger  to  the  people  of  Ireland. 
As  far  as  I  understand  the  language  of 
the  hoo.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  England  and  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  they  both  main- 
tained this  OTening  that  there  is  no  de- 
sire whatever  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  suppress  any  combination  of  the 
tenantry  of  Ireland  seeking  for  a  reduction 
of  rack-rents.  But,  Sir,  when  this  law 
comes  to  be  interpreted,  the  Besident 
Magistrates  who  will  get  the  parties 
brought  before  them  are  the  Eesident 
Magistrates  who  will  hold  the  private 
inquiries.  They  will  not  turn  up  the 
pages  of  Mansard  to  see  what  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  have  said — if,  indeed,  they 
should  take  any  cognizance  whatever 
of  anything  which  has  been  uttered  in 
this  Committee.  What  they  will  look  to 
are  the  words  of  the  Statute  which  they 
will  have  before  them.  I  would  ask  the 
attention  of  hon.  Members  to  this  fact 
— that  all  the  knowledge  and  experience 
we  have  of  magistrates  and  officials  in 
Ireland  emboldens  us  to  say  that  they 
will  give  the  widest  possible  interpreta- 
tion to  this  Act  in  their  own  interest ; 
that  they  will  make  the  net  as  wide  as 
possible  so  as  to  bring  in  every  possible 
case  or  offence  ;  and  that  they  will  make 
its  meshes  so  small  that  not  the  most 
innocent  man  will  be  able  to  escape. 
We  know  the  spirit  which  actuates  the 
men  who  will  have  the  administration  of 
this  Act,  and  I  join  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Tyrone  (Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny)  in 
saying  that  if  this  1st  clause  passes  un- 
amended, if  the  Government  do  not 
accept  such  an  Amendment  as  this 
brought  forward  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby,  the  duty 
will  be  cast  on  every  Irishman  of  spirit, 
upon  every  man  of  honour  in  the 
country,  to  treat  this  clause  of  the  Bill 
with  utter  contempt — in  his  own  person 
if  it  should  become  necessary,  and  in  the 
persons  of  those  over  whom  his  advice 
has  any  influence.  The  Irish  people  must 
treat  with  contempt,  and  refuse  to  appear 
before,  a  Court  of  Inquiry  instituted  in 
such  a  manner,  and  empowered  to  deal 
in  such  an  infamous  way  with  the  lives 
and  liberties  of  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  n.  J.  GILL  (Limerick)  :  We,  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  have  made  various 
appeals  to  the  Government  to  agree  to 
this  Amendment.  If  they  will  not  agree 
to  the  whole  of  the  Amendment;  let 


them,  at  least,  indicate  their  willingness 
to  agree  to  a  portion  of  it.  Let  us,  at 
any  rate,  distinctly  know  what  the  clause 
deals  with.  The  only  concession  which 
has  been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
and  which  has  also  been  announced  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  was  that  im- 
prisonment under  this  clause  might  be 
subject  to  appeal.  Well,  we  all  know  of 
the  *'  law's  delays,''  and  if  an  innocent 
man,  on  account  of  not  answering  cer- 
tain really  illegal  questions,  is  sentenced 
to  a  month's  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour  and  a  plank  bed,  what  consola- 
tion will  it  be  to  him  if  at  the  end  of 
the  month,  after  he  has  gone  through 
his  punishment,  it  is  decided  that  he  is 
really  not  guilty  of  what  he  has  been 
imprisoned  for?  I  think  we  ought  to 
ask  the  Government  to  adopt  some 
alteration  whereby  it  will  be  immedi- 
ately heard,  so  that  a  prisoner  will  not 
be  obliged  to  put  in  his  imprisonment 
before  his  case  can  be  decided.  We  all 
know,  as  I  have  said,  of  the  law's  delay, 
and  with  the  law  of  Ireland  adminis- 
tered, as  at  present,  altogether  in  favour 
of  the  landlords  and  against  the  tenants, 
we  can  very  well  form  an  idea  as  to  what 
will  happen.  It  has  been  said  that  there 
is  no  analogy  at  all  between  Trades 
Unions  in  this  country  and  combinations 
of  tenant  farmers  in  Ireland.  An  hon. 
Member  said  that  when  labourers  or 
workmen  in  England  struck  they  only 
withheld  their  own,  whereas  when  the 
tenant  farmers  of  Ireland  struck  they 
retained  the  land  belonging  to  the  land- 
lord ;  but  this  I  believe  to  be  a  vague 
and  fallacious  point  of  view.  In  a 
great  number  of  handicrafts  in  England, 
we  all  know  that  the  men  supply  and  own 
their  own  tools,  and  when  they  strike  in 
a  factory  or  workshop  they  take  their 
tools  with  them.  Well,  what  are  the 
tools  of  the  tenant  farmers  of  Ireland  ? 
They  are  the  bams  in  which  they  keep 
their  grain,  the  stables  and  stalls  in 
which  they  keep  their  cattle,  and  the 
places  in  which  they  keep  their  hay  and 
straw.  These  are  their  tools,  and  they 
are  their  own  just  as  much  as  the  tools 
of  the  artizans  in  this  country  are  their 
own  individual  property.  The  artisans 
of  this  country  can  take  away  their  tools 
when  they  strike ;  but,  unfortunately  for 
the  poor  tenants  in  Ireland,  their  tools 
are  fixtures,  and  they  cannot  take  them 
away,  although,  as  I  have  said,  they  are 
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as  much  theirs  as  the  tools  of  the  artizan 
ore  his  property,  and  they  have  just  as 
much  right  to  retain  them — I  do  not  say 
legally,  according  to  the  English  law, 
but  morally — they  have  just  as  much 
right  to  retain  their  tools  as  have  the 
artizans  to  keep  possession  of  theirs. 
I  would  give  an  instance  in  point  from 
the  Woodford  evictions.  The  first  three 
or  four  tenants  against  whom  writs  of 
eviction  were  issued  owed  the  landlord 
something  like  £150 ;  but  it  turned  out 
that  they  had  property  in  the  shape  of 
farm  buildings  and  other  fixtures,  which 
had  been  erected  by  themselves  or  their 
predecessors,  and  these  were  calculated 
to  be  of  the  value  of  about  £600.  Still, 
the  landlord  could  evict  them  to  get  the 
£150  which  he  claimed  as  due  to  him, 
and  on  this  plea  he  could  actually  rob 
these  poor  people  of  £600  worth  of 
property  that  belonged  to  them.  I 
think  here  is  an  exact  parallel  between 
the  two  cases — the  case  of  the  tradesmen 
in  England,  and  the  case  of  the  tenant 
farmers  in  Ireland.  In  both  cases  the 
men  only  tried  to  raise  th  eir  wages.  The 
workmen  tried  to  raise  their  wages 
directly  by  getting  higher  pay ;  on  the 
other  hand,  the  farmer,  ekeing  out  a 
miserable  livelihood,  and  making  30  or 
40  or  50  per  cent  out  of  his  farm,  tried 
to  raise  his  wages  indirectly  by  getting 
his  rent  reduced,  and  obtaining  more  to 
live  on  than  he  had  hitherto  possessed. 
We  want  this  clause  to  be  explicit — a  re- 
sult to  be  attained  by  the  acceptance  of 
this  Amendment — so  thatitwillbeknown 
exactly  what  is  to  be  dealt  with.  We 
know  the  great  latitude  thatis  taken  even 
by  Judges  in  deciding  upon  legal  points, 
and  if  even  Judges  experience  this  great 
difficulty,  what  must  be  the  danger  of  a 
strained  or  wrong  interpretation  in  the 
case  of  magistrates  who,  in  a  great  number 
of  cases,  have  no  legal  knowledge  or  train- 
ing whatever?  A  case  in  point,  illus- 
trating very  forcibly  what  I  am  saying, 
occurred  with  regard  to  the  Land  Act  of 
ISbl,  when  the  late  Lord  Obancellor 
Law,  who  actually  saw  that  Bill  through 
this  House,  and  who  was  perfectly 
intimate  with  all  the  intentions  of  the 
Qovemment  in  passing  it,  sat  on  the 
Bench  with  two  other  Judges  when 
a  case  under  it  came  on  for  trial.  It 
was  the  celebrated  case  coming  under 
what  was  known  as  *'  the  Healy  Clause." 
The  contention  was  that  the  tenants 
were  not  entitled  to  have  their  rents 
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raised  on  account  of  their  own  improve- 
ments or  the  improvements  of  their 
predecessors.  I  say  that,  although 
Lord  Chancellor  Law  was  on  the 
Bench,  the  other  two  Judges  actually 
decided  against  what  they  knew  to  be 
the  exact  object  of  the  Bill ;  and  by 
doing  that  they  inflicted  great  hard- 
ship on  a  great  number  of  tenants  in 
Ireland.  There,  I  say,  is  a  case  in 
point— one  of  them,  a  Lord  Chancellor, 
could  not  agree  upon  the  point  of  law. 
How,  then,  can  it  be  expected  that  on 
all  these  points  with  regard  to  conspi- 
racies and  public  meetings  which  are 
touched  upon  by  this  clause  the  Besi- 
dent  Magistrates  can  come  to  a  reliable 
opinion,  unless  everything  is  laid  down 
in  a  clear,  and  distinct,  and  emphatic 
manner  ?  Consequently,  I  think  we  are 
within  our  right  in  endeavouring  to  in- 
duce Her  Majesty's  Government  to  ex- 
press their  object  definitely,  and  to  lay 
down  the  law  as  they  wish  it  carried 
out,  so  that  the  Act  may  not  become  an 
instrument  of  tyranny  against  the  Irish 
people.  At  least  let  them  take  precau- 
tions to  see  that  this  tyrannous  measure 
shall  not  press  too  heavily  upon  the 
people.  I  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  for  trying 
to  insist  on  the  Government's  accept- 
ance of  this  Amendment,  so  that  the 
section  may  not  press  with  undue  seve- 
rity on  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary,  8.)  : 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  this  even- 
ing about  Boycotting  and  conspiracy. 
Well,  I  think  we  have  had  some  con- 
spiracy here  this  evening — I  will  not 
call  it  a  criminal  conspiracy.  At  any 
rate,  there  would  seem  to  be  an  agree- 
ment on  the  other  side  of  the  House  to 
Boycott  this  side.  The  Benches  oppo- 
site were  empty  for  the  most  part  of 
this  discussion — I  suppose  it  is  that  the 
discussion  is  not  sufficiently  exciting  for 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  According  to 
the  law  laid  down  this  evening,  conspi- 
racy is  an  agreement  to  do  something, 
but  when  there  is  no  criminality  at- 
tached to  it  it  becomes  a  combination ; 
herefore,  I  would  say  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  are  a  combination,  and 
not  a  conspiracy.  But  you  see  what  a 
wide  field  the  interpretation  of  this  Act 
has  opened  up — the  interpretation  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General.  It  has  opened  up  a 
wide  field  of   speculation  as  to  what 
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oonspiraoy  is  and  what  combination 
means.  Now,  this  Amendment  seems 
to  me  to  be  a  very  admirable  one,  be- 
cause I  find  in  the  1st  clause  of  the  Act 
and  the  5th  sub-section  these  words — 

"  The  offences  to  which  this  section  applies 
are  any  felony  or  misdemeanour,  or  any  offence 
punishable  under  this  Act." 

Now  what  does  **  any  offence  punish- 
able under  this  Act ''  mean  ?  What 
are  these  offences  ?  They  are  stated  in 
the  next  clause.  In  the  1st  sub-section 
we  see  that  it  is  to  be  applied  to  ''an 
offence  which  is  calculated  to  interfere 
with  the  administration  of  the  law." 
This  is  a  very  flexible  sentence,  and 
may  be  applied  to  anything.  Why, 
Sir,  in  our  experience  we  have  found 
very  wide  interpretations  put  upon  what 
is  called  '*  inteiierence  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law.''  Let  us  suppose 
a  number  of  tenants  are  asking  for  a 
reduction  in  their  rents.  Let  us  suppose 
that  they  are  not  able  to  pay  the  rents, 
and  are  being  evicted.  Why,  Sir,  if  any 
charitably- disposed  person,  or  any  cha- 
ritable association,  attempts  to  erect  a 
but,  in  order  to  shelter  the  evicted 
tenants,  he  or  they  may  at  once  be  de- 
scribed by  the  Eesident  Magistrate  as 
"interfering  with  the  administration  of 
the  law."  It  will,  perhaps,  be  said  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  that 
this  is  a  purely  imaginary  instance  on 
my  part.  No,  Sir ;  it  is  not  imaginary. 
Sir,  that  interpretation  has  already  been 
placed  upon  the  ordinary  law  of  the 
land.  I  can  remember  very  well — in 
the  year  1881  I  think  it  was — when  the 
tenants  of  Lord  Oloncurry  were  being 
evicted,  that  an  association — I  believe 
it  was  the  Ladies'  Land  League — sent 
down  a  number  of  huts  to  shelter  the 
people;  but  one  of  the  magistrates — 
whose  name  is  pretty  familiar  to  the 
House,  Mr.  Clifford  Lloyd — decided,  in 
his  great  wisdom,  that  the  erection  of 
these  huts,  in  order  to  shelter  these 
people,  would  be  interfering  with  the 
administration  of  the  law,  and  would  be, 
in  itself,  an  act  of  intimidation.  The 
huts  were  sent  down,  and  they  remained 
on  the  side  of  the  road,  whilst  the  people 
were  shivering  with  cold;  and  it  was 
not  until  a  brave  lady  seized  the  reins  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant's  horse  in  Dublin 
that  the  whole  state  of  things  was  al- 
tered, and  the  huts  allowed  to  be  erected, 
and  that  Mr.  Olifford  Lloyd  was  censured 
for  his  over-offioiousness.    Well,  we  go 


on  to  see  what  are  the  other  offences  to 
which  this  section  is  to  apply,  and  which 
may  be  considered  an  '*  interference  with 
the  administration  of  the  law."  We 
see  in  Sub-section  (a)  of  Section  2  of  the 
2nd  clause  that  it  is  laid  down  as  an 
illegal  act — 

"  To  cause  any  person  or  persons  either  to 
do  any  act  which  such  person  or  persons  has  or 
have  a  legal  right  to  abstain  from  doing,  or  to 
abstain  from  doing  any  act  which  such  person 
or  persons  has  or  have  a  legal  right  to  do." 

Now,  how  is  this  likely  to  apply  in 
practice?  We  will  suppose  another 
case.  I  will  put  a  case  in  point  that 
came  under  my  own  notice,  and  within 
my  own  experience,  lately — the  case  of 
the  tenants  on  the  Kingston  estate  in 
the  County  Cork,  who  combined  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  a  reduction  in  their 
rents.  In  this  case  the  Land  Court  de- 
clared, in  1881,  the  rents  of  these  people 
to  be  30  per  cent  over  what  was  a  just 
rent,  and  since  that  time  a  Koyal  Com- 
mission has  declared  that  the  value  of 
land  in  Ireland  has  decreased  by  about 
20  per  cent,  and  consequently  these 
people  are  rack-rented  to  the  extent  of 
50  per  cent.  They  combined  to  ask  for 
a  reduction  of  20  per  cent,  but  before 
that  combination  took  place  they  were 
visited  by  certain  Members  of  this  House. 
These  Members  visited  the  tenants  in 
order  to  inquire  into  the  justice  of  their 
demands  before  the  Plan  of  Campaign 
would  be  put  into  operation,  and  they 
had  to  encounter  the  hostile  activity  of 
the  police  of  the  district.  They  wore 
hunted  from  pillar  to  post ;  they  had  to 
travel  over  mountain  and  moor  land 
pursued  by  constabulary.  Well,  if  this 
Act  had  been  in  operation,  and  if  this 
clause  in  its  present  form  had  applied, 
no  doubt  the  powers  they  contain  would 
have  been  exercised  in  order  to  deal 
with  the  action  of  the  Members  of  this 
House  to  whom  I  have  referred,  and  to 
deal  also  with  the  tenants  on  the  estate 
seeking  for  a  reduction  of  their  rent. 
The  investigation  would  take  place  under 
the  1st  clause  of  the  Bill,  and  I  have 
no  doubt  these  Members  of  Parliament 
would  be  now  suffering  the  pains  and 
penalties  which  they  would  have  in- 
curred as  having  offended  against  this 
Act.  But,  Sir,  we  have  contended 
all  along  that  it  is  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  up  the  standard  of  rent  that 
this  Act  has  been  conceived,  and  is  about 
to  be  put  into  operation.    But  have  not 
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the  landlords  already  sufficient  guaran- 
tees for  the  collection  of  the  rents? 
Have  they  not  the  power  of  eviction? 
Cannot  they  exercise  all  the  legal  power 
that  they  already  possess  for  subjecting 
the  tenantry  of  Ireland  to  all  the  pains 
and  penalties  which  are  to  be  incurred 
by  combining  together  in  order  to  get 
their  rents  reduced  ?  Now,  there  is 
another  offence  which  must  be  con- 
sidered as  interfering  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  law  to  which  I  would 
refer.  Sub-section  3  brings  under  the 
operation  of  the  Act  any  person  **  who 
shall  take  part  in  any  riot  or  unlawful 
assembly."  What  is  an  unlawful  as- 
sembly in  Ireland  ?  Who  is  to  decide 
what  it  is  ?  Why,  Sir,  according  to  the 
practice  of  the  last  few  weeks,  two 
Kesident  Magistrates  can  decide  what  is 
an  unlawful  assembly.  We  have  seen, 
for  the  first  time  in  our  experience — for 
the  first  time  in  the  history  of  the  great 
movement  in  which  we  are  engaged — 
we  have  seen  that  it  is  practically  in  the 
hands  of  two  Besidont  Magistrates  in 
Ireland  to  declare  what  an  unlawful 
meeting  is.  Well,  I  can  quite  conceive 
these  Besident  Magistrates  prohibiting 
every  meeting  that  could  be  held  for 
any  conceivable  purpose  in  Ireland. 
It  is  only  a  short  time  ago — in  the 
course  of  last  winter,  I  think  —  that 
we  held  meetings  in  Cork  that  were 
rudely  invaded  by  the  police,  and  scat- 
tered with  bayonets  and  batons  without 
any  proclamation  at  all,  without  any 
declaration  on  the  part  of  a  single  Be- 
sident Magistrate  even,  but  simply  upon 
the  word  of  command  of  some  petty  officer 
of  police.  I  have  no  doubt,  from  the  man- 
ner in  which  these  men  have  been  treated 
since — the  way  they  have  been  singled 
out  for  promotion  by  their  superiors — 
that  though  this  action  was  condemned 
hy  the  tribunals  of  the  country,  I  have 
no  doubt,  I  say,  that  these  Besident 
Magistrates  would  have  exonerated  them 
from  all  blame,  or  that  their  superior 
officers,  who  have  promoted  them,  would 
have  no  hesitation,  under  similar  circum- 
stances, in  proclaiming  the  meeting  in 
the  first  instance  which  led  to  their 
attack  upon  the  people,  although  those 
meetings  would  be  perfectly  legal  in 
their  object.  I  have  no  doubt  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  meeting 
would  be  dispersed,  and  that  those  who 
took  part  in  them  would  be  subjected  to 
all  the  indignities  and  the  punishments 
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legalized  in  the  1st  clause  of  this  Act. 
Now,  we  have  also  had  it  stated  that 
this  Act  can  be  applied  to  the  system 
known  as  Boycotting  in  Ireland.  But 
Boycotting  is  the  outcome  of  the  land 
movement  in  Ireland,  and  so  long  as  the 
land  movement  lasts  you  will  have  Boy- 
cotting. I  hold  with  the  statement  made 
by  Lord  Salisbury  in  his  Newport  speech. 
I  hold  that  as  the  Crimes  Act  failed  to 
suppress  Boycotting  so  also  will  this 
Act.  Boycotting  will  continue  in  some 
shape  or  other,  and  this  measure  will 
prove  quite  as  futile  for  the  purpose  of 
suppressing  it.  Now,  the  combination 
by  landlords  has  been  dwelt  on  by  many 
speakers  in  the  course  of  the  evening. 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  said  that  this  Act  would 
apply  to  combinations  of  all  kinds.  But 
who  is  to  determine  what  is  an  illegal 
combination  of  landlords?  Who  will 
say  that  a  combination  of  landlords  is 
illegal?  Is  it  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  who  will  have  to  settle  the 
matter  ?  Is  it  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  ?  Is  it  the  landlords'  friends  at 
Dublin  Castle  ?  Who  will  tell  me  that 
any  of  these  authorities  will  say  that 
the  Cork  Defence  Union  is  an  illegal 
association  ?  And  yet  it  interferes  with 
the  administration  of  the  law.  I  stand 
under  the  correction  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cambridge  (Mr.  Penrose  Fitzgerald) 
when  I  say  that  the  quarrel  which  exists 
at  the  present  time  between  the  tenants 
on  the  Ponsonby  estate  and  their  land- 
lord would  have  been  settled  long  ago 
if  it  had  not  been  for  the  interference  of 
that  nefarious  institution,  the  Cork  De- 
fence Union,  the  president  of  which 
association  sat  in  this  House  and  listened 
to  the  speeches  of  his  distinguished 
Leaders  to-night,  and  a  distinguished 
Member  of  which  sits  behind  the  Front 
Bench  opposite.  No,  Sir ;  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  say  that  the  landlords' 
combinations  are  illegal,  and  I  take  it 
that  while  this  Act  will  be  put  into 
operation  against  combinations  of  ten- 
ants, combinations  of  landlords  will  be 
allowed  to  take  place  under  the  Act.  I 
have  no  doubt  that,  no  matter  how  de- 
fective and  ridiculous  may  be  the  means 
resorted  to  in  order  to  suppress  tenants' 
combinations,  the  landlords'  combina- 
tions will  be  allowed  to  go  scot-free.  I 
believe  the  operation  of  this  Act,  unless 
it  be  prevented  by  the  acceptance  of  an 
Amendment  such   as   that   before  the 
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Committee,  will  have  a  most  detrimental 
effect  on  the  condition  of  the  country. 
It  will  simply,  as  Lord  Oowper  said 
before,  drive  discontent  beneath  the 
surface.  You  are  by  this  Act  about  to 
BOW  the  storm,  and  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  predicting  that  the  Government,  if 
they  live  long  enough,  will  reap  the 
whirlwind.  I  believe,  however,  that  the 
Committee  will  see  the  wisdom  of  at- 
taching considerable  importance  to  the 
Amendment  that  is  now  oefore  us. 

Mr.  T.  0.  HilRRINQTOISr  (Dublin, 
Harbour) :    I  rise  for   the    purpose  of 
addressing  some  few  observations  to  the 
Committee.     I  shall  not  intrude  for  any 
length  of  time  on  the  attention  of  Mem- 
bers, and  I  tbink  it  is  not  the  intention 
of  my  hon.  Friends  to  prolong  the  de- 
bate.    We  have  some  reason  to  complain 
that  the  interpretation  of  Amendments 
of  this  kind  are  given  by  English  Law 
Officers  in  this  House  in  such  a  manner 
that  they  cannot  be  availed  of  by  us  after- 
wards in  Ireland.     It  is  a  very  signifi- 
cant fact  that  while  an  Act  of  this  kind  is 
passing  through  Parliament  we  have  an 
interpretation  of  the  law  from  English 
officials  which  gives,   and  very  fairly, 
the    interpretation  of  the  law  as  it  is 
rendered  by  English  Judges;  but  we 
have  no  expression  of  opinion  from  the 
Irish  Law  Officers,  who  will  have  to  take 
part  in  the  administration  of  this  Act  in 
Ireland,  and  whose  words  we  should  be 
able  to  quote  in  the  future  if  we  saw 
that  an  undue  or  illegal  use  was  being 
made  of  the  powers  contained  in  this 
clause.    Probably  it  is  not  very  wise  to 
try  to  flog  a  dead  horse,  and  it  is  hardly 
worth  while  endeavouring  to    draw  a 
nice  distinction   as    to  some    of    these 
Amendments.    What  I  believe  of  the 
Crimes  Act  is  this — that  it  will  be  in  Ire- 
land whatever  the  Government  like  to 
make  it;  and  no  matter  what  Amendments 
we  may  succeed  in  getting  adopted,  the 
Gt>vernment  will  still  be  able  to  pervert 
the  measure  to  any  use  they  may  desire. 
If  the  Government  put  this  clause  in 
force  as  it  at  present  stands,  you  will 
have  a  state  of  confusion  and  disorder  in 
Ireland  in  regard  to  associations,  organi- 
zations, and  public  meetings;  and  if  there 
is    any  Amendment    better  calculated 
than  another  to  raise  an  issue  upon  this 
matter  fairly  before  the  Committee,  it  is 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman   the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court).     It  fftirl^  raises  the  question  as 


to  whether  there  is  an  honest  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  grapple 
with  serious  crime,  or  whether  there  is 
not.     If  there  is  a  serious  and  honest 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
grapple  with   grave   crime,    then   they 
will  be  careful  not  to  pass  this  measure 
in  such  a  way  that  the  provisions  which 
are  meant  to   deal  with   serious  crime 
will  be  used  against  ofi'ences  which,  in 
the  ordinary  sense  of  the  term,  cannot 
be  regarded  as  crime.     Everyone  knows 
that  a  provision  such  as  this  in  the  1st 
clause    is    an    exceptional    and    extra- 
ordinary provision,  and  one  which  the 
Government  could  not  attempt  to  justify 
under  the  ordinary  circumstances  in  any 
country.     Yet  it  is  proposed  that  this 
extraordinary  power,  which  amounts  to 
a  revival  of  the  Star  Chamber,  which  the 
Government  have  brought  in,  and  which 
they  have  pretended  before  the  public  is 
meant  to  deal  with  serious  crime — it  is 
now  proposed  by  the  Government  that 
it  is  to  extend  to  every  petty  offence — for 
that  I  gather  from  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for    Ireland— that    whatever   can 
be    punished    under    this    Act  is  also 
worthy    of   being    inquired   into,    and 
being  inquired  into  under  the   extra- 
ordinary provisions  which  are  contained 
in  this  measure.     Well,  I  wish  to  state 
to  the  Committee  what  the  inevitable  re- 
sult of  that  will  be.  We  have  every  desire 
to  assist  the  Government,  if  it  is  their 
intention  to  extirpate  serious  crime  from 
Ireland.  It  is  our  interest  to  do  so  more 
than  it  is  the  interest  of  the  Government, 
and  we  have  always  strived  to  act  as 
far  as  we  could  honestly  in  the  endea- 
vour to  stamp  out  serious  crime  in  the 
country ;     but  the  Government,  while 
professing  to  aim  at  serious  crime,  brings 
into  the  secret  inquiries  which  will  bo 
held  all  sorts  of  questions  that  arise,  and 
all  the  relations  between  landlords  and 
tenants ;  and  they  bring  in,  at  the  same 
time,   a  provision  which    will  set  the 
whole  of  their  machinery  out  of  gear. 
You  will  have  the  same  machinery  to  deal 
with  serious  crime  as  you  will  have  to  deal 
with  petty  offences,  and  a  feeling  will  grow 
up  in  the  country  that  the  men  who  give 
evidence  before  your  secret  inquiries  with 
regard  to  petty  and  political  offences, 
which   the  people    of  the  country    do 
not  recognize  as   crimes,  will   be    re- 
garded as  traitors  ;   and  in  course   of 
time  you  will  be  unable  to  draw    a 
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distinction  between  the  man  who  re- 
fuses to  allow  himself  to  be  exa- 
mined as  to  his  own  or  his  friends' 
political  action,  and  the  man  who  re- 
fuses to  allow  himself  to  be  examined 
where  the  subject  of  the  examination  is 
a  serious  and  heinous  offence  against 
whkh  the  whole  public  opinion  of  the 
country  mightreyolt.  The  Amendment,  if 
adopted,  would  have  the  effect  of  protect- 
ing a  man  who  refused  to  be  examined 
with  reference  to  his  political  organiza- 
tion, while  it  would  not  shelter  in  the 
public  feeling  anyone  suspected  of  being 
concerned  with  serious  crime.  It  may 
not  be  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
make  extensiye  use  of  this  provision  at 
all.  If  it  is  not  their  intention  to  do  so, 
I  think  they  will  see  the  desirability  of 
modifying  some  of  its  provisions.  I 
would  point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
that  the  moment  powers  like  this  are  put 
in  the  Bill  and  handed  over  to  Besident 
Magistrates  for  administration  the  whole 
machinery  will  act  in  spite  of  his  best 
efforts  to  restrain  it.  Once  the  machinery 
is  set  in  motion,  once  the  Irish  officials, 
who  have  used  instruments  of  this  kind 
before,  and  who  have  brought  about  by 
their  use  a  state  of  confusion  and  disorder 
in  the  country  which  has  done  greater 
discredit  to  the  British  Government  in  the 
country  than  it  has  done  to  the  Irish 
people— once,  I  say,  the  machinery  is  set 
in  motion,  no  one  in  the  position  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
will  be  able  to  restrain  its  action.  Now, 
I  do  not  intend  to  occupy  the  time  of 
the  Committee  any  longer.  I  will  only 
say  that  I  believe  the  mtention  of  the 
Government  in  introducing  this  Bill  was 
merely  the  intention  of  putting  before 
the  country  some  policy  which  would 
enable  them  to  retain  Office,  and  to 
keep  up  appearances  before  the  country. 
There  was  never  a  time  in  my  recoUec* 
tion  of  Ireland — and  I  think  I  know  the 
country  much  more  intimately  than  any 
hon.  or  right  hon.  Gentleman  sitting  on 
the  Front  Ministerial  Bench — when  it  was 
more  peaceable  than  it  is  at  the  present 
moment.  I  know  very  well  the  argu- 
ment founded  on  that  circumstance.  We 
know  the  argument  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  West  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain)  used  the 
other  day  as  to  the  condition  of  our  un- 
fortunate country.  Even  when  it  is  peace- 
able and  quiet,  the  fact  is  used  as  a  taunt 
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against  us.  The  other  day,  in  the  speech 
which  he  delivered,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman stated  that  the  condition  of  peace 
in  Ireland — and  I  put  it  to  any  man 
who  seriously  loves  his  own  country 
whether  he  thinks  it  proper  to  apply  such 
language  to  another  country  in  whose 
prosperity  he  feels  some  interest — was 
Drought  about  by  the  shadow  of  the  Bill 
which  is  now  passing  through  this 
House.  Sir,  we  deny  that  the  peaceable 
condition  of  Ireland  is  brought  about  by 
the  shadow  of  this  Bill,  and  I  warn  the 
Government  that  as  surely  as  this  Bill 
will  pass,  so  surely  will  its  provisions  be 
put  in  force ;  and,  if  that  is  the  case,  as 
surely  as  an  absolute  state  of  peace 
reigns  there  at  this  moment,  so  surely 
will  there  follow  from  the  administration 
of  this  Act  a  hopeless  state  of  con- 
fusion. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I 
wish  merely  to  point  out — I  will  not  de- 
tain the  Committee  for  more  than  one 
moment — that  under  the  Indian  law  con- 
spiracy is  never  punished  unless  it  is  fol- 
lowed by  an  overt  act,  and  has  for  its  ob- 
ject a  criminal  offence.  According  to  the 
law  laid  down  in  the  case  of  The  Queen 
V.  Famell,"  an  act  which  would  be  legal 
if  committed  by  one  person,  when  com- 
mitted by  two  or  more  persons  becomes 
criminal.  It  is  for  the  purpose  of  main- 
taining that  definition  of  the  law,  and 
not  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  magis- 
trates to  find  out  criminals,  that  this 
Amendment  is  rejected.  It  would 
appear,  therefore,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  desirous  of  having  one 
law  for  India  and  another  for  Ireland. 
I  would  point  out,  in  this  connection  also, 
that  in  India  they  celebrate  the  Jubilee 
by  releasing  a  number  of  prisoners ;  but 
in  Ireland  they  propose  to  celebrate  it 
by  sending  a  large  number  of  Irish 
citizens  innocent  of  crime  to  gaol,  and 
by  rendering  it  easy  for  the  Irish  land- 
lords to  turn  their  tenantry  out  into  the 
world  homeless,  and  without  the  means 
of  obtaining  a  livelihood. 

SiEWILLIAMHARCOUET(Derby): 
I  cannot  agree  with  the  statement  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  or  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General,  as  to  the  Law 
of  Conspiracy  not  being  laid  down  as  in- 
juriously to  the  tenants  in  Ireland  in 
reference  to  their  holdings  as  ever  was 
done  in  reference  to  the  labourers  in 
England  with  reference  to  their  employ- 
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ment.    I  «aa  tatty  under  that  conTictioir  diTide,  whether  that  is  aotually  the  doc- 

fromwhatlreoolleotieepecialljaareKardf  trine  which  ia  maintained  in  the  Irish 

the  law  laid  down  b;  Judges  in  Ireland.  Courts — whether  they  are  still  proaeeding 

There  was  nothing,  I  venture  to  say,  in  in  cases  of  conspiraoy  on  the  "  fossil 

the  most  extreme  times  of  the  Law  ol  doctrine  repudiated,  and  very  properly 

Oonspiraoy— I  waagoiagtosaythewor&t  repudiated,    by  the    hon.   and   learned 

times,  hut  I  do  not  like  to  use  that  ex-  Attorney  General? 
pression-as  laid  down  by  Judges  in       Q^^a^a  put. 
England  which  witnm  the  most  recent       „,     _,      '.„       ,-  .,  ,       .         .„„ 

pBriodhasnotbeenexceededhythelrish  „^''^pJ''"i4".*««.  '''^'/"'■— Ayes  180; 

5ndges.     I  hold  in  my  hand  a  judgment  Noes  242  :  Majority  62. 
of  Judge  Fitzgerald,   and  will  read  a  AYES 

■entecce  from  it,  and  it  certainly  seems  to  Abraham,  W.  (0km.)    Foi,  Dr.  J.  P. 

me  to  be  more  "fossil"  than  anythmg  Abraham,  W.  (Lims-    Fr>-.  T. 
that  the    hon.    and    learned    Attorney       rick,  W.)  "  " 

General  has  referred  to  to-aight  as  ex-  Acland,  A.  H.  D. 

ploded  and  impossible  of  revival,  and  it  a'"'u^°H^H°' 

IS  probably  that  fact  which  has  led  to  AvSun,  J. 

the  remarkable  silence  of  the  right  hon.  Balfour,  rt.  hao.  J.  B.    Oiir,  u'  J. 

and  learned  Attorney  general  for  Ire-  Barry,  J.  ""  '"  " 

land  (Mr.  Holmes)  during  this  debate.  5jff"'/-^- 

He  is  describing  the  various  points  that  Bjijjg'  t 

aroseinthecaseof  "TheQueenp.Truitt,"  Blane'  A. 

which  case  led  to  the  Act  of  18T5—it  was  Bolton,  J.  C. 

to  reverse  that  decision  that  the  Act  of  Bradkugh,  0. 

1875  was  passed.    But  the  case  of  "  The  bu^^'t' R 

QueencTmitt"  was  taken  as  the  stand-  Burt  T?°' 

point  and  starting  point  of  this  decision  Byrne,  G.  M. 

in  the  Irish  Courts.     This  is  the  law  as  Cameron,  C. 

IwddownbyJudgeFitzgerald— "Where  ^'°*~°>  ^^.^^ 

two  or  more  agree  to  do  an  injury  to  a  ^^P^;  ^^  «■ 

third  party" — that,  of  course,  is  con-  Carew,  J.  L. 

strnotive   combination   because     "The  Chance, P.  A. 

Queen  V.  Truitt"  is  the  illustration  for  Channing,  F.  A. 

it,    the  point  there  being  that  no   act  cobb^^H  P^" 

which  results    in   an  injury  to  a  third  coheii  A 

party,  though  innocent,  if  done  by  one,  Coleridge,  hon,  B, 

becomes  criminal  if  done  by  several—  Colman,  J.  J. 

be  says—  Condon,  T.  J. 
Connolly,  L. 

"  Where  two  or  more  agree  to  do  an  injury  Conway,  M. 

to  a  third  party,  though  that  injuir  if  done  by  Corbet,  W.  J. 

one  alone  of  hu  own  motion  would  not  be  in  Coubam,  H. 

him  »  crime  or  offence;  it  would  berimplyan  Coi,  J.  R. 

injury  carrying   with  it  a  right    to  a    civil  Cozoos-Hardy,  H.  11. 

remedy."  Sj?*' ''" 

That  is  the  very  doctrine  which,  so  far  as  Crawford'  W. 

it  interferes  with  the  case  of  labourers  Q&vies,  W. 

in  England,  is  overruled  by  the  Act  of  SiH""'  ''v   , 

1875.     That  is  the  very  doctrine  intro-  oodd^lr        ' 

duoed  aa  against  tenants  in  Ireland  in  Duff  R.  W, 

respect  to  agricultural  holdings.    Then,  EUii,  J. 

really,  the  ground  upon  which  the  Go-  EUU,  J,  B. 

vemment  have  resisted  this  Amendment  SHj*"  ^'  ?'p 

is  entirely  cut  away  from  under  them.  Everehed  's  ' 

The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  Farquhaiion,  Dr.  B. 

has  not  remembered,    I   suppose,   what  Ferguson,  E.  C.Munro- 

haa  been  the  ruling  on  these  very  sub-  ^i""™"  j',  •^■ 

i'ects;  and  I  should  like  very  much  to  f}™^  j  c 

;now  from  the  right  hon.  and  leained  Foley,' P.'  J.' 

Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  before  we  Foster,  Sir  W.  B. 
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Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Townsend,  F. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Verdin,  R. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster.  R.  G. 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
Wiggin,  H. 
Winn,  hon.  R. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yerburgh,  R.  A. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


The  chairman  :  The  Amendment, 
No.  123,  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
her  for  Elgin,  &o.  (Mr.  Asher)  has 
been  decided. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  detain  the 
Committee  any  great  length  of  time 
upon  the  Amendment  which  stands  in 
my  name.  We  haye  heard  a  great  deal 
of  the  Criminal  Law  of  Scotland,  and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  for  Scotland  (Mr. 
J.  P.  B.  Eobertson),  who  explained  the 
Scotch  Law,  informed  the  Committee 
that  the  Government  had  no  wish  to 
treat  Ireland  in  respect  to  Criminal  Law 
in  any  exceptional  manner.  I  claim  for 
my  Amendment  the  vote  of  the  Liberal 
Unionists,  especially  those  who  hail 
from  Scotland.  If  the  Government  are 
sincere  in  their  declaration  that  they  do 
not  intend  to  treat  Ireland  with  any 
more  severity  than  Scotland  is  treated, 
they  can  have  no  objection,  to  my 
Amendment.  Our  Friends  below  the 
Gangway  may  also  accept  this  Amend- 
ment, and  Scotch  Members  may  safely 
agree  that  no  proceedings  shall  be  taken 
under  this  section  which  would  be  in- 
competent under  the  Scotch  Criminal 
Law,  This  Amendment  is  so  reasonable 
in  itself,  and  I  am  sure  so  thoroughly  in 
accordance  with  the  views  which  have 
been  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.;A.  J.  6alfour),and  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes),  in  respect  to  criminal  pro- 
ceedings under  the  Bill  now  before  the 
Committee,  that  I  shall  not,  in  intro- 
ducing it,  trespass  upon  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  at  any  greater  length. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  12,  at  end,  add,  **  Provided 
always  that  no  proceedings  shall  be  ^ken 
under  this  section  which  would  be  incompetent 
under  the  Criminal  Law  as  administered  in 
Scotland." — {Mr,  Eaalemont,) 

Question  proposed,  '^That  these  words 
be  there  added." 

No  Member  of  the  Government  rising — 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
It  is  a  monstrous  thing  that  the  Govern- 
ment, who  boast  of  their  anxiety  to 
apply  the  principles  of  the  Scotch  Crimi- 
nal Law  to  Ireland — [An  hon.  Member  : 
**  Oh !  "]  Who  is  it  that  cries  **  Oh  ?  " 
I  suppose  he  is  some  Scotch  Gentleman. 
[The  Chairman  :  Order,  order!]  I  am 
only  sorry  we  do  not  recognize  the  Gen- 
tleman. I  say  it  is  a  monstrous  thing 
that  the  Government,  who  have  been 
boasting  of  their  anxiety  to  apply  the 
principles  of  the  Scotch  Criminal  Law 
to  Ireland,  should  attempt  to  allow  this 
Amendment  to  be  negatived  simply  on 
the  declaration  of  the  Chairman.  If 
there  is  any  Amendment  upon  which  we 
should  have  a  reply  it  is  the  one  now 
before  the  Committee.  The  Government 
profess  to  be  anxious  to  apply  the  Scotch 
Law  to  Ireland,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  In- 
verness (Mr.  Finlay),  who  I  am  sorry 
not  to  see  in  his  place,  in  a  speech 
which  was  commented  upon  so  admirably 
by  Sir  George  Trevelyan,  declared  that 
he  was  not  opposed  to  this  Bill,  because, 
in  the  main,  it  only  applied  the  Scotch 
Law  to  Ireland.  I  never  read  a  more 
weighty  speech  than  that  of  Sir  George 
Trevelyan,  exposing,  as  it  did,  the 
hollowness  of  this  pretence.  And  now, 
when  a  Scotch  Member  proposes  that 
no  proceedings  shall  be  taken  under 
this  section  which  are  inconsistent  with 
the  Scotch  Criminal  Law,  the  Govern- 
ment remain  silent,  in  order,  I  suppose, 
that  it  may  not  go  before  the  country  what 
their  exact  position  is  in  regard  to  this 
matter.  Under  these  circumstances,  I 
can  only  point  out  the  curious  fact  that, 
whereas  in  the  country   the   Govern*. 
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ment's  main  defence  of  the  Bill  is  that 
the  Bill  merely  extends  the  Scotch  Law 
to  Ireland,  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
when  an  Amendment  is  proposed  pro- 
viding: that  only  the  Scotch  Law  should 
prevail  in  Ireland,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireiand, 
who  has  so  little  to  do,  according  to  the 
statements  which  appear  in  the  news- 
papers that  yesterday  he  had  1 6  hours 
sleep  out  of  the  24,  and  who  only  comes 
down  to  the  House  at  5  or  6  o'clock  in 
the  evening  whenjall  the  work  is  over, 
cannot  find  a  single  word  to  say  on  the 
subject. 

The  chief  SECEET  AEY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr,  A.  J.  Balfouh)  (Manches- 
ter, E.):  It  was  with  no  wish  to  be  dis- 
courteous to  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Esslemont)  that  I  did  not  get  up  earlier 
to  reply  to  him.  The  truth  is  my  reply 
is  very  short.  In  the  first  place,  the 
accusation  largely  made  against  this 
Bill  is  that  the  Eesident  Magistrates 
who  have  to  use  the  Bill  are  gentlemen 
unacquainted  with  the  English  Law.  If 
this  Amendment  wore  carried,  the  Eesi- 
dent Magistrates  would  not  only  be  re- 
quired to  know  English  Law,  but  Scotch 
Law  too.  If  that  reply  is  not  sufficient 
there  is  another  one — it  is  that  no  Eng- 
lish Judge  can  take  any  cog^zance  of 
anything  but  English  Law.  Under  this 
Amendment,  Eesident  Magistrates  in 
Ireland  would  have  to  have  regard  to 
Scotch  Law.  Under  these  circumstances, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  can  hardly  expect 
us  to  accept  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid), 
who  was  received  with  cries  of  *  *  Divide ! " 
—If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  do  not 
care  to  hear  some  remarks  from  me  on 
the  Amendment,  they  may  hear  some 
remarks  from  me  on  a  Motion  of  my 
own.  If  the  only  difficulty  in  the  way 
of  the  acceptance  of  this  Amendment  is 
that  Eesident  Magistrates  would  have 
to  have  some  knowledge  of  the  Scotch 
Law,  it  would  be  very  easy  to  get  over 
the  difficulty.  I  am  not  aware  that  the 
Irish  Eesident  Magistrates  have  any 
particular  knowledge  of  English  or 
Irish  law.  Now,  the  Government  might 
send  over  to  Ireland  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald),  who  I  believe  is  the  dis- 
tinguished author  of  a  distinguished 
book  on  the  Criminal  Law  of  Scotland, 
to  instruct  the  Eesident  Magistrates 
there  in  Sootch  Law.    I  have  no  doubt 


Mr,  T.  U.  Heoly 


that  in  a  very  short  time  he  could  make 
them  adepts  in  the  law  of  his  country. 
But  if  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman does  not  care  to  go  across  to  Ire- 
land he  might  send  over  a  few  copies  of 
his  book  for  the  use  of  the  Eesident 
Magistrates.  The  objection  to  the  Amend- 
ment advanced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) is  like  most  of  the  objections  ad- 
vanced from  the  Treasury  Bench  against 
Amendments  proposed  from  this  side  of 
the  House.  As  far  as  I  can  understand 
it,  it  is  absolutely  invalid.  Not  only  the 
Chief  Secretary,  but  all  the  principal 
supporters  of  the  Government  have  been 
going  through  the  country  during  the 
last  two  months  and  preaching  what  is 
not  the  fact — namely,  that  there  is  no- 
thing in  this  1st  clause  which  is  not  al- 
ready contained  in  the  law  of  Scotland. 
Some  of  them  have  drawn  the  moral 
that  under  the  existing  law  the  Scotch 
people  have  managed  to  be  pretty  free 
from  crime,  why  should  not  the  Irish 
people  be  equally  free  from  crime  under 
it  ?  If  that  is  the  hond  fide  contention  of 
the  Government,  let  them  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Aberdeen  (Mr.  Essle- 
mont), which  merely  compels  the  acknow- 
ledgment of  the  fact  that  nothing  can 
be  done  under  this  clause  which  cannot 
be  done  under  the  law  of  Scotland.  We 
could  not  do  better  than  Divide,  in 
order  to  make  it  clear  that  the  asser- 
tions which  have  been  made  by  Ministers 
and  their  supporters  have  been  quite 
erroneous. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  must  say  that  the  Government's  reply 
upon  this  subject,  coming  from  a  Scotch 
Gentleman,  as  the  Irish  Secretary  gene- 
rally is,  is  most  surprising.  I  had 
thought  that  if  there  was  anything  which 
would  invite  acceptance,  it  was  an 
Amendment  appealing  to  the  Scotch  soul 
of  the  right  non.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  It  cannot  be  too 
much  emphasized  that  this  is  a  proposi- 
tion taken,  so  to  speak,  from  the  very 
bowels  of  the  Scotch  law.  We  have  had 
from  the  Gt>vemment  a  distinct  declara- 
tion, and  one  upon  which  the  Primrose- 
Orchid  Party  has,  to  a  large  extent, 
founded  its  position — namely,  that  this 
Bill  contains  nothing  but  what  is  to  be 
found  in  the  law  of  Scotland.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Aber- 
deen (Mr.  Esslemont)  has  proposed  an 
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Amendment  to  test  the  sincerity  of  the 
OoTornment.  What  is  the  reply  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland?  It  is  an  appeal  to 
ignorance.  He  says  that  if  the  Irish 
magistrates  cannot  be  expected  to  know 
Irish  Law,  how  much  less  can  they  be 
expected  to  know  Scotch  Law.  All  the 
Government  need  to  do  is  to  present  each 
Besident  Magistrate  with  a  bound  and 
gilt  copy  of  Macdonaldon  the  Scotch  Law ; 
they  would  thus  confer  a  ffiTour  upon 
a  distinguished  servant  of  their  own,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  give  great  assistance 
to  the  Irish  Resident  Magistrates.  From 
the  start  the  Government  have  pretended 
that  it  is  only  the  law  of  Scotland  that 
is  to  be  applied  to  Ireland.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  should  have  thousht  the 
Government  would  have  hailea  with 
pleasure  this  Amendment.  Instead  of 
that  they  say  that  the  Irish  magistrates 
cannot  be  expected  to  understand  Scotch 
law.  They  certainly  do  not  understand 
Irish  law.  Apparently,  the  idea  of  the 
Government  is  that  they  shall  not  know 
any  law  at  all. 

Mb.  E8SLEM0NT  (Aberdeen,  E.) : 
I  am  sure  the  Committee  will  not  be 
surprised  that  I  feel  great  disappoint- 
ment at  the  way  this  Amendment  has 
been  received.  We  have  been  blamed 
for  consuming  too  much  time  in  an  op- 

Position  to  this  Bill.  [^Ministerial cheer*,] 
[r.  Courtney,  you  see  how  unreasonably 
one  is  treated.  I  have  not  spoken  on  the 
Irish  Question  in  this  House  before  this. 
I  have  not  occupied  a  minute  of  the 
time  of  the  House.  But  I  have  heard 
in  my  country,  and  out  of  it,  that  we 
are  making  a  criminal  law  for  Ireland 
exactly  similar  to  that  which  has  pre- 
vailed in  Scotland  for  generations.  We 
are  told  that  it  is  in  consequence  of  the 
excellence  of  the  Scotch  Criminal  Law 
that  the  Scotch  people  are  the  quietest 
and  best  conducted  people  in  the  world. 
We  have  been  told  by  every  Tory 
lecturer  on  this  question  that  if  we  only 
apply  the  Criminal  Law  of  Scotland  to  Ire- 
land we  shall  make  the  Irish  people  as 
happy  and  as  prosperous  as  ourselves. 
I  wish  to  settle  the  point  by  putting  Ire- 
land in  the  matter  of  procedure  upon 
exactly  the  same  criminal  code  as  Scot- 
land. I  have  been  exceedingly  modest 
in  this  demand.  I  have  not  asked  you  to 
make  the  crimes  in  Ireland  the  same 
as  the  crimes  in  Scotland.  We  have 
been  told  that  new  crimes  are  to  be 


created  in  Ireland ;  but  I  am  content, 
whatever  the  crimes  are,  that  the  pro- 
ceedings shall  be  conducted  in  the  same 
way  as  they  are  in  Scotland.  It  has 
been  my  duty  for  20  years  to  have 
something  to  do  with  the  administration 
of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Scotland,  and  I 
am  bound  to  say  that  I  was  very  much 
astonished  at  the  description  of  that  law 
which  was  given  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Government  Bench.  Certainly,  I 
was  never  allowed  to  take  such  proceed- 
ings as  are  proposed  in  this  section. 
I  hope  that  the  Government  will  either 
declare  that  there  is  no  reference  to  the 
criminal  code  of  Scotland  here,  that 
henceforth  the  pretence  that  the  Criminal 
Law  as  laid  down  in  this  Bill  is  similar 
to  that  in  Scotland  will  be  given  up,  or 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  will  give  us  his  powerful 
elucidation  of  this  subject  and  show 
wherein  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  do 
resemble  the  provisions  of  the  law  of 
Scotland. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.) :  I  think  the 
reply  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  somewhat 
encouraging,  and  marks  a  step  in  ad- 
vance, for  it  seems  to  indicate  that  now 
he  has  come  to  the  conclusion  that  some 
knowledge  of  law  on  the  part  of  those 
who  are  to  administer  this  Act  is  neces- 
sary. An  Amendment  providing  that 
the  Besident  Magistrates  in  Ireland,  to 
whom  the  administration  of  this  Act  is 
to  be  entrusted,  should  be  gentlemen 
with  some  knowledge  of  the  Irish  Law, 
was  most  bitterly  opposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  by  no  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment more  strenuously  than  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. I  should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  on  which  leg  he  means  to 
stand?  Formerly  he  seemed  to  be  of 
opinion  that  no  knowledge  of  law  on  the 
part  of  the  magistrates  was  necessary ; 
now  he  seems  to  be  of  opinion  that  it  is 
necessary  that  the  magistrates  should 
have  a  knowledge  of  law.  I  should  like 
him  to  select  on  which  leg  he  will  stand. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  seriously  address  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  The  point  con- 
tained in  the  Amendment  123b  was  de- 
cided upon  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
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and   learned  Member  for  York    (Mr. 

TjQ/jjr  wood  / 

Mb.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
beg  to  submit,  Mr.  Courtney,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  Amendment 
related  to  offences  committed  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  while  my  Amend- 
ment refers  to  offences  committed  prior 
to  the  passing  of  the  Act.  I  think  that 
is  a  very  substantial  difference. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight): 
The  Amendment  is  also  governed  by 
the  Amendment  standing  in  my  name, 
accepted  early  in  the  evening. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  That  is  so.  The 
Amendment  adopted  at  the  beginning 
of  the  evening  provided  for  offences 
committed  before  the  passing  of  the 
Act. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  submit 
to  you.  Sir,  that  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in 
no  wise  affects  my  Amendment.  The 
Amendment  of  the  Attorney  General 
exempts  from  the  operation  of  the  Act 
a  certain  class  of  offences  committed 
prior  to  the  passing  of  the  Act.  My 
Amendment  proposes  to  exclude  certain 
other  classes  of  offences. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  It  was  decided 
early  in  the  discussion  that  there  should 
be  no  universal  exemption  of  offences, 
whether  committed  before  or  subsequent 
to  the  passing  of  the  Act.  Then  it  was 
decided,  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, that  there  should  be  a  partial 
exemption  in  the  case  of  offences  com- 
mitted before  the  passing  of  the  Act. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  beg  to 

f've  Notice,  that  I  shall  move  my 
mendment  on  Report. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  next  Amend- 
ment which  can  be  taken  is  No.  124. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn): 
I  desire  to  move  12df. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  think  that  has 
been  decided  already.  However,  as  I 
fail  to  discover  the  Amendment  which 
governs  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man's, perhaps  he  had  better  move  it. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  :  The  Amendment 
123f  is  one  to  which  I  attach  very  con- 
siderable importance.  It  is  that  to  in- 
sert— 

"  In  case  of  its  being  intended  to  call  any 
witness  examined  under  this  section  in  support 
of  a  criminal  charge,  notice  thereof  shaU  be 
given  to  the  aocused  ten  days  before  the  trial  or 
hearing.    The  accused,  by  himself  or  his  soUci- 

I%e  Chairman 


tor,  shall  be  entitled  to  see  and  examine  such 
witness,  and  for  this  purpose  shall  be  entitled 
to  call  for  the  production  of  such  witness  at  any 
time  and  place  in  the  proclaimed  district." 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order !  I 
consider  the  question  was  decided  by 
the  adoption  of  the  Proviso — 

*'  Provided  also,  that  upon  any  person  being 
accused  of  a  crime  respecting  which  an  inquiry 
under  this  section  has  been  held,  such  accused 
person,  or  his  solicitor,  upon  being  returned  for 
trial,  shall  forthwith  be  supplied  with  copies  of 
all  depositions  taken  at  any  inquiry  under  this 
section  of  any  witness  to  be  called  against 
him." 

Mr.  ANDERSON :  I  beg  to  point  out 
that  the  distinction  between  the  words 
you  have  read  and  my  Amendment  is 
obvious.     The  Proviso  which  you  have 
read  enables  the  accused  person  to  have 
a  copy  of  the  shorthand  notes.      The 
giving  of  the  shorthand  notes  is  quite 
another  thing  to  what   is  referred  to 
here.  My  Amendment  provides  that  the 
prisoner  shall  have  the  means  of  seeing 
the  witness  and  take  his  statement  from 
him.    I  have  in  mind  a  case  where  a 
witness  in  Edinburgh  was  actually  im- 
prisoned, and  the  Crown  refused  to  let 
the  prisoner's  counsel  or  agent  see  the 
witness.     The  result  was  that  when  the 
trial  came  on  objection  was  taken  to  the 
evidence  of  the  witness,  and  the  Court 
said  that  application  ought  to  have  been 
made  to  enable  the  prisoner's  counsel 
to  see  the  witness.    It  is  laid  down  in 
the  Scotch  law  books  that  a  prisoner's 
counsel  is  entitled  to  see  at  any  time  any 
witness,  who  has  been  called  privately 
and  examined,  and  to  take  his  state- 
ment.   I  think  you  will  see,  Mr.  Court- 
ney, that  this  Amendment  is  quite  dis- 
tinct from  the  Proviso  you  have  read. 
Now,  to  my  mind,  this  is  a  matter  of 
great  importance,   because  the  Crown 
establish,    by    the   provisions   of   this 
clause,   that  they  are  entitled  to  exa- 
mine, secretly  and  privately,  a  witness. 
I  maintain  it  is  only  fair,  if  that  is  so, 
that  before  the  trial  comes  on  the  pri- 
soner ought  to  have  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  the  witness,  and  of  hearing  from 
the  lips  of  the  witness  wh^t  he  has  to 
say.      The   principle   embodied  in  my 
Amendment  is   clearly  laid    down    in 
Alison's  work  on  the  Scotch  Criminal 
Law,   a  work   which  was  quoted   the 
other  day  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  late  Solicitor   General    for 
Scotland  (Mr.  Asher).     After  showing 
that  a  prisoner  is  entitled  to  see  a  wit- 
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ness,  the  writer  goes  on  to  point  out  a 
case  in  which  a  man  was  imprisoned  in 
the  Castle  at  Edinburgh  in  1819,  access 
to  the  witness  was  refused  by  the 
Crown,  the  witness's  precognition  had 
been  taken,  and  the  prisoner's  counsel, 
or  agent,  did  not  know  what  the  wit- 
ness had  to  say.  Objection  was  taken 
at  the  trial  that  his  evidence  had  not 
been  receiyed,  and  the  Court  pointed 
out  that  an  application  ought  to  have 
been  made  for  an  order  to  produce  the 
witness  to  the  agent  of  the  accused. 
Now,  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  this 
is  a  matter  of  great  importance,  because 
what  the  Government  may  possibly  do 
under  this  Act  is  to  put  a  whole  coun- 
try side  into  prison,  and  evidence  against 
the  prisoners  be  kept  secret  until  the 
day  of  the  trial.  Surely  it  is  only  fair 
that  the  agent  of  a  prisoner  should  be 
able  to  see  every  witness,  inasmuch  as 
this  piinciple  has  been  laid  down  and 
emphasized  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  on  his  excellent  work  on 
the  Criminal  Law  of  Scotland.  I  hope 
the  Qovernment  will  embody  some  part 
of  the  law  of  Scotland  in  this  Bill.  Hon. 
Members  cheered  loudly  just  now  when 
they  threw  over  the  whole  law  of  Scot- 
land upon  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Aberdeen  (Mr. 
Esslemont) ;  but  let  me  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  some  small  part  of  the 
law  of  Scotland,  the  part  of  it  which  is 
fair  and  just,  and  which  ought  to  be  in- 
troduced in  this  section. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  12,  at  end,  add—*'  In  case  of 
its  being  intended  to  call  any  witness  examined 
under  this  section  in  support  of  a  criminal 
charge,  notice  thereof  shall  be  given  to  the 
accused  ten  days  before  the  trial  or  hearing. 
Hie  accused,  by  himself  or  his  solicitor,  shall 
be  entitled  to  see  and  examine  such  witness, 
and  for  this  purpose  shall  be  entitled  to  call  for 
the  production  of  such  witness  at  any  time 
and  place  in  the  proclaimed  district.*' — (Mr. 
Anderton,) 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Thb  attorney  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  assure  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Anderson)  that  it  is  no 
light  matter  for  me  to  discuss  the  law  of 
Scotland.  He,  no  doubt,  has  given  that 
law  a  great  deal  of  study ;  but  I  ask  him 
to  look  into  the  English  law,  and  acquaint 
himseli  with  the  elementary  prinoiples 


of  that  law  which  are  known  to  every 
Justice  of  the  Peace  and  Olerk  of  Petty 
Sessions.  If  he  were  acquainted  with 
that.law  he  would  know  this — that  when 
a  prisoner  is  returned  for  trial  the  wit- 
nesses are  produced  and  examined  in 
his  presence ;  that  he  has  a  right  of 
cross-examination  by  himself,  or  solicitor, 
or  counsel ;  and  that  the  depositions  are 
read  to  the  witnesses  afterwards,  and 
signed  by  them ;  and  after  all  that  is 
done  the  man  is  returned  for  trial,  and 
they  are  the  witnesses  on  whose  evi- 
dence he  is  returned  for  trial.  The 
object  of  this  clause  is  to  obtain  evi- 
dence in  the  first  place,  which  is  not 
procurable  without  the  holding  of  some 
such  inquiry  as  is  provided  for  under 
this  section ;  but  after  we  have  got  evi- 
dence it  will  be  seen  by  the  clause  itself 
that  we  contemplate  that  the  ordinary 
procedure  in  criminal  cases  must  follow. 
The  witnesses  will  then  be  produced, 
the  prisoner  will  have  an  opportunity  of 
examining  them,  and  will  be  returned 
for  trial  in  the  ordinary  way.  In  addi- 
tion to  that  we  have  undertaken  to  give 
a  prisoner  shorthand  writers'  notes,  so 
that  he  will  not  merely  hear  what  the 
witness  has  to  say,  but  he  will  have  in 
his  possession  all  the  information  the 
Grown  will  have  on  the  subject.  We 
certainly  cannot,  if  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  means  any- 
thing more  than  that — or  if  the  law  of 
Scotland  contains  any  other  provision 
than  that  ^accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  :  I  am  exceedingly 
indebted  tothe  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes)  for  giving  me  instruction  in 
what  he  is  pleased  to  call  the  elementary 
Criminal  Law  of  this  country.  I  assure 
him  that  I  shall  take  that  lesson  to 
heart  and  study  the  law ;  but  I  may 
also  assure  him  that  it  is  about  time  that 
he  should  study  his  own  Bill.  He  does 
not  appear  to  know  that  all  the  cases 
under  this  Bill  which  are  liable  to  pre- 
liminary examination  are  cases  in  which 
the  magistrate  may  summarily  convict, 
and  he  is  probably  aware — I  see  by  his 
manner  he  is  aware  now — that  in  those 
oases  there  is  no  preliminary  examina- 
tion before  a  magistrate.  At  present 
you  will  have  your  private  inquiries,  and 
then  you  will  have  your  summary  pro- 
cedure and  commit  a  man  for  six  months, 
possibly.  What  I  want  to  provide  is 
that  the  accused  shall  have  the  meanp 
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of  access  to,  and  take  the  statements  of, 
those  persons  you  have  privately  exa- 
mined. In  future,  before  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  gives  lessons  in 
English  law,  I  hope  ho  will  get  up  his 
own  task  a  little  bit  better.  With  re- 
gard to  the  second  point,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  entirely  wrong. 
I  am  quite  aware  that  it  is  part  of  the 
elementary  procedure  of  the  Criminal 
Law  of  this  country  that,  before  a  man 
is  committed  for  trial  for  an  indictable 
offence  to  be  tried  by  a  jury,  there  is  a 
preliminary  investigation  before  a  magis- 
trate. That  is  what  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  referred  to;  but  it 
has  been  known  in  the  history  of  the 
Criminal  Law  of  this  country  that  with- 
out a  preliminary  examination  witnesses 
have  been  obtained,  and  obtained 
secretly,  by  the  prosecution.  There 
have  been  cases  in  which,  after  pre- 
liminary examination  before  a  magis- 
trate, after  the  cross-examination  to 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman referred,  you  have  found  two  or 
three  witnesses,  you  have  taken  their 

g recognition  in  a  secret  manner,  and  you 
ave  immediately  locked  them  up  in 
prison,  and  then  there  is  no  examination 
after  that.  I  know  you  give  notice;  but 
I  want  more  than  that.  From  what  I 
have  seen  of  them  in  this  Bill  I  am 
entirely  distrustful  of  the  Government. 
Mr.  Courtney,  every  safeguard  ought  to 
be  put  on  the  operation  of  this  infamous 
clause ;  and  unless  there  is  some  more 
clear  explanation  from  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Instructor  on  the  Govern- 
ment Bench  I  shall  press  my  Amend- 
ment to  a  Division. 

Mr.  holmes  :  I  think  I  must  give 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Anderson)  a  little  more  instruction  on 
the  subject.  Upon  what  authority  does 
he  suppose  that  prisoners  or  witnesses 
are  to  be  locked  up  in  prison  ?  I  think 
that  if  there  was  anything  of  which  the 
Committee  was  satisfied  it  was  this — that 
a  magistrate  had  no  power  whatever, 
after  the  evidence  was  taken,  to  do  other 
than  dismiss  the  men  to  their  homes. 
What  does  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man mean  by  locking  up  in  prison ;  what 
does  he  mean  by  saying  we  can  put  a 
whole  country  side  in  prison  ?  Certainly 
he  does  distrust  the  Government  of  Ire- 
land very  much  if  he  thinks  there  is  a 
wish  in  this  country  to  lock  up  men  in 
prison  without  any  law,  when  the  result 
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would  be  that  every  man  so  locked  up 
must  inevitably  get  the  very  heaviest 
damages.  It  seems  to  me  that  when 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  talks 
about  persons  being  locked  up  in  prison 
without  lawful  authority  he  is  simply 
trifling  with  the  Committee. 

Mb.  ANDERSON :  I  am  beginning 
to  feel  that  I  must  assume  the  position 
of  tutor,  instead  of  that  of  pupil.  I  never 
suggested  for  a  moment  that  a  witness 
was  to  be  locked  up  because  of  his 
evidence.  [CV-i'm  o/**Oh,  oh  !  "1  Cer- 
tainly not.  I  am  suggesting  that,  by 
the  course  of  proceeding  you  are  going 
to  adopt,  you  will  take  up  a  great  num- 
ber of  people,  and  obtain  evidence  from 
them  which  a  prisoner  will  not  be  able 
to  see.  It  is  perfectly  evident  that  men 
will  be  taken  out  of  their  cells  and  exa- 
mined at  these  private  inquiries.  That 
is  the  kind  of  examination  I  was  re- 
ferring to. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  am 
sorry  I  cannot  congratulate  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  upon  the  success  of  the  method 
he  has  adopted  in  dealing  with  this 
Amendment.  I  do  not  think  that 
method  of  controversy  will  at  all  tend  to 
advance  the  progress  of  Business.  Now, 
the  Amendment  which  is  before  us  pro- 
vides that  every  witness  for  the  Crown 
shall,  if  the  accused  so  desire  it,  be  sub- 
jected to  examination  by  the  accused 
person,  and  that,  in  case  of  its  being 
intended  to  call  a  witness,  10  days' 
notice  shall  be  given  to  the  accused. 
Now,  the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  lor  Ireland  is 
that  the  proposition  is  wholly  unnecessary. 
Unnecessary,  because  the  witnesses  were 
produced  at  the  preliminary  proceedings 
in  open  Court  previous  to  the  committal 
for  trial,  and  that  on  that  occasion  the 
prisoner  was  entitled  to  cross-examine. 
Does  he  mean  to  say  that  every  witness 
who  is  examined  at  a  trial  for  a  criminal 
offence  is  produced  at  the  preliminary 
examination  before  a  man  is  committed 
for  trial  ?  Wo  know  perfectly  well  that 
such  is  not  the  case.  We  know  that  the 
process  in  Ireland  very  often  is  this — that 
one  of  the  Kesident  Magistrates,  or 
Orange  land'  agents,  bring  forward  one 
or  two  flimsy  witnesses  whose  evidence  is 
quite  enough  to  get  a  man  sent  to  trial, 
and  that  at  the  trial  a  whole  body  of 
really  substantial  witnesses  are  sprung 
upon  the  accused.  This  is  what  we  desire 
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to  prevent.  We  wish  to  prevent  you,  after 
a  man  has  been  committed  for  trial, 
taking  privately  other  witnesses,  be- 
cause it  is  perfectly  obvious  that  the 
prisoner  will  have  no  opportunity  what- 
ever to  examine  or  cross-examine  those 
witnesses  imtil  he  stands  in  the  dock 
and  takes  his  trial,  possibly  before  a 
Northern  Orange  jury.  I  suppose  this 
Committee  assumes  that  the  accused,  by 
himself  or  solicitor,  is  entitled  to  see 
and  examine  witnesses.  I  recollect  a 
civil  case  in  which  the  plaintiff  was  a 
gentleman  of  very  infamous  name  and 
character — ^Mr.  Qeorge  Bolton.  He  not 
only  robbed  his  wife  of  a  large  sum  of 
money,  but  he  also  had  the  distinguished 
record  of  having  seduced  her  servant 
girl  of  20  years  of  age.  His  conduct 
was  severely  reported  upon  by  an  Eng- 
lish Judc;e ;  but,  in  spite  of  his  pecca- 
dilloes, he  retained  three  Government 
offices — I  recollect  a  case  in  which  this 
gentleman  was  plaintiff,  and  Mr.  W. 
O^Brien  defendant ;  the  case  was  sent  by 
the  Queen's  Bench  to  be  tried  before  an 
Orange  jury  in  Antrim.  I  wished  to 
examine  one  of  the  witnesses  for  the 
defence  ;  but  this  witness,  however,  I 
found  guarded  by  a  number  of  police- 
men. In  attempting  to  take  the  evidene 
of  this  witness  I  was  arrested  and 
brought  to  gaol.  Now,  this  was  a  civil 
proceeding;  Mr.  W.  O'Brien  was  charged 
with  no  offence  except  the  offence  of 
having  said  the  truth  as  to  this  infamous 
blackguard,  who  still  retained  three  Go- 
vernment offices.  I  wonder  whether 
the  Committee  really  knows  in  what 
manner  Grown  witnesses  are  dealt  with 
in  Ireland.  A  Crown  witness— especially 
if  he  is  an  informer — is  taken  outside 
Dublin  and  kept  there,  provided  with 
pocket  money.  The  Crown  officials  go 
out  from  time  to  time  to  teach  him  the 
story  he  is  to  tell  in  the  witness-box,  and 
no  one  sees  that  witness  until  he  is  pro- 
duced in  Court  under  escort.  These  are 
the  reasons  why  we  think  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Anderson)  should  be  adopted,  and 
I  must  say  that  the  reply  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  was  not,  to  say  the  least  of  it, 
very  ingenuous. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
think  the  Committee  would  be  well  ad- 
vised to  refer  again  to  the  second  Pro- 
viso inserted.  The  language  of  that 
Froviflo  <Hily  means  the  cose  ol  a  person 


returned  for  trial,  and  I  think  we  are  very 
much  obliged  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  moved  this  Amendment 
(Mr.  Anderson)  for  calling  attention  to 
the  utterly  unprotected  state  of  a  person 
accused  of  crime  and  tried  summarily 
for  what  is  not  an  indictable  offence. 
Now,  in  that  Proviso,  if  a  man  Is  sent 
forward  to  be    defended  by  an    able 
counsel,  before  a  Judge  who  would  be 
certain,  or  who  it  is  presumed  would  be 
certain,  to  see  that  the  man  cot  fair  play, 
copies  of  the  depositions  taken  in  secret 
would  be  handed  to  the  counsel;  but 
where  he  is  to  be  tried  summarily,  pre- 
sumably without  the  advice  of  counsel — 
where  he  is  to  be  tried  having  only  such 
legal  assistance  as  may  be  at  hand  at 
very  distant  parts  of  the  country — no 
provision  is  made  for  handing  the  depo* 
sitions  over.    I  would  now,  at  this  stage 
even,  ask  the  Government  whether  they 
intend  that  a  person  should  be  charged, 
tried,  and  sentenced  for  what  is  really  au 
indictable  offence  without  having  at  his 
trial  every  means  of  defending  himself 
properly  r    The  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  one  which  ought 
to  appeal  with  double  force  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland ;  for  he  said,  when 
we  asked  that  prisoners  should  be  sup- 
plied with  copies  of  the  depositions — *  *  Re- 
member, if  you  do  get  them,  that  we  also 
will  have  the  right  to  use  them  for  the 
purpose  of  cross-examining  the  witness 
if  he  goes  back  on  his  statement."    He 
did  not  exactly  put  it  in  these  words, 
but  he  meant  what  is  sauce  for  the  goose 
is  sauce  for  the  gander.  I  ask  theBepre- 
sentatives  of  the  Crown  whether  they 
will,  on  report  even,  agree  to  give  a  pri 
soner  tried  summarily  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  the   depositions?    I  think  that 
would  go  a  long  way  to  meet  the  case 
which  the   hon.  and    learned    Gentle- 
man  (Mr.  Anderson)  has  put  forward. 
I  think  the  Committee  will  agree  that 
a  prisoner  tried  summarily  should  have 
the  same  rights  as  if  he  were  tried  at 
Assize  before  a  Judge  and  jury,  and  his 
counsel  was  provided  for   his   defence. 
There  are  cases — and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  very  properly  mentioned  them 
— in  which  witnesses  are  brought  forward 
against  the  accused  whose  depositions 
have  not  been  taken  in  his  presence,  of 
whose  statements  he  knows  nothing,  and 
whom  ho  has  had  no  opportunity  of  ex- 
amining.    There  are  cases  frequently 
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happening  in  which,  in  consequence 
of  some  charge  against  the  witnesses 
themselves,  they  are  not  accessible  or 
are  actually  kept  in  custody,  very  often 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  them  being 
spoken  to  by  others  upon  the  case.  I 
submit  that  for  all  these  reasons  some 
assurance  should  be  given  us  that  the 
Government  will,  at  least,  accept  the 
spirit  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle 
man's  Amendment. 

OoLONBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  Up 
to  the  present  time  the  debate  upon  this 
Amendment  has  been  conducted  exclu- 
sively by  legal  Gentlemen.  I  think  it 
will  be  acknowledged  that  we  have  been 
treated  to  some  pretty  fencing  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes).  Certainly 
that  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
confused  me,  and  I  have  no  doubt  he 
confused  a  great  many  hon.  Members  on 
his  own  side  of  the  House.  The  ordinary 
spirit  of  all  English  law,  even  of  a  court 
martial,  is  that  the  defence  should  be 
placed,  at  least,  on  an  equality  with  the 
prosecution ;  that  the  defence  should 
have  the  same  power  of  knowing  what 
is  going  on  as  the  prosecution.  That 
is  obviously  fair.  In  a  good  many  cases, 
certainly  in  most  murder  cases,  counsel 
for  the  prosecution  even  go  further,  they 
even  show  their  brief  to  the  defence,  and 
do  not  expect  the  defence  to  show  their 
brief  to  them.  Under  this  clause  the 
Government  will  be  able  to  see  all  the 
witnesses  they  want  and  examine  them 
secretly ;  but  the  defence  will  not  know 
witnesses  have  been  examined.  In  this  way 
the  prosecution  will  possess  an  enormous 
advantage  over  the  defence.  Now,  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Elgin 
and  Nairn  (Mr.  Anderson)  proposes  an 
Amendment  which  will  put  the  defence 
again  upon  an  equality  with  the  prose- 
cution. In  reply  to  the  Amendment  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  made  a  very  clever  speech, 
but  I  think  it  was  more  ingenious  than 
clever.  He  said — **  Oh,  yes  ;  you  are  on 
an  equality.  Under  the  present  circum- 
stances, witnesses  are  taken  up  before 
magistrates  before  trial,  and  the  defence 
can  cross-examine  the  witnesses.''  But, 
as  was  very  properly  pointed  out  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Elgin  and 
Nairn,  the  case  is  quite  changed,  be- 
cause the  whole  object  of  this  Bill  is  to 
hand  over  the  trial  from  a  jury  to  a 
loagistrate.  What  we  contend,  and  what 
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no  doubt  is  the  fact,  is  that,  besides 
transferring  these  cases  from  a  jury  to  a 
magistrate,  you  are  obtaining  a  most  un- 
fair advantage  in  gettinghold  of  witnesses 
beforehand,  and  having  an  opportunity 
of  taking  down  their  evidence,  while  the 
defence  are  in  utter  ignorance  as  to  the 
evidence  of  which  you  are  possessed.  I 
can  certainly  see  what  the  custom  in 
Ireland  will  be.  A  great  many  witnesses, 
after  being  examined,  will  say  no  more 
about  their  examination,  and  the  defence 
will  never  know  that  these  witnesses 
have  been  examined  at  all  until  they  are 
brought  up  in  Court,  unless  some  safe- 
guard such  as  this  Amendment  provides 
is  adopted.  Now,  I  think  that  in  com- 
mon fairness  the  Government  ought  to 
introduce  some  provision  by  which  the 
defence  will  be  once  more  restored  to  an 
equality  with  the  prosecution,  and  will 
be  able  to  know  before  the  trial  what 
are  the  depositions  of  the  witnesses,  and 
will  have  an  opportunity  of  calling  the 
witnesses  and  cross-examining  them.  I 
support  this  Amendment,  because  I  think 
that  without  it  you  are  departing  from 
the  ordinary  principles  of  English  law 
in  not  allowing  the  defence  the  same 
advantages  which  you  allow  to  the 
prosecution. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALT  (Cork): 
What  we  want  to  have  done,  Mr. 
Courtney,  is  this — in  the  case  of  all  wit- 
nesses examined  for  the  prosecution  the 
solicitor  for  the  defence  ought,  some 
time  before  the  trial  takes  place,  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  cross-examining  them 
and  ascertaining  what  they  have  to  say. 
But,  as  soon  as  this  is  proposed,  the  right 
hon.and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, with  a  great  air  of  triumph.pounces 
on  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Elgin  and  Nairn  (Mr.  An- 
derson), and  charges  him  with  knowing 
nothing  at  all  about  what  he  is  speaking 
of,  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman goes  on  to  say  that  the  existing 
law  ^ives  the  solicitor  to  the  prisoner  all 
the  rights  and  powers  which  the  Amend- 
ment asks  for.  But  what  is  the  fact  ? 
We  proposed,  in  an  earlier  Amendment 
to  this  ^ill,  that  the  power  of  holding 
secret  inquiries  under  this  clause  should 
cease  the  moment  any  man  was  made 
amenable — that  once  a  prisoner  had 
been  arrested  and  charged  with  the 
offence,  there  and  then  any  further  ex* 
amination  of  witnesses  should  take  place 
in  the  ordinary  way  in  the  presence  of 


369 


Criminal  Law 


{May  17,  1887}     Amendmni  {Irekni)  Bill.     370 


the  prisoner,  and  that  once  the  prisoner 
was  arrested,  all  power  of  seoret  inquiry 
under  this  clause  should  cease.  The 
GK)yemment  refused  that  Amendment. 
They  insisted  on  keeping  in  their  hands 
the  power  of  holding  a  secret  inquiry 
at  any  moment  down  to  the  trial  of  the 
prisoner ;  and  now  we  may  have  this 
state  of  affairs  arise,  that  this  secret 
inquiry  may  be  held  long  after  the  pri- 
soner has  been  returned  for  trial.  Fresh 
witnesses  may  be  obtained  whom  he  may 
have  no  opportunity  of  cross-examining 
at  all.  The  Goyernment  have  delibe- 
rately reserved  to  themselves  this  power 
of  getting  fresh  witnesses,  and  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  has  the  audacity — ^for  I  can  de- 
scribe his  conduct  in  no  other  terms — to 
get  up  and  tell  the  House  that  the  pri- 
soner would  under  the  existing  law 
have  this  power  which  it  is  proposed 
to  confer  by  the  present  Amend- 
ment. Now,  Mr.  Courtney,  let  there 
be  no  mistake  about  this  matter.  It 
is  quite  conceivable  that  sufficient  evi- 
dence might  be  obtained  aeainst  a 
prisoner  to  return  him  for  trial.  It  is 
quite  possible  that  on  the  evidence  so 
obtained  the  prisoner  might  be  returned 
for  trial,  and  that  after  he  had  been  so 
returned  for  trial  the  Government  might, 
by  means  of  the  machinery  of  this  clause, 
find  it  in  their  power  to  eet  fresh  evi- 
dence, and  to  nave  fresn  witnesses 
whose  evidence  might  be  of  the  most 
vital  and  material  nature,  and  the 
prisoner's  solicitor  and  counsel  might  not 
have  the  smallest  opportunity  of  cross- 
examination.  That  being  so,  is  it  not 
monstrous  that  when  we  propose  that, 
should  this  clause  be  oppressive  and 
effective  in  that  manner,  the  prisoner's 
solicitor  should  have  the  right  of  having 
these  witnesses  before  him  and  of  cross- 
examining  them,  so  as  to  know  exactly 
what  they  have  got  to  say — is  it  not 
monstrous,  I  ask,  that  when  we  propose 
this  the  Irish  Attorney  General  should 
get  up  and  say  we  have  such  a  power 
already?  I  tell  him  we  have  no  such 
power.  Like  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  himself.  I  have  been  con- 
cerned in  a  number  of  cases  in  which, 
Biibsequently  to  the  prisoner  being  re- 
turned for  trial,  most  important  witnesses 
have  been  obtained,  and  under  the  ex- 
isting law  there  is  no  machinery  what- 
ever for  enabling  the  evidence  to  be 
aifted  by  any  oroM-ezamination  on  the 


part  of  the  solicitor  of  the  prisoner* 
I  was  defending  a  prisoner  on  a  charge 
of  murder,  and  almost  on  the  eve  of  the 
trial,  three  months  after  the  prisoner  had 
been  returned  for  trial,  evidence  of  the 
most  vital  and  important  nature  was 
ffiven  by  a  fresh  witness  never  examined 
before,  and  the  prisoner  had  to  go  to  the 
trial  on  this  awful  charge  without  his 
solicitor  having  had  the  smallest  op- 
portunity of  testing  the  value  of  that 
evidence  and  sifting  it  in  the  manner  in 
which  cross-examination  alone  would 
enable  us  to  sift  it.  Is  it  fair  that  when 
we  get  up  and  make  this  most  reason- 
able demand,  that  in  cases  where  the 
action  of  this  clause  allows — after  the 
prisoner  has  been  returned  for  trial — the 
acquisition  of  some  fresh  evidence  by 
means  of  this  secret  inquiry — is  it  fair 
that  when  we  ask  that  these  new 
witnesses  shall  be  offered  for  cross- 
examination  we  should  be  met,  first,  by 
a  really  uncandid  statement  of  what  the 
existing  law  is,  and  secondly  by  a  direct 
negative  of  the  Amendment  ?  It  is  a 
most  unfair  proceeding,  and  I  challenge 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  to  get 
up  and  say  that  the  state  of  things  I 
have  suggested  is  not  possible,  and  to 
say  whether  in  fact  if  the  clause  be 
passed  in  its  present  shape  it  is  not 
merely  possible  but  probable.  What  is 
the  value  of  this  secret  inquiry  unless  it 
tends  to  get  fresh  witnesses  ?  Why  do 
the  Government  retain  the  power  of 
continuing  these  secret  inquiries  after 
the  prisoner  has  been  returned  for  trial, 
and  up  to  the  very  moment  of  trial,  un- 
less in  the  meantime  they  hope  to  be 
enabled  to  get  fresh  witnesses  not  ex- 
amimed  before,  and  whom,  therefore, 
the  prisoner's  solicitor  has  had  no  op- 
portunity of  cross-examining?  I  quite 
grant  that  in  an  ordinary  case,  where 
all  the  witnesses  are  known  to  the  Crown 
at  the  time  of  the  examination  before  a 
magistrate— I  quite  grant  that  what 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  says  is  right,  because,  of  course, 
in  that  case  the  prisoner's  solicitor  might 
have  an  opportunity  of  cross-exami- 
nation. But  the  point  is,  that,  under  this 
clause,  a  fresh  machinery  is  provided  for 
finding  fresh  witnesses,  even  up  to  the 
moment  of  the  trial.  Let  us  have  a 
clear  understanding  on  this  matter.  Do 
the  Government  insist  that  the  prisoner 
will  have  to  go  into  Court  without  any . 
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opportunity  of  cross-examination  ?  Do 
they  insist  that  in  cases  of  the  very 
ffravest  kind  where  a  man's  life  and 
Bberty  are  concerned  in  the  most  serious 
manner,  the  prisoner  shall  take  his  trial 
and  place  himself  on  his  countrymen 
without  any  opportunity  of  sifting  the 
witnesses  who  are  sworn  to  give  fresh 
evidence?  Such  a  proceeding  is  unfair 
in  the  highest  degree.  The  Amendment 
is  most  necessary  and  most  cogent,  and 
I  do  trust  that  some  further  concession 
will  be  made  by' the  Gbyemment. 

Mr.  STOEEY  (Sunderland) :  I  have 
not  heretofore  intervened  in  these  dis- 
cussions, Mr.  Oourtney,  but  I  wish  to 
say  a  word  on  this  point  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  (Sir  Bichard 
Webster),  who,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  has 
not  been  in  the  House  for  a  while.  I 
have  been  a  good  deal  absent  from  the 
House  of  late  myself,  having  been  un- 
well ;  but  I  sat  in  the  country  puzzling 
myself  as  to  how  it  was  that  the  Go- 
vernment got  on  so  slowly  with  their 
Bill.  But  I  have  now  discovered  the 
reason  I  and  it  is  this — that  when  a  blot 
in  the  Bill  is  pointed  out  to  them,  they 
do  not  in  a  common-sense  English  way 
admit  the  blot,  and  try  to  get  rid  of  it ; 
but  they  leave  it  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  to  utter  the 
most  disingenuous  observations.  I  see 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  England  present,  and  he  does  not 
seem  to  agree  with  my  criticism  upon 
his  Irish  OoUeague.  Well,  I  am  an 
Englishman  myself,  and  so  is  he,  and  I 
will  put  to  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  for  England  the  case 
which  has  been  made  out.  I  do  not 
quite  agree  with  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Elgin  and  Nairn 
(Mr.  Anderson).  He  seemed  to  argue, 
at  first,  that  all  prisoners  under  this 
clause  would  not  have  the  opportunity 
of  seeing  the  depositions ;  but  he  after- 
wards, on  consideration,  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  in  cases  that  were  sent 
for  trial  the  prisoner  and  his  solicitor 
would  see  the  depositions.  Well,  the 
point  I  want  to  put  is — that  under  this 
Bill  you  are  going  to  try  a  number  of 
prisoners  summarily,  who,  under  the 
general  law,  would  be  tried  in  a  Superior 
Court.  Now,  before  a  trial  in  a  Su- 
perior Gourt  there  would  be  a  prelimi- 
nary examination  before  a  magistrate, 
and  a  cross-examination  by  the  prisoner's 
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representative.    Well,  now,  Mr  Court- 
ney, I  have  sat  in  a  Court  myself  and 
taken  a  good  many  of  these  depositions, 
and  I  have  noticed  one  thing,  that  the 
deposition  as  sot  out  by  the  witness  upon 
his  examination  in  chief  is  one  thing ; 
but  the  deposition  when  it  finally  took 
shape  after  cross-examination  by  the 
prisoner's  solicitor,  and  after  re-exami- 
nation, was  entirely  a  different  thing. 
Well,  now  you  say  that  the  deposition 
would  be  handed  to  the  accused.   What 
deposition  ?  A  deposition  without  cross- 
examination  ?    What  is  cross-examina- 
tion for  ?    Why,  I  have  known  20  cases 
where,  by  cross- examination,  most  valu- 
able   hints    have    been    g^ven    to  the 
prisoner  for  use  at  the  trial.    But  here 
is  a  man  not  going  to  have  two  chances 
— he  is  going  to  have  only  one  chance. 
He  is  to  be  tried  before  two  magistrates, 
perhaps  not  very  much  to  be  depended 
upon  for  justice  to  him.    He  is  to  be 
tried  before  them,  and  he  is  to  be  con- 
fronted by  witnesses  whom  he  has  never 
before  had    the  opportunity  of  cross- 
examining,  and  from  whom  therefore  he 
could  not  get  the  valuable  hints  which 
he  might  have  used  at  his  trial.     He  is 
therefore  to  be  worse  off  than  under  the 
ordinary  law.    Is  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  England  going  to 
make  these  men  worse  off?    That  is  not 
fair.  I  will  .make  a  suggestion  to  the 
Government.   I  hope  that  they  will  in 
some    degree    accept  the  Amendment 
proposed.   I  want  to  get  this  Bill  out  of 
the  way.   I  am  not  an  Irish  Member ;  I 
am  an  English  Member,  and  I  am  utterly 
sick  of  this  Bill,  and  of  the  Government 
which  is  proposing  it.     I  do  not  know 
whether  they  have  noticed  it  or  not,  but 
I  have  never  taken  the  trouble  to  come 
and  oppose  them.    I  want  them  to  get 
their  Bill,  and  use  it  from  my  point  of 
view.    I  am  not  opposing  them  now, 
but  I  suggest  that  they  should  put  these 
people  in  the  same  position  that  they 
would  be  in  if  they  were  going  to  be 
tried  in  a  Superior  Court.     For  that 
purpose  they  might  give  them  the  right 
to  see  and  cross-examine  the  witnesses 
before  the  trial,  so  that  they  might  get 
the  same  valuable  hints  for  their  guid- 
ance which  they  would  under  the  ordi- 
nary law.    My  suggestion  is,  that  they 
should  take  the  Amendment,  and,  after 
the  word  *'  charge,"  should  insert  the 
words  "  whore    the     case    is    to    be 
dealt    with    summarily."    limit    the 
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Amendment  to  that.  Then  I  would 
alter  the  10  days.  I  think  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  admit 
that  it  is  not  possible  in  all  cases  to  keep 
to  that.  The  prosecution  might  get  im- 
portant evidence  three  days  before  the 
trial,  and  would  be  precluded  from 
bringing  it  in,  or  else  would  have  to 
adjourn  the  trial,  and  would  suggest  that 
he  limits  the  number  of  days  to  three. 
I  would  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General  if  in  England  that  would  not 
be  reckoned  a  fair  thing?  If  so,I  beg  him, 
as  an  Englishman,  proud  of  English  Law, 
to  do  the  same  thing  in  Ireland.  I  beg 
to  move  as  an  Amendment  to  the 
Amendment,  the  insertion  of  the  words 
**  where  the  case  is  to  be  dealt  with 
summarily,''  after  the  word  "  charge." 
If  that  is  carried,  I  will  move  to  strike 
out  "ten,"  and  insert  "three." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said 
proposed  Amendment,  after  the  word 
"charge,"  to  insert  the  words  "where 
the  case  is  to  be  dealt  with  summarily." 
— {Mr.  Storey.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted  in  the  proposed 
Amendment." 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  This 
Amendment  is  exceedingly  important, 
Mr.  Courtney.  In  the  important  speech  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land (Mr.  Storey),  he  almost  understated 
the  strength  of  our  case,  and  has  not  yet 
fully  appreciated  the  injustice  which  is 
to  be  aone.  He  seemed  to  think  the 
only  injustice  to  be  done  to  the  prisoner 
would  be  that  he  would  be  denied  the 
opportunity  of  cross-examining  the  wit- 
nesses before  his  trial.  But  that  is  not 
at  all  what  is  complained  of.  What  we 
complain  of  is  this,  that  under  the 
action  of  this  clause,  in  a  case  where  a 
prisoner  would  be  tried  before  a  Court 
of  Summary  Jurisdiction,  and  who 
would  otherwise  be  brought  before  a 
Judge  and  a  jury  under  an  indictment, 
he  would  be  brought  face  to  face  in 
Court  with  the  witnesses,  and  would 
have  no  opportunity  of  knowing  what 
evidence  they  were  going  to  give  at  all. 
Not  only  would  he  have  no  opportunity 
of  cross-examining  them  and  altering 
their  depositions,  but  he  would  not  know 
until  they  were  produced  what  the  class 
of  evidence  was — he  would  not  have  the 
least  inkling  or  idea  of  it.  That  is  a 
maoh  stronger  oaee  than  even  the  hon. 


Member  for  Sunderland  has  submitted. 
And  not  only  is  that  the  case,  but  the 
prisoner  would,  by  the  operation  of  these 
clauses,  be  deprived  at  one  and  the  same 
time  of  the  protection  of  a  jury,  and  also 
of  certain  rights  which  he  would  have 
had  if  he  was  going  before  a  jury.  He 
would  not  only  be  committed  to  the 
tender  mercies  of  a  Court  of  Summary 
Jurisdiction,  but  he  would  be  handed 
over  deprived  of  certain  facilities  for  de- 
fence which  he  would  have  had  before  a 
jury.  A  stronger  case  of  injustice  cannot 
possibly  be  made  out.  What  we  cannot 
understand  is,  what  is  the  motive  of  the 
Government  in  refusing  an  Amendment 
of  this  kind  ?  Do  they  want  it  to  go 
farther  than  that  in  these  cases  of  sum« 
mary  jurisdiction?  So  great  is  their 
greed  to  get  convictions  that  they  will 
not  allow  a  man  the  common  ordinary 
means  of  defence.  Do  they  not  know 
perfectly  well  that  in  many  cases  a  poor 
man  may  not  be  able  to  get  the  assist- 
ance of  counsel  ?  I  am  not  at  all  sure 
that  even  another  and  more  serious  dis* 
ability  will  not  be  placed  on  them. 
We  know  that  in  the  case  of  some  of 
these  poor  people  it  is  the  custom  of  the 
Judge  to  rule  that  they  shall  have 
assigned  to  them  professional  assistance 
at  the  expense  of  the  Crown,  where  they 
cannot  themselves  pay  for  it.  So  far  as 
we  have  gone  in  the  Bill,  we  do  not 
know  but  what  the  prisoner  is  to  be 
handed  over  to  to  this  Court  deprived  of 
the  protection  of  a  jury,  deprived  of  the 
knowledge  he  would  have  before  a  jury 
of  the  character  of  the  evidence  against 
him,  and  deprived  also,  if  a  poor  man, 
of  the  assistance  which  it  is  the  universal 
custom  of  Criminal  Courts  to  afford  to 
poor  men  brought  for  trial.  I  want  to 
ask,  is  the  attitude  of  the  Gt)vernment 
in  this  a  fair  and  reasonable  one  ?  What 
do  they  want  to  do  ?  Do  they  want  to 
convict  innocent  or  guilty  men  ?  If 
they  do  not  want  to  convict  innocent 
men,  why  do  they  deny  us  a  simple, 
reasonable,  and  unobjectionable  means  of 
placing  men  in  the  same  position  and 
giving  them  the  same  advantages  to  get 
up  their  defence  that  they  would  have  if 
the  ordinary  course  of  law  had  been 
followed  ?  Now,  Sir,  I  wish  to  point  out 
also  that  here  we  have  been  for  nearly 
an  hour  debating  a  most  important 
Amendment,  and  during  the  whole 
course  of  that  hour  not  one  single  at- 
tempt at  an  argument  has  been  used 


876 


Criminal  Law 


{COMMONS}      AiMniwmt  {Ireland)  BiU,    876 


from  the  Benches  opposite  to  show  why 
the  AmendmeDt  should  not  be  adopted. 
We  have  heard  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ireland 
getting  up  and  making  a  most  prepos- 
terous  sneer  at  the  legal  knowledge  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Elgin  and  Nairn,  who 
moved  the  Amendment,  and  who  knows 
just  as  much  of  the  law  as  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
That  may  be  very  amusing  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland ;  but  such  a  line  of  conduct,  ac- 
cording to  my  experience,  invariably  and 
inevitably  leads  to  waste  of  time,  because 
where  one  side  think  that  an  Amend- 
ment is  important,  and  the  Government 
treat  their  arguments  with  absolute  con- 
tempt, and  do  not  even  take  the  trouble 
of  endeavouring  to  reply  to  them,  it  is 
not  to  be  wondered  at  that  supporters  of 
the  Amendment  should  try  whether  they 
cannot  compel  some  concession. 

Mb.  ANDEESON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
I  wish  only  to  say,  Mr.  Courtney,  that  I 
hope  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Mr.  Storey)  will  not  press  his  Amend- 
ment, for  I  think  it  would  spoil  the 
effect  of  my  Amendment,  the  purpose  of 
which  is  most  important,  not  only  with 
regard  to  summary  convictions,  but  also 
with  regard  to  trials. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
on  the  pounce ;  but  I  think  it  would  be 
unfit  to  have  this  discussion  closed  by 
the  cloture,  though  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman looks  like  it.  We  have  had  from 
the  Government,  I  may  say,  not  one 
single  word  of  argument  in  this  discus- 
sion ;  but  I  do  think,  with  regard  to  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sunderland  (Mr.  Storey),  that  we  are 
entitled  to  some  answer.  I  will  say  no 
more  than  that ;  and  if  the  Government 
like  they  can  now  move  the  cloture. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  TTyrone,  Mid) : 
I  think,  Mr.  Oourtney,  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sunderland 
would  have  the  effect  of  injuring  the 
original  Amendment;  because,  while 
the  original  Amendment,  as  it  stands, 
applies  not  only  to  cases  of  summary 
junsdiction,  but  to  oases  for  trial  at  the 
Assizes  and  at  the  Quarter  Sessions  as 
well,  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  would  confine  the 
protection  proposed  to  be  afforded  to 
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cases  of  summary  jurisdiction  alone. 
Now,  Sir,  I  think  it  is  quite  necessary 
to  protect  persons  who  are  returned  for 
trial  at  the  Assizes  from  haviag  wit- 
nesses brought  up  against  them  at  the 
trial  without  previous  notice.  There- 
fore, Sir,  I  would  respectfully  suggest 
to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sunderland  that  he  would  allow  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Elgin  and  Nairn  (Mr. 
Anderson)  to  go  as  it  stands,  and  to  be 
decided  on  its  merits ;  and  I  hope,  Sir, 
that  even  now,  after  this  discussion,  the 
Government  will  see  their  way  to  accept 
the  reasonableness  of  that  Amendment, 
which  is  really  brought  forward  for  the 
purpose  of  providing  that  persons  shall 
not  have  evidence  wUch  has  been  taken 
in  secret  produced  against  them  with- 
out any  previous  notice.  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
England  would  not  think  of  tolerating 
any  injustice  of  that  kind  in  this  coun- 
try ;  and  that  being  so,  why  should  he 
allow  the  possibility  of  its  being  carried 
on  in  Ireland?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  should  come  to  our 
protection  in  this  case,  and  save  us  from 
the  cock- sparrow  intellect  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland. 

Mb.  storey  :  I  moved  my  Amend- 
ment, Mr.  Oourtney,  for  this  reason. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
assured  us  that  in  all  cases  sent  for 
trial  the  prisoner,  or  his  representatives, 
would  have  the  opportunity  of  seeing 
the  witnesses  beforehand.  I  therefore 
proposed  my  Amendment  limiting  the 
original  Amendment  to  cases  dealt  with 
summarily.  Of  course,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  cannot  deny 
it,  or  he  would  have  done  so,  but  in 
these  cases  the  prisoner  who,  under  the 
ordinary  law,  would  have  a  chance  of 
seeing  the  depositions  beforehand,  will 
not  have  such  an  opportunity.  Under 
this  new  summary  jurisdiction  he  will 
not  have  the  chance  of  examining  the 
witnesses  beforehand.  To  that  proposi- 
tion of  mine,  and  to  the  speech  I  made 
in  support  of  it,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
does  not  do  me  the  compliment  of  say- 
ing a  single  word.  I  thank  him  for  lua 
courtesy,  and  I  can  assure  him  that  if 
that  is  the  way  in  which  the  Government 
propose  to  treat  independent  Members^ 
when  once  in  a  way  th^  think  fit  to  makei 
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a  suggestion,  there  is  a  strange  lack  of 
the  old  courtesies  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  think,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  can 
suggest  a  compromise,  which  I  would 
advise  mj  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Elgin  and  Nairn  (Mr.  Ander- 
son) to  accept.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  knows  very  well  that, 
according  to  the  Proviso  of  the  1st  sub- 
section of  this  Bill,  the  prisoner  is  en- 
titled to  a  copy  of  the  depositions  when 
returned  for  trial.  Does  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  see  any  ob- 
jection to  the  prisoner  getting  the  same 
thing  in  oases  of  summary  jurisdiction? 
[No  reply.]  I  really  think  that  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  is  going  be- 
yond all  bounds.  I  spoke  for  about  30 
seconds,  and  asked  a  Question,  I  hope 
in  courteous  language ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment are  absolutely  silent.  Under 
these  circumstances  we  certainly  must 
continue  the  discussion. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.) :  The  con- 
duct of  the  Government  makes  it  neces- 
sary that  we  should  take  some  course  of 
a  stronger  character.  I  therefore  beg  to 
move.  Sir,  that  you  do  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Dr,  Kenny,) 

The  FIRST  LOUD  op  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  I  must  appeal  to  hon. 
Members  opposite.  There  was  a  dis- 
tinct understanding  on  Friday  night, 
when  we  consented  to  report  Progress, 
that  we  should  really  make  progress  to- 
night. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Hear,  hear !  We 
will  give  you  the  clause  to-night.  We  are 
quite  agreeable. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  Questions  are 
answered  in  this  House,  but  they  re- 
quire to  be  answered  again  and  again, 
and  again.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Hbaly:  No.] 
The  fact  has  been  that,  during  the  course 
of  the  debate,  every  Question  raised  has 
been  disposed  of  over  and  over  again. 
I  am  aware  that  hon.  Gentlemen  oppose 
this  Bill  with  all  their  might.  [Mr. 
T.  M.  Hbaly:  Not  a  bit.]  But  it  is 
necessary  that  we  should  come  to  a  de- 
cision on  these  questions,  and  we  do  not 
want  to  answer  over  and  over  again 
matters  which  have  already  been  an- 
swered.   We  cannot  accept  the  Amend- 


ment, and  I  trust  that  hon.  Members 
will  now  be  content  to  go  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  We  are  quite 
willing  to  act  up  to  the  arrangement 
that  we  entered  into,  in  letter  and  spirit. 
We  are  prepared  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment the  clause  this  evening.  Knowing 
that  that  is  to  be  the  ultimate  issue,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  knows  that  we  are 
as  much  interested  as  he  is  in  bringing 
the  debate  to  as  early  a  close  as  possible. 
It  is  no  pleasure  to  us  to  sit  up  till  2  or 
3  o'clock  in  the  morning.  The  reason 
we  insist  in  worrying  the  Government 
with  this  Amendment,  is  that  we  think 
we  have  a  substantial  grievance,  and  we 
make  a  demand  for  a  reasonable  com- 
promise upon  it.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  been  so  much  in  the 
Committee  as  I  have,  and  I  quite  agree 
with  him,  that  one  of  the  points  raised 
has  been  discussed  before ;  that  in  my 
remarks  I  altogether  excluded  any  refe- 
rence to  the  point  already  discussed — 
and  raised  an  entirely  new  point.  Will 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
consent  to  apply  to  cases  which  are  to  be 
tried  summarily  the  same  privilege  of  a 
deposition  which  has  been  given  in 
cases  to  be  tried  before  a  superior 
Court  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  It 
is  impossible  that  we  should  make  this 
concession  in  the  matter  of  summary 
convictions,  and  for  the  reason  that  it  is 
entirely  foreign  to  the  law  of  both  Eng- 
land and  Ireland.  The  reason  why  the 
concession  was  made  with  regard  to 
trials  by  juiy  was  that  there  would  be  a 
hearing  before  committal,  and  it  was 
thought  right  that  the  previous  state* 
ments  made  by  the  witnesses  should  be 
in  the  hands  of  those  who  defended  as 
well  as  those  who  prosecuted  at  the 
trial,  in  order,  that  if  those  witnesses 
went  back  from  the  statements  they  had 
made,  counsel  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  cross-examining  them.  That 
has  no  application,  however,  and  is  en- 
tirely foreign  to  cases  of  summary  con- 
viction. 

Mr.  ANDERSON:  No  reason  has 
been  given  by  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  for  opposing  this  Amend- 
ment. He  talks  about  something  being 
entirely  foreign  to  summary  jurisdiction, 
but  he  forgets  that  the  Government  are 
introducing  a  foreign  inquisition,  f  Criee 
of  "Divide!"]      You    may   call   out 
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"  Divide,"  but  I  shall  continue  this  dis- 
cussion— 

The  chairman  :  The  Question  now 
before  the  Committee  is  the  Question  of 
reporting  Progress. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  I  would 
suggest  to  my  hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Kenny) 
that  he  should  withdraw  the  Motion  to 
report  Progress,  so  that  we  can  continue 
the  discussion. 

Db.  KENNY :  I  beg  leave  to  with- 
draw my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
I  will  not  detain  the  Committee  long, 
but  I  must  say  that  it  is  irritating  to  be 
told  that  we  have  been  occupying  time 
about  a  frivolous  Amendment.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  tells  us 
that  we  are  introducing  into  this  discus- 
sion a  foreign  question.  Well,  I  pro- 
test, and  I  hope  we  shall  all  protest  to 
the  last  against  the  introduction  of  the 
foreign  and  hateful  provisions  of  this 
clause. 

Question,  ''That  those  words  be  in- 
serted in  the  proposed  Amendment," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Question  put, 

<*  That  the  words,  <  In  case  of  its  being 
intended  to  call  any  witness  examined  under 
this  section  in  support  of  a  criminal  charge, 
notice  thereof  ^all  be  given  to  the  accused 
ten  days  before  the  trial  or  hearing.  The 
accused,  by  himself  or  his  solicitor,  shall  be  en- 
titled to  see  and  examine  such  witness,  and  for 
this  purpose  t^all  be  entitled  to  call  for  the  pro- 
duction of  such  witness  at  any  time  and  mace 
in  the  proclaimed  district,  be  tiiere  added.'  " — 
(Mr,  Anderion.) 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  124; 
Noes  219  :  Majority  95. — (Div.  List, 
No.  146.) 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.)  : 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Government 
have  any  objection  to  the  next  Amend- 
ment that  stands  in  my  name.  I  beg  to 
move  it.    This  is  obstruction. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  at  end,  add—'*  Depositions  taken 
under  this  section  may  be  used  at  any  time  dur- 
ing the  trial  of  an  accused  person  by  the  accused 
or  his  advisers  for  the  purpose  of  cross-examina- 
tion or  comment  upon  discrepancies  or  contra- 
dictions, and  whether  such  cross-examination  or 
comment  relate  to  the  evidence  of  a  witness 
examined  at  such  inquiry,  or  otherwise.*' — 
{Mr.  T.  M,  Mealy.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr,  Anderson 
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Mb.  holmes  refused  to  accept  the 
Amendment. 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  beg  to  move 
the  next  Amendment  standing  in  my 
name — namely,  to  add  at  end  of 
page  2 — 

'*  The  provisions  of  the  Magistrates  Protec- 
tion Act  shall  not  apply*  to  any  magistrate  exer- 
cising powers  under  this  section." 

The  Government  have  been  telling  us 
all  along  that  if  the  magistrates  act  out 
of  their  jurisdiction,  or  improperly,  an 
action  can  always  lie  against  them.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Greneral 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  has  waxed 
eloquent  upon  the  actions  that  may  be 
brought  against  magistrates  if  they  act 
improperly,  or  out  of  their  jurisdiction. 
Now,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Oommittee  to  the  provisions  of  the  Magis- 
trates' Protection  Act.  The  measure 
was  passed  in  1849,  in  rather  a  dark 
period  of  British  law  in  regard  to  cri- 
minal matters.  The  1st  section  of  the 
Act  provides  that  any  action  against  a 
magistrate  must  be  Drought  as  a  test. 
That  is  a  beautiful  provision.  And  then 
you  must  allege  that  the  act  of  the  magis- 
trate of  which  you  complain  was  done 
maliciously  and  without  reasonable  cause. 
I  should  like  to  put  the  matter  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land, who  certainly — without  any  disre- 
spect to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Lreland — 
whose  ability  and  courtesy  I  am  glad  to  ac- 
knowledge— has  shown  us  great  courtesy. 
I  would  ask  him  how  he  would  like  to 
appear  in  an  action  in  which  it  would 
have  to  be  shown  that  the  act  was  done 
maliciously  and  without  reasonable  and 
probable  cause  ?  It  is  an  absurdity  to 
throw  on  a  man  the  necessity  of  proving 
that.  It  could  not  be  proved.  Nobody 
could  show  malice  on  the  part  of  the  ma- 
gistrate, and  nobody  could  show  that  his 
act  was  done  without  reasonable  and  pro- 
per cause.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  lot  Ireland  will  soon 
be  in  the  Queen's  Bench,  and  what  an 
amusing  thing  it  would  be  for  me  to 
argue  before  £um  that  Captain  Plunkett 
hflS  done  a  thing  without  reasonable  or 
probable  cause.  Why,  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  sling  his 
wig  at  me  at  such  an  extravagant  pro- 
position. He  would  assume — as  a  matter 
of  law — that  every  magistrate  did  act 
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with  reasonable  and  proper  cause. 
Another  section  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  proceedings  shall  not  be  taken  in 
respect  of  a  conviction,  or  order,  until 
after  the  conviction  or  order  has  been 
quashed.  Then  the  action  must  be 
started  within  six  months,  and  notice  of 
the  action  must  be  given  within  one 
month.  I  do  not  see  why  this  Magis- 
trates' Protection  Act,  which  is  38  years 
old,  should  apply.  As  the  Government 
have  been  going  on  all  along  on  the 
pretence  that  a  person  who  has  been 
wronged  will  have  his  action,  and  as 
they  have  provided  to  have  the  question 
which  the  witness  refuses  to  answer 
stated  in  the  warrant,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  whole  question  of  whether  the 
magistrate  has  done  an  illegal  act  or 
not  might  fairly  be  allowed  to  go  to  the 
jury.  I  do  trust  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances, the  Government  will  say  that 
the  Magistrates'  Protection  Act  shall 
not  apply.  As  all  the  men  who  will  be 
committed  under  this  section  will  pro- 
bably be  very  poor,  I  hope  the  Govern- 
ment will  see  their  way  to  denude  the 
magistrates  of  this  unfair  protection, 
which  was  created  before  such  legisla- 
tion as  that  now  before  us  was  ever 
dreamt  of.  English  Members  must  re- 
member that  the  cost  of  defending  these 
actions  will  be  paid  by  the  State.  It  is 
not  like  an  ordinary  case,  where  the  de- 
fendant has  to  defray  the  cost  out  of  his 
own  pocket.  If  an  action  is  brought 
against  a  magistrate  or  the  police  in  Ire- 
land, the  Government  pay  for  it.  Seeing, 
therefore,  that  the  Government  have  the 
purse  of  the  British  Treasury  at  their 
disposal,  and  that  the  magistrates  prac- 
tically cannot  suffer  for  any  tortious  act 
they  may  commit,  I  think  that  some- 
thing like  fair  play  should  be  granted  to 
those  who  claim  that  they  have  been 
unjustly  treated.  I  hope  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  see  their  way  to  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  at  end,  to  add — **  The  provimona 
of  the  Magistrates*  Protection  Act  shall  not 
apply  to  any  magistrate  exereising  powers 
under  this  section."— (ifr.  T,  M.  Healy,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
b(B  there  added." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
BioHABB  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  I 
have  listened  with  great  attention  to  the 
arj^uments   of  the   hon.  and   learned 


Member  (Mr.  T.  M.nealy),andl  amwill« 
ing,  I  am  sure,  to  follow  the  example  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes), 
and  to  answer  any  arguments  that  are  put 
before  me.  I  cannot  admit,  however,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has  given 
any  reason  why  an  exception  should  be 
made  in  this  case.     I  am  sure  it  was 
quite  unintentional  on  the    hon.    and 
learned  Member's  part,  but  I   do  not 
think  he  has  quite  clearly  brought  be- 
fore the  House  the  distinction  between 
the  two  cases  to  which  he  has  referred. 
If  the  magistrate  has  exercised  his  dis- 
cretion in   a  perfectly    hond  fide  way, 
acting,   at  the  same  time,  within  his 
jurisdiction,  the  Act  provides  that  he 
shall  not  be  held  liable.     If  he  has 
made    a    mistake,   malice    has    to    be 
proved  against  him.     If,  however,  the 
magistrate  has  acted  beyond  his  juris- 
diction, no  such  allegation  as  that  of 
reasonable  and  probable  cause  is  neces- 
sary.    This  was  not  an  Act  passed  for 
the  first   time  in  what  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  calls  the  dark  ages  of 
the  Criminal  Law.    It  was  a  measure 
amending  a  series  of  Acts,  which  went 
as    far    back   as    10    Charles  I.,    and 
43  Geo.  III.,  whereby  protection  was 
given  to    the   magistrates.      The    Act 
has  been   on   the  Statute  Book  since 
1849,   and  a  similar  Act  in  regard  to 
England  has  been  on  the  Statute  Book 
since  1848.    I  need  not  remind  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  that  there  has  been 
a  series  of  Coercion  Acts  in  which  the 
jurisdiction  of  magistrates  has  been  ex- 
tended.    I  do  not  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  able  to  produce  a 
single  case  in  which  injustice  has  been 
done  by  a  magistrate  acting  maliciously, 
or  outside  his  jurisdiction,  and  there  has 
been  a  failure  to  get  damages  or  justice. 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  can 
show  us  any  case  in  respect  of  which 
there  is  a  reason  why  magistrates  acting 
hond  fide  should  be  made  uable,  and  why 
magistrates  exceeding  their  jurisdiction 
should  not  be  subjected  to  the  same 
liability  as  under  the  existing  law,  I 
shall  be  glad  to  hear  it.     But  I  think 
that  no  such  case  has  been,  or  can  be, 
produced.    I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
make  any  alteration  in  the  law  in  the 
manner  proposed. 

Mb. MAURICE HEALY(Oork):  lam 
afraid  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard 
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Webster)    has    not    quite    accurately 
ffrasped    the    position    in    which    the 
Amendment  places  the  clause  in  the 
fkce  of  the  existing  law.     Now,  as  re- 
nrds  either  condition  of  magistrates — 
he,  on  the  one  hand,  who  acts  within  his 
jurisdiction,  and  he,  on  the  other  hand, 
who  acts  without  his  jurisdiction — which 
comes  under  the  influence  of  the  Jus- 
tices' Protection  Act,  I  think  I  can  show 
that  the  Government  have  either  not 
understood  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy), 
or  they  have  blindly  taken  an  altogether 
and  totally  wrong  view  of  the  matter.  As 
regards  the  first  section  of  the  Act,  I 
may  point  out  to  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  that  the  bulk  of  the  Eepre- 
sentatives  from  Ireland  has  kept  urging 
the  Government  that  the  section  should 
be  administered  by  trained  lawyers  only, 
and  not  by  every  person  incapable  and 
partially  capable  who  might  have  the 
good  fortune  to  get  appointed.    When 
trained  lawyers  are  appointed,  it  will  be 
auite  obvious  to  the  Government  that 
tnese  gentlemen  will  be  able,  because 
they  know  the  law,  to  act  within  their 
jurisdiction,  and  thus  a  great  number  of 
what  might  turn  out  to  be  very  serious 
mistakes  indeed,  committed  by  incom- 
petent persons,    would    be    altogether 
avoided.    It  is  my  opinion  that  when 
the  Government  can  take  upon  them- 
selves the  serious  responsibility  of  giving 
the  enormous  powers  under  this  section 
to  a  body  of  untrained  men,  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  be  prepared  to  provide 
that,  at  the  veiy  least,  the  men  who 
accept  the  powers  should  take  the  con- 
sequences of  their  own  ignorance.  Hon. 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House  have 
kept  asking  the  Government  that  the 
men  upon  whom  this  authority  is  to 
devolve  should  be  lawyers,   and  they 
have  proposed  Amendment  after  Amend- 
ment in  that  direction  without  apparent 
effect.  But  the  Government  have  thought 
fit  to  take  another  view  than  that  the 
enormous  and  tremendous  machinery  of 
this  clause  should  not  be  exercised  ex- 
cept by  some  persons  who  were    ac- 
quainted in  a  skilled  manner  with  the 
law,  and  they  have  steadily  refused  all 
our  Amendments  designed  to  destroy 
this  evil-bearing  blot.   The  Government 
see  perfectly  well  the  liabilities  of  the 
risks  which  will    be  run,   the    clause 
passing  in  its  present  shape,   in    the 
working  of  the  machinery  of  the  new 

.  M!r.  Maurice  Healy 


law,  and  yet  they  have  assurance  enough 
to  coolly  tell  us  now  that,  notwithstand- 
ing those  adverse  facts,  they  are  quite 
prepared  and  willing  to  protect  the  in- 
capable inquisitors,  so  long  as  they  are 
such,  whether  they  distinguish  them- 
selves by  making  mistakes  or  not.  When 
a  man  suffers  imprisonment  through  the 
incompetency  of  some  of  these  darlings  of 
the  Government,  it  will  be  comical  con- 
solation to  him   to  be    told    that  the 
Government  consider  the  erring  magis- 
trate   has    acted  within   his    jurisdic- 
tion, because,  practically,  the  ignoring 
of  the  error  amounts  to  that.    I  must 
repeat    most    strongly    that    it    is    a 
monstrous  thing  that  the  Government 
should  get  up  and  tell  this  House  and 
the  country,  that  if   the  captains  and 
colonels  of  Militia,  and  other  persons  of 
that  character,  in  Ireland,  who  happen 
to  be  the  agents  of  the  Government  for 
administering  coercion  commit  serious 
and  far-reaching    errors  of  judgment 
under  the  plain  law,  by  reason  of  their 
incompetency,  and  cause  to  be  improperly 
imprisoned  innocent  persons,  those  errors 
will  be  hoodwinked,  and  the  men  who 
are  guilty  of    them  will  have  thrown 
around  them  the  defending  shield  pro- 
vided by  this   Magistrates  Protection 
Act,  I  say  that  this  is  most  unfair.     I 
would  urge  on  the  Government  that  if 
they  are  determined  that  this  clause  is  to 
be  worked  by  untrained  persons — by  men 
ignorant  of  the  law,  instead  of  by  skilled 
lawyers — ^let  us  have  the  satisfaction  of 
knowing  that  the  gentlemen  exercising 
the  power  will  be  compelled  to  take  the 
consequences  of  their  own  ignorance  and 
malpractice,  and  will  be  liable  to  the 
same  consequences  as  other  persons  who 
make  similar  mistakes.    It  will  be  a 
most  unjust  thing  if  any  person,  who 
by  the  command  of  these  magistrates, 
wielding  their  authority  wrongfully  and 
ignorantly,  having  been  improperly  im- 
prisoned, is  prevented,  at  any  rate,  from 
taking  advantage  and  consolation  for 
gross  injury  from  whatever  poor  remedy 
he  may  have  in  an  action  at  law.    As  to 
the  second    branch    of   the    hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General's  argument,  I 
think  he  is  somewhat  incorrect  in  his 
notions  as  to  the  application  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Magistrates'  Protection 
Act.    The  Government,  in  this  case,  also 
have  committed  the  mistake  of  allowing 
after-evils  to  spring  up  as  a  result  of 
not  destroying  or  removing  or  modify* 
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ing  root-eyils.  The  Oovernment  have 
refused  the  Party  that  eits  on  these 
Benches  Amendments  aiming  at  enabling 
any  accused  persons  to  go  behind  the 
warrant,  in  order  that  the  true  facts 
might  be  reached  and  taken  advantage 
of — that  is  to  say,  as  a  matter  of  fact 
the  Government  will  not  allow  any  Court 
which  has  jurisdiction  in  these  matters 
to  go  into  exactly  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances of  the  case  and  what  exactly 
occurred.  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Government  Bench,  is  it  at  all  a  fair 
thing  to  throw  on  a  man,  placed  at 
enormous  disadvantages,  the  burdens 
which  the  Magistrates*  Protection  Act 
casts  upon  him.  First  of  all,  the  party 
conflicting  with  the  incompetent  adminis- 
trator will  have  to  show  cause  why  he  will 
have  to  set  aside  the  order  upon  which 
he  is  committed  before  he  can  take 
action  according  to  the  ordinary  law  of 
the  land.  Any  magistrate  of  ordinary 
capacity  and  knowledge  can  draw  a 
warrant  which,  on  the  face  of  it,  leaves 
him  always  within  jurisdiction.  We 
had  an  example  in  point,  the  other  day 
in  Ireland,  of  how  abuses  and  friction 
will  arise  under  this  clause  if  the  Go- 
vernment allow  it  to  remain  unaltered. 
In  the  case  of  the  Bev.  Father  Keller, 
the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  through  Judge 
Boyd,  committed  the  witness  (the  Hev. 
Father  Keller)  to  prison  for  refusing  to 
answer  certain  questions.  Now,  the  Act 
under  which  the  learned  Judge  com- 
mitted the  defendant  for  that  contumacy 
required  that  no  question  should  be  put 
to  a  witness,  except  such  questions  as  re- 
lated to  the  property  of  the  bankrupt 
whose  case  was  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Court.  If  anything  could  be 
plain,  it  was  plain,  from  the  warrant, 
that  the  questions  put  to  the  Eev. 
Father  Keller  had  no  relation  to  the 
property  of  the  bankrupt  at  all,  but  was 
simply  a  question  of  this  character — 
"  Whom  did  you  meet  in  the  town  hall 
at  Youghal  on  such  a  day  ?  "  Thus  the 
Oourt  decided  that  it  would  not  go 
behind  the  warrant,  and  held  that  it  lay 
on  the  person  being  questioned  to  show 
that  by  any  possibility  the  question  could 
be  relevant.  But  then,  any  Court  will 
throw  on  the  defendant  the  onus  of 
showing  that  the  questions  refused  to  be 
answered  are  questions  which  could  not 
possibly  be  relevant.  I  need  not  say 
that  it  would  be  practically  impossible 
in  eomiection  with  a  circumstance  in  a 

VOL.  OOOXV.    [thibd  sbbies.] 


case  like  this,  which  is  remote  and  pre« 
posterou8,to 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  say  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  I  am  unable  to  see 
the  relevancy  of  what  he  is  saying  to  the 
subject  under  debate. 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY  :  Sir,  I  will 
point  out  how  I  regard  what  I  have  said 
as  relevant.  I  am  now  arguing  that 
under  the  Magistrates'  Protection  Act 
before  any  person  can  bring  an  action  in 
respect  of  any  committal  to  prison  under 
this  section,  the  warrant  of  imprisonment 
should  first  be  set  aside.  Now,  having 
regard  to  the  form  of  the  warrant  it 
would  be  practically  impossible  to  get 
any  Court  to  do  any  such  thing.  I  think, 
Sir,  this  is  relevant.  To  me  it  does  not 
appear  to  be  at  all  fair  that  any  person 
sent  to  prison  under  this  section  should 
be  called  upon  first  to  set  aside  the  war- 
rant under  which  he  has  been  committed, 
because  in  practice  I  am  confidently  of 
opinion  that  any  such  thing  would  be 
absolutely  impossible.  In  a  word,  Sir, 
I  would  ask  the  Government  seriously  to 
consider  the  whole  bearing  of  this 
matter.  In  either  aspect  whether  on  the 
one  hand  in  the  case  where  the  magi- 
strate acts  within  his  jurisdiction,  or  on 
the  other  hand  in  the  case  where  the 
magistrate  acts  without  his  jurisdiction 
I  would  contend  that  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  is  a  fair  and 
reasonable  one.  It  would  be  quite  ob- 
vious to  every  unbiased  person,  that 
where  a  magistrate  exercises  such  enor- 
mous powers  of  authority  as  the  Govern- 
ment propose  to  extend  to  the  Irish 
magistrates,  the  shortcomings  and  errors 
and  offences  of  those  magistrates  should 
not  be  palliated  or  defended  on  the  plea 
that  the  offenders  not  being  trained  per-, 
sons  in  the  law,  are  not  responsible  for 
what  they  do.  All  we  want  is  that 
these  men  shall  be  responsible  for  what 
they  do.  It  will  be  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  appoint  capable  persons,  but  if 
it  should  happen  that  serious  mistakes 
occur,  it  will  be  decidedly  monstrous  that 
all  persons  concerned  shall  be  enabled 
to  escape  responsibility  for  their  wrong- 
doing. 

Db.  CLAEK  (Caithness) :  I  beg,  Sir, 
to  move  that  you  do  now  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  we  are  all  more  than  tired,  and 
if  we  do  not  get  home  we  shall  not  be 
in  a  very  fit  state  for  our  duties  to- 
morrow.   We  were    here   to  about   SI 
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o'clock  thia  morniitg,  and  now  it  ia  a  talkinff  about  a  matter  which  haa  already 

quarter  paat  I.    We  are  to  meet  to-  been  decided. 

morrow  at  12.  and  ae  I  underatand  the  Tub    CHAIRMAN  i    Doea  the  hen. 

GoTernmentintendtotakeotherBusineee  Member    for    Caithneas    withdraw    hia 

to  uight,  I  hope  the  Government  will  aee  Motion  to  report  Progrees  ? 

their  way  to  drop  this  debate  and  to  De.  CLABl^ :  Tea. 

allow  ue  to  proceed  with  the  remaining  Motion,  by  learo,  withdraten. 

Buainesa  on  the  Paper.    If  we  get  away  „     „  „  rrniTTr    ti 

by  2  o'clock  thia  morning  we  Sill  havl  ««■  J;  «•  HEALY:  I  h.r,  been  m 

tlien  only  10  hour,  between  thia  and  the  '»«  kabit  ot  eitting  hero  and  mmng 

meeting  of  the  House  to-morrow,  to  go  Amendmenla  for  yeara,  without  ohssra 

home,  sleep,  eat,  and  get  back  again.    I  from  either  Party  in  the  Houae ;  and  I 

would  earnostly  point  out  to  the  Sorem-  "^fi.  ao  long  as  I  remain  in  the  House, 

meat  that  there  iano  uae  of  coercing  the  >»  '•"."7  '»»•?  •»  *hoae  whom  I  repre- 

House  of  Commons  after  the  manner  in  "«'■  irreapecUve  of  the  opinion  of  any- 

Whioh  Ireland  ia  ooorced.  body  abore,  below,  behind,  or  alongside 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TEEA-  "'  '<"  Oangway     I  feel  considerable 

SUSY  (Mr.   W.   H.  Smith)   (Strand,  sympathy  with  the  offacera  of  the  House 

Westminster) :  I  must  say  to  the  hon.  °°  '""'J'  ""■  "P"™lly  with  yon.  Sir 

Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  at  ones  ("'•    Courtney)    who   always  do  your 

thatthoOorernmentcannotaaaentto  the  »"«  satisfactorily  and  fairly.     In  order 

proposal  to  report  Progrees.    There  is  ''«'  the  clause  may  be   got  through 

an  understanding  that  this  clause  ahall  fP««4!  ?■  P"h«ps  the  Governinent  will 

bo  disposed  of  to-night,  and  I  hope  that  >>!  ""'"B  •»  i?  aomething  of  the  nature 

there  will  be  little  longer  delay  in  bring-  ?'  •  eompromiae     Mr.  Oourtney,  per- 

ing  the  diaousaion  to  an  end.    Aa  to  the  ""P",  ?""  »'",  "i'","  "•  •»  ■»?  "">'• 

few   remaining  Amendments,   wo   will  •"»,?'?  »"*,  "'   deference   to   yourself 

atrire  to  get  through  them  as  quickly  as  "«1, 'ho  offlcors  of  the  Honae,  that  I 

possibls ;   and  I  aak    hon.   Gentleman  "'>"'''  *"  I";"  »'"■»?  <«  agree  with 

below  the  Gangway  to  aasist  us  in  that  "7  roaaonable  anggeation  from  the  Go- 

purpoae.  Temment  which  will  be  anything  of  the 

Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT:  I  said  early  in  character  of  a  settlement  in  regard  to 

the  evening  that,  so  far  aa  I  was  con-  f «   remaining   Amendments   on    this 

ZeliLXS/"""^'"^"'  "'""  T:^- CHIEF  8ECEErAEY.o.mE- 

Dtt.CLABK::  SJr.Isw  that  there  are  ^^    C^-  .■^-    J-   BaJTO'™)   (Mao- 

■bout  seyen  Amendments,  and  it  is  the  "leflter,  E.) :  As  to  the  few  remainiog 

most  likely  thing  in  the  world  that  we  Amendmente,  there  are  some  to  which 

may   be   here  until  3  or  4    o'clock  to-  the  Qovemment,  of  couree,  cannot  aa- 

morrow  morning    in  discuesing  them.  "^nt.     Aa  to  No    130    the  House  will 

[MinultHaUhter*.!     Perhaps  hon.  Gen-  °o*  'a''®  **>«?■  ,1*  ^ill  be   recollactei 

tlemen  desire  to  remain  here  through  *''*'^ "« promised  some  modification  of 

the  night.  I  have  no  objection  to  remain  '*■.,,     m  ir  TTT:..TTr    tr      i-i      . 

myself,  but  besides  the  hon.  Members  it  ■""  ^-  "■  HEALT :  You  did  not  say 

must  be  recollected  that  there  are  the  ^  "^"^^  ^^""^  *''**  before, 

terrants  and  officers  on  duty  to  be  con-  ^^-  ■*■■  J-  BALFOUR :  Then  I  think 

sidered.     If  you  want  to  get  this  clause  "°^-  ^^'''  ^28,  129,  130  may  go. 

done  with,  I  think  that  Eon.  Members  *^^-  ^-  '^^  HEALY :  I  put  it  to  tho 

Irom  Ireland  might  very  well  withdraw  Government,  if  that  is  a  reasonable  way 

auch  Amendments  as  have  small  chance  2,'   meeting   hon.  Members    on    these 

of  aeeeptanee  from  an  unwilling  Govern-  Benches  f  You  may  talk  about  Obstruc- 

ment.    It  the  House  has  come  to  an  *'**'^  ^  '•">«  ^  3'*'"  ^'''*  '•  ^"*  ^'  ^°'  °^y 

understanding  about  finishingthisclause,  P"*'  ''^''^  never  spoken  a  word  since 

what  on   earth  is  tho  use  of  wasting  *'*  Committee  commenced  which  could 

time  in  talking  about  it— the  one  side  ^«  construed   into  Obstruction.     Now, 

trying  to  convince  the  other  of  some-  ""wever,  I  will  withdraw  the  Amend- 

thing  of  which  they  will  not  be  con-  '"™'   "o^^""   ^^  consideration   of  tho 

Tinoed.    I  hope  that  hon.  Members  will  House,  and  proceed  to  discuaa  my  next 

aee  their  way,  either  to  go  home  at  some-  Amendment, 

thing  like  an  early  hour,   or  tQ  cease  Amendment,  by  leave,  wilhdmen. 
Dr.  Clark. 
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Amendment  proposed, 

la  pago  2,  at  end,  to  add— **  At  tho  trial  of 
any  accused  person,  the  Crown  shall,  if  required 
by  the  accused,  produce,  for  cross-examination, 
every  person  examined  at  any  inquiry  under 
this  section  in  the  same  way  as  they  are  now 
bound  to  produce  for  examination  by  the  ac- 
cused all  witnesses  examined  before  a  Qrand 
Jury."— (ifr.  T,  JT.  Sealy,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The  inquiry 
under  the  Act  is  meant  to  be  serious  or 
not  serious.  Any  inquiry,  to  be  efficient, 
must  be  substantial,  accurate,  pains- 
taking, and  close ;  *and  every  witness  to 
tho  inquiry  should  have  something  to 
say  which  would  throw  light,  in  some 
way,  upon  the  subject  under  investiga- 
tion. The  Government  cannot  think  it 
likely  that,  if  I  was  defending  a 
prisoner,  I  would  ask  to  have  produced 
at  the  trial  any  witness  who  had  not 
said  anything  in  his  depositions  which 
would  entitle  him  to  be  called  by  me  in 
Court.  The  witness's  name  would  be 
on  the  top  of  the  indictment,  and  the 
Grown  would  have  to  produce  him.  The 
Government  would  put  the  accused  to 
the  trouble  of  calling  and  paying  for 
witnesses,  whether  they  wore  needful  or 
not.  The  Treasury  does  not  advance 
money  for  the  payment  or  producing  of 
witnesses,  Thus,  in  the  case  of  the 
Maamtrasna  trials,  the  Grown  com- 
pelled the  accused  to  bring  up  their 
witnesses.  I  will  be  willing  to  com- 
promise with  the  Government,  by  sug- 
gesting that  the  clause  should  apply  to 
cases  where  10  days'  notice  have  been 
given.  I  make  a  rule  not  to  speak  on 
anybody  else's  Amendments,  because  I 
think  I  talk  long  enough  on  my  own ; 
but  I  expect  to  be  fairly  met  when  I 
make  a  &ir  offer.  I  cannot  be  accused 
of  obstructing,  because  I  do  not  talk  till 
I  know  what  I  am  talking  about.  Under 
all  the  circumstances,  I  would  ask  the 
Government  to  accede  to  my  Amend- 
ment. 

Thb  attorney  general  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
yersity) :  I  do  not  think  that  there  is 
any  great — if  any  at  all — necessity  for 
the  Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Long- 
ford. The  ordinary  procedure  meets 
every  difficulty.  I  think,  indeed,  that 
there  are  many  cases  in  which  the  wit- 
ness's answer  to  any  question  put  with  the 
Tiew  of  detecting  a  crime  would  be  that  he 


know  nothing  whatever  about  the  matter. 
I  certainly  am  of  opinion  that  it  would 
be  very  hard  on  the  taxpayers  of  the 
country,  and  on  the  witnesses  them- 
selves, if  all  tho  witnesses  should  be 
brought  forward  at  large  expense  to  the 
public,  and  detained  upon  the  chance 
of  the  prisoner's  counsel  calling  them. 
The  Grown  know  the  witnesses  they 
rely  on,  and  they  accordingly  put  them 
on  the  back  of  their  bill,  and  I  think 
that  it  is  not  too  much  to  presume  that 
the  prisoner's  counsel  should  know  the 
witnessf^s  upon  which  his  case  rolies. 
There  is  certainly  no  need  of  the  Amend- 
ment, and  it  is  not  of  such  a  sort  that 
the  Government  can  entertain  it. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
am  afraid,  Sir,  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  scarcely  speaks  with  accuracy 
in  this  matter.  There  is  one  thing  which 
is  keenly  impressed  on  the  minds  of 
witnesses  in  the  process  of  taking  de- 
positions, and  that  is  that  everything 
said  or  urged  on  behalf  of  the  prisoner 
shall  go  into  the  depositions  and  be 
sent  forward,  so  that  they  shall  be  avail- 
able for  the  prisoner  as  well  as  for  tho 
Grown.  Some  of  these  are  not  in  favour 
of  the  Grown  at  all,  but  strongly  in 
favour  of  the  prisoner,  and  this  very  fact 
is  one  of  the  brightest  parts  of  the 
criminal  procedure  in  Ireland,  and  is 
strongly  upborne  by  the  Judges.  Now, 
here  is  a  case  in  exact  aufdogy,  as  I 
think,  although  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  cannot  see  the 
analogy.  You  have  obtained  by  private 
inquiry  certain  information,  and  the 
prisoner,  or  his  counsel  or  solicitor,  dis- 
covers that  this  information  would  be 
rather  favourable  to  the  prisoner's  case, 
and  surely  if  he  gives  a  few  days'  notice 
that  he  will  require  the  attendance  of 
certain  persons  at  the  trial,  it  is  not  too 
much  to  ask  that  they  shall  be  in  attend- 
ance. Then  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  brings  in  his  appeal  on 
behalf  of  the  British  taxpayer.  But 
during  the  whole  time  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  been  prac- 
tising at  the  Bar  the  British  taxpayer 
has  been  paying  for  the  attendance  of 
witnesses  for  the  defence  at  trials,  and 
justice  has  been  administered  fairly  well 
upon  that  plan.  Altogether,  I  think  it 
must  be  admitted  the  Amendment  is 
consonant  with  what  has  been  the  prac- 
tioe,  and  might  well  be  accepted. 
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Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  It  is  a  little 
saddening  to  think  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  Qeneral  has  given 
80  little  consideration  to  this  matter. 
He  has  dealt  with  the  Amendment  all 
along  as  if  these  witnesses  were  to  be 
brought  up  at  Assizes  ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment have  abandoned  that  altogether, 
they  will  try  all  these  people  by  sum- 
mary jurisdiction.  At  Assizes  we  know 
the  Government  are  bound  to  give  notice 
of  the  witnesses  they  will  produce  to 
support  their  indictment,  but  here  there 
will  be  no  indictment,  and  the  Govern- 
ment can  bring  up  anybody,  and  are  we 
to  be  told  that  the  Government  will  only 
bring  up  their  own  men,  throwing  upon 
the  unfortunate  accused  the  expense  of 
bringing  up  the  other  material  witnesses? 
The  Government  talk  as  if  these  cases 
are  to  be  tried  at  Assizes,  but  however 
difficult  it  may  be  to  reach  Tory  under- 
standing, I  should  have  thought  my 
Amendment  was  clear  when  I  added  at 
the  end  of  it — 

*'  In  the  same  way  as  they  are  now  bound  to 
produce  for  examination  by  the  accused  all 
witnesses  examined  before  a  Grand  Jury.*' 

This  clearly  points  to  my  view  that  the 
Gt)vernment  will  not  treat  these  oases 
as  matters  for  indictment  at  all,  but  will 

Proceed  by  summary  jurisdiction.  Now, 
will  not  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland — 
*'  He  giveth  his  beloved  sleep  " — but  I 
will  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  to  remember 
that  this  is  an  Amendment  dealing  with 
summary  jurisdiction.  If  this  were  a 
case  dealt  with  as  an  indictable  offence, 
you  would  be  compelled  to  bring  up 
every  man  who  made  a  deposition  ;  but 
here  you  wish  to  make  a  choice  of  the 
men  selecting  your  own  witnesses,  and 
throwing  upon  the  prisoner  the  duty 
never  cast  on  him  hitherto  of  bringing 
up  a  number  of  persons  who  in  the  case 
of  an  indictable  offence  he  would  not  be 
bound  to  bring  up  at  all.  I  suppose  you 
will  only  take  depositions.  I  presume 
so— though  I  seek  enlightenment  on  this 
point — I  presume  you  will  not  make 
formal  depositions  in  any  case  where 
there  is  going  to  be  summary  jurisdic- 
tion? That  being  so,  you  will  use 
quo  ad  summary  trials  all  the  deposi- 
tions taken  at  the  private  inquiry,  and 
you  put  the  accused  in  a  position  of  dis- 
advantage he  would  not  be  in  if  it  were 
atrial  by  jury.    I  pat  it  to  the  right 


hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  as  a  reasonable  man,  can  he 
not  really  see  his  way  to  make  this  con- 
cession in  common  fairness  ?  He  must 
see  it  is  a  substantial  point,  and  that  it 
is  a  totally  different  thing  from  a  trial 
at  Assizes. 

Mr.  HOLMES:  I  can  assure  hon. 
Members  we  have  given  this  Amend- 
ment consideration,  and  that  we  havo 
no  foregone  intention  to  refuse  conces- 
sions ;  but,  as  I  have  said,  this  Amend- 
ment would  be  introducing  an  altogether 
anomalous  procedure,  and  I  do  not  see 
the  analogy  that  hon.  Members  have 
sought  to  establish.  It  is  only  in  the 
case  of  indictment  that  the  Crown  is  re- 
quired to  produce  witnesses.  In  cases 
of  summary  jurisdiction  the  Crown  pro- 
duces persons  to  give  the  necessary 
evidence,  and,  on  l^e  other  hand,  the 
evidence  necessary  for  the  defence  is 
produced  by  the  accused ;  and  I  do  not 
see  that  the  preliminary  inquiry  can 
affect  that  position. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  A 
most  discreditable  fact  in  connection 
with  the  administration  of  the  Criminal 
Law  in  Ireland  is  the  way  in  which  tho 
Crown  Officials  habitually  treat  persons 
required  by  prisoners  to  be  produced  as 
witnesses.  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Crown 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  prisoner's  wit- 
nesses ;  but  the  Crown  Officials  delay  to 
pay  the  witnesses  anything  until  the 
trial  is  over,  and  sometimes  the  Assizes 
last  for  weeks.  I  have  known  an  Assize 
to  last  for  nearly  a  month.  During  the 
whole  of  this  time  the  Crown  keeps  the 
witnesses  hanging  about  the  Court,  not 
fixing  any  time  for  the  trial,  not  giving 
any  information  as  to  the  time  within 
which  the  trial  has  no  chance  of  coming 
on,  and  compelling  the  prisoner  to  ad- 
vance the  expenses  of  his  witnesses 
during  the  whole  of  the  time.  The  ob- 
ject of  tho  Amendment  is  that  where  the 
Crown  exercises  power  under  this  sec- 
tion, and  holds  an  inquiry  for  the  pur- 
pose of  getting  evidence,  and  having 
done  that  supplies  depositions,  that  it 
shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Crown  to  produce 
at  the  trial  any  of  the  witnesses  the  pri- 
soner shall  call  on  them  to  produce.  Is 
there  anything  unreasonable  in  that  ? 
Let  us  consider  the  matter.  The  Crown 
has  at  its  disposal  the  funds  of  the 
State,  and  is  unfettered  by  the  want  of 
pecuniary  resources ;  but  the  unfortunate 
man  under  acousation  will  be  in  many 
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cases  absolutely  penniless,  and  to  put 
upon  him  the  task  of  keeping  witnesses 
hanging  around  the  Court  until  they  are 
required,  is  to  impose  a  burden  for  which 
he  is  quite  unequal.  I  respectfully  sub- 
mit it  is  not  a  fair  proceeding.  I  have 
known  cases  in  which  a  prisoner's  wit- 
nesses have  had  to  go  to  the  poor-house 
night  after  night  while  waiting  for  a 
case  to  come  on,  they  not  having  the 
means  to  support  themselves  meanwhile 
in  the  Assize  town.  Surely  it  would  be 
a  grave  scandal  to  have  that  sort  of  thing 
taking  place  under  this  section.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
says  it  would  be  unreasonable  to  put 
on  the  Crown  the  duty  of  bringing  up  to 
Petty  Sessions,  Quarter  Sessions,  or  As- 
sizes, as  the  case  may  be,  witnesses  there 
is  no  intention  of  examining ;  and,  fol- 
lowing his  usual  practice,  he  gave  an 
illustration,  but  about  as  improbable  a 
case  as  could  be  imagined.  He  imagines 
a  case  in  which  the  Crown  makes  an  ex- 
perimental inquiry,  and  under  this  drag- 
net procedure  summonses  a  number  of 
witnesses  to  the  inquiry.  It  may  hap- 
pen, he  says,  that  a  number  of  witnesses 
may  reply  that  they  know  nothing  about 
the  circumstances  upon  which  they  are 
questioned,  and  that  it  would  be  hard  to 
compel  the  Crown  to  produce  such  per- 
sons as  witnesses  at  the  trial.  But  I  may 
ask  what  object  would  a  prisoner  have  in 
asking  the  Crown  to  produce  such  wit- 
nesses? The  prisoner  will  be  supplied 
with  a  copy  of  the  depositions,  and  is  it 
conceivable,  after  he  has  had  that  copy, 
that  he  will  require  the  attendance  of  a 
number  of  persons  whose  appearance 
would  be  of  no  value  to  support  his  case  ? 
With  all  respect,  I  cannot  but  say  the 
reply  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  is  likely  to  mislead  the 
Committee.  Is  it  not  only  fair,  that  if 
the  Crown  chooses  to  examine  witnesses 
under  the  powers  of  this  section,  that 
they  should,  at  any  rate,  produce  these 
witnesses  for  cross-examination,  if  the 

frisoner's  defence  requires  that? 
Interrupt  ions. "l 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The  understand- 
ing was  that  the  Government  should  en- 
deavour to  keep  their  Followers  behind 
them  quiet.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Kensington  (Sir  Algernon  Borthwick) 
and  others  near  him  are  somewhat  de- 
monstrative, and  I  fear  we  shall  be  forced 
to  make  a  Motion  which,  for  my  own 
part|  I  should  be  reluctant  to  do.    The 


Government  do  not  seem  to  have  grasped 
the  importance  of  this  Amendment.  I 
have  known  prisoners  compelled  to  plead 
guilty,  simply  because  they  were  unable 
to  keep  their  witnesses  hanging  about 
the  Court  waiting  for  the  trial  for  days. 
I  have  known  this,  and  Judges  have 
known  it.  The  Crown  have  nothing 
like  law  and  order  in  their  arrangements 
for  the  trials  of  prisoners ;  a  man  never 
knows  when  the  case  in  which  he  is  con- 
cerned will  come  on.  I  saw  myself, 
during  Cork  Assizes  in  1880,  300  wit- 
nesses waiting  about  the  Court,  not  one 
of  them  knowing  when  he  would  be 
wanted.  All  these  300  persons  were  de- 
tained at  the  expense  of  the  prisoners, 
and  many  of  them  were  compelled  to  go 
to  the  poor-house  for  shelter  and  food, 
because  prisoners  were  unable  to  sup- 
port them.  I  have  known  an  Assize  to 
last  a  month,  with  an  adjournment  over 
Christmas,  and  witnesses  having  to  go 
to  the  poor-house  for  their  Christmas 
dinner.  Even  before  the  trial  was 
reached,  after  weeks  of  delay,  I  have 
known  witnesses  compelled  to  go  away, 
something  at  their  farm  or  home  requir- 
ing them  to  return,  and  prisoners  have 
had  to  plead  guilty.  I  am  quite  sure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  knows  nothing  about 
this,  nor  can  it  be  expected  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land has  the  knowledge,  and  I  am  quite 
sure  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  a 
blank  on  the  subject,  but  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  I  would  say  he  really  should 
not — when  he  gets  a  conviction,  as  he 
will,  from  his  Resident  Magistrates  in 
these  matters — he  really  should  not  in- 
flict this  fine,  in  addition  to  the  convic- 
tion, on  the  unfortunate  prisoner,  by 
compelling  him  to  keep  his  witnesses 
waiting.  I  have  yet  to  learn  if  the  wit- 
nesses are  to  be  paid  by  the  Crown.  Is 
it  likely  that  a  prisoner  would  call  wit- 
nesses who  would  be  of  no  use  to  him  ? 
If  the  Government  fear  that,  surely  they 
can  meet  that  by  words  requiring  10 
days'  notice  to  be  given.  I  am  willing 
to  accept  that  Amendment  of  my  Amend- 
ment. But  to  say,  when  you  can  gather 
to  the  Winter  Assizes  at  Cork  from 
that  county,  from  Limerick,  and  Kerry 
witnesses  by  the  hundred,  poor,  wretched, 
spiritless  creatures,  who  hang  round  the 
CA>urt,  some  of  them  smelling  of  their 
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poverty,  when  you  have  collected  them 
and  driven  them  to  the  poor-house  for 
shelter,  keeping  them  waiting  in  uncer- 
tainty because  you  will  not  take  the 
cases  in  alphabetical  or  any  other  order, 
then  I  say,  under  such  circumstances,  it 
is  only  reasonable  that  we  should  press 
upon  the  attention  of  the  Government 
the  justice  of  requiring  that  the  Crown 
shall  pay  the  expenses  of  witnesses  in 
any  case  where  the  attendance  of  such 
is  required  by  the  prisoner  for  his  de- 
fence. Let  the  Crown  proceed  to  recover 
afterwards  if  a  witness  is  not  called,  and 
it  is  shown  that  the  expense  incurred 
was  wholly  unnecessary. 

Mr.  EDWAED  HAERINQTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  ;  I  only  wish  to  make  a 
suggestion  which  might  be  considered 
reasonable.  Let  a  list  be  supplied  to  the 
accused  of  all  the  witnesses  examined 
before  the  secret  investigation,  and  from 
that  list  let  the  accused  have  the  right 
to  impose  on  the  Crown  the  duty  of 
producing  at  the  trial  those  persons 
whose  evidence  is  required.  That,  I 
think,  would  meet  the  object  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
desires  to  attain.  I  am  disposed  to 
think  that  the  Amendment,  as  it  stands, 
is  rather  sweeping,  because  it  might  in- 
volve the  bringing  up  of  a  whole  country 
side  because  they  were  summoned  to  a 
secret  investigation.  Something  in  the 
nature  of  the  provision  I  describe  would, 
I  think,  meet  the  case  where  a  prisoner 
is  unable  to  provide  for  his  witnesses. 

Db.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.) :  I  think  that 
an  unanswerable  case  has  been  made  out 
for  the  Amendment.  I  am  not  a  lawyer, 
and  have  nothing  to  do  with  legal  pro- 
cedure ;  but  I  am  familiar  with  the  state 
of  things  in  an  Assize  town  which  has 
been  described,  and  I  know,  from  expe- 
rience as  a  workhouse  officer,  that  the 
people  summoned  as  witnesses  have 
sought  shelter  in  the  workhouse.  You 
have  in  the  latter  part  of  the  Bill  a 
clause  for  changing  the  venue.  Does  not 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
consider  it  a  fair  thing,  under  this  clause, 
this  very  oppressive  clause,  not  inaptly 
called  the  *•  Star  Chamber  *'  Clause,  that 
a  number  of  witnesses  shall  be  examined 
and  evidence  collected,  of  which  the 
prisoner  should  not  be  allowed  to  avail 
nimself,  he  not  having  the  means  of 
compelling  the  attendance  of  witnesses 
on  his  behalf?  The  Government  are 
anxious  to  get  this    (jause  passed  to- 

Mr.  T.  3f.  HeaTy 


night ;  and  would  it  not  be  wiser — more 
conducive  to  that  end — to  accept  this 
small  concession  so  cogently,  so  strongly 
urged,  than  to  refuse  and  lead  to  unneces- 
sary prolongation  of  debate  ?  In  some 
way,  I  think,  the  Government  might 
promise  a  concession  that  would  meet 
the  point  so  strongly  urged. 

Mb.  DODDS  (Stockton) :  I  have  not 
spoken  before  in  this  Committee,  and  do 
fio  now  to  make  a  suggestion  that  the 
Government  might  meet  the  object  of 
the  Amendment,  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy),  instead  of  requiring  the  attend- 
ance of  every  person  examined  at  the 
preliminary  inquiry,  would  amend  his 
Amendment  by  substituting  the  words 
after  ''cross-examination " — 

**  Sach  of  the  persons  examined  at  the  pre- 
liminary inquiry  under  this  section  as  the 
accused  person  considers  necessary  for  the  pur- 
poses of  his  defence." 

I  think,  with  an  alteration  of  that 
kind,  the  Government  might  accept  the 
Amendment.  They  have  pleaded  the 
cost  to  the  British  taxpayer ;  but  surely, 
when  a  man  is  accused  under  a  new 
mode  of  procedure  never  heard  of  before 
in  this  country — surely  every  facility 
should  be  given  him  to  defend  himself 
by  the  attendance  of  witnesses.  It  has 
been  pointed  out  how  difficult  it  is  for  a 
prisoner  to  keep  his  witnesses  in  attend- 
ance owing  to  poverty ;  and,  under  the 
circumstances,  I  do  think  an  accused 
person  has  a  right  to  demand  this  as 
only  justice,  not  from  the  Government, 
but  from  the  British  taxpayer. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  I  shall  be  happy 
to  accept  this  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockton,  and  I  am  quite 
ready  to  strike  out  the  words  after 
'^  cross-examination,"  and  the  Amend- 
ment might  run — *^  Such  persons  with 
regard  to  whom  notice  shall  have  been 
given  by  the  accused ;  "  and,  if  you  like, 
insert  *•  ten  days  "  before  **  notice." 

Mr.  HOLMES:  The  practical  effect 
of  this  would  be  to  introduce  a  practice 
that  is  unknown  to  Irish  or  English  law. 
I  am  not  qualified  to  speak  about  Scotch 
law.  In  exceptional  cases,  as  I  have 
shown,  the  Crown  is  charged  with  the 
expenses  of  witnesses  for  the  defence ; 
but  in  this  particular  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member,  the  Crown  is  to  pay  for 
all  witnesses  of  the  prisoner  at  the  Court 
of  Summary  Jurisdiction,  as  well  as  at 
Assizes  and  Quarter  Sessions. 


d97 


Criminal  Law 


{May  17,  1887}     Jmendment (Ireland)  Bill.    398 


Mb.  DODDS:  No;  my  suggestion 
was  that  the  Crown  should  produce  in 
examination  before  Hesident  Magis- 
trates, such  of  the  persons  who  had  been 
examined  in  the  preliminary  inquiry  as 
the  prisoner,  or  his  counsel,  think  neces- 
sary for  the  defence.  To  pursue,  in  fact, 
in  this  examination  the  same  course  as 
would  be  followed  had  an  indictment 
been  brought,  except  in  that  case  the 
names  of  the  witnesses  would  be  on  the 
back  of  the  indictment. 

Mb.  HOLMES :  These  are  the  wit- 
nesses upon  whom  the  Crown  relies  to 
support  the  indictment.  But  in  cases  of 
summary  jurisdiction  the  Crown  does  not 
produce  the  witnesses  for  the  defence. 
How  can  you  refuse,  if  you  grant  this 
to  make  the  same  concession  to  prisoners 
in  England  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEAIiY:  There  is  no 
preliminary  inquiry. 

Mb.  holmes  :  The  inquiry  makes 
no  difference  in  the  world.  I  think  the 
matter  has  now  been  fully  discussed, 
and  we  might  make  another  step  to- 
wards reaching  the  end  of  the  clause. 

Mb.  O'HEA  (Donegal.  W.) :  I  think 
the  importance  of  this  Amendment  has 
been  fully  shown.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  has  informed  the 
Committee  that  the  Crown  will  call  those 
witnesses  upon  whom  they  rely.  But 
out  of  15  or  20  persons  examined  at 
the  preliminary  inquiry  there  may  be 
only  five  or  six  examined  at  the  trial  of 
the  accused.  We  know  also,  for  ex- 
perience has  not  been  wanting,  that 
evidence  may  be  fabricated  in  Ireland 
by  informers.  The  evidence  relied 
upon  by  the  Crown  may  be  such  as  to 
satisfy  gentlemen  of  the  calibre  and 
unscrupulousness  of  Mr.  George  Bolton. 
But  there  may  be  a  number  of  persons 
called  before  the  inquiry  whose  evidence 
is  worthless  to  the  Crown,  but  might  be 
material  for  the  defence.  If  a  list  of 
these  witnesses  were  supplied  to  the 
accused,  and  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  the  attendance  of  some  of  them 
would  be  material  to  his  defence,  I  think 
he  has  a  right  to  the  advantage  of  their 
testimony.  There  are  a  number  of  de- 
fences— that  of  an  alibis  would,  I  sup- 
pose, be  a  very  common  one — in  regard 
to  which  the  evidence  of  such  persons 
might  be  material,  and  the  Amendment 
appears  to  me  a  most  reasonable  one. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  argument 
of  the  hon,  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 


ral, that  the  same  practice  might  be  de- 
manded in  England,  is  wholly  beside  the 
question,  for  in  England  it  is  not  the 
Crown  usually  that  prosecutes,  it  is  an 
individual ;  except  in  a  very  few  oases 
in  England  the  Crown  does  not  take  up 
the  prosecution,  while  in  Ireland  it  is 
usually  the  Queen  who  is  the  prosecutor. 
There  is  no  argument  to  be  founded 
on  the  procedure  in  the  two  countries. 
I  shall  certainly  press  my  Amendment. 
Mb.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterfurd,  E.) : 
I  fail  to  see  why  this  reasonable  Amend- 
ment should  be  refused.  It  is  bad 
enough  to  deprive  the  Irish  people  of 
trial  by  jury,  without  depriving  them  of 
the  right  they  undoubtedly  would  possess 
if  they  went  before  a  jury  upon  indict- 
ment. It  is  vain  to  attempt  to  draw  the 
parallel  between  England  and  Ireland 
m  reference  to  the  law  it  is  proposed  to 
establish  in  Ireland.  If  you  are  going 
to  send  men  before  two  Stipendiary 
Magistrates,  depriving  them  of  the 
right  of  trial  by  a  jury  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen,  it  is  only  right  that  they 
should  have  the  means  of  producing  the 
witnesses  in  the  one  case  as  in  the  otheri 
that  their  case  may  be  properly  investi- 
gated. On  the  ground  of  unnecessary 
expense, I  see  no  objection  to  the  Amend- 
ment, because  my  hon.  Friend  has  agreed 
to  accept  an  Amendment  by  which  the 
Crown  shall  receive  10  days'  notice 
of  the  witnesses  the  accused  proposes 
to  call,  and  the  Crown  could  object 
to  any  if  they  were  unnecessary.  The 
reasonable  character  of  the  Amendment 
has  been  brought  out  by  the  discussion 
we  have  had,  limited  as  it  has  been  by 
the  conspiracy  of  silence  on  the  Go- 
vernment Bench,  of  which  evidence  has 
been  given  on  so  many  former  occasions. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  86; 
Noes  191 :  Majority  105. — (Div.  List, 
No.  147.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  at  end,  add — **  There'  shall  he 
laid  before  Parliament,  at  the  beginning 
of  every  Session,  a  Return  showing  the  num- 
ber of  inquiries  hold  since  the  preceding 
Session,  the  number  of  summonses  issued, 
the  number  of  witnesses  examined,  the  names 
of,  and  the  sentences  on,  the  persons  committed 
for  contempt,  and  the  result,  if  any,  of  each 
inquiry."— (ifr.  T.  M.  tieuly.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

[Eighth  Nigh^.']  ^ 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
RicHARD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  I 
dare  say  I  shall  save  the  time  of  the 
House  if  I  DOW  say  the  Government  are 
prepared,  in  accordance  with  their 
pledge  given  the  other  night,  to  accept 
words  to  this  effect — 

•*  That  there  shall  be  published  quarterly  in 
The  Dublin  Oazette  a  Return  showing  the  num- 
ber of  inquiries  held  durinpf  the  preceding 
quarter,  the  hours  during  which  such  inquiries 
were  held,  the  number  of  summonses  issued, 
the  number  of  witnesses  examined,  and  the 
names  and  calling  of  persons  committed  for  con- 
tempt of  Court/* 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  There  is  one 
point  omitted.  I  should  like  the  Ee- 
turn  to  indicate  the  number  of  days 
each  inquiry  occupied. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER  :  Very 
well;  that  shall  be  added. 

Mr.  murphy  (Dublin.  St. Patrick's): 
Will  the  hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  also 
give  the  names  of  persons  committed  for 
contempt  and  who  are  still  detained  in 
prison  at  the  end  of  each  quarter  ? 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  Cer- 
tainly. The  Return  will  give  the  names 
of  the  persons  committed,  and  the  sen- 
tences imposed  on  them. 

Mr.  MURPHY:  But  there  may  be 
cases  in  which  no  sentence  has  been 
passed,  and  where  after  mere  detention 
the  persons  may  have  been  released. 
The  object  of  my  suggestion  is  to  enable 
it  to  be  seen  who  are  actually  in  prison 
at  the  time  of  the  publication  of  the 
Return. 

Sib  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  The 
information  will  be  included  in  the  Re- 
turn. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  {Sir  Eichard  Webster) 
a  If  reed  to, 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  am 
happy  to  say  we  are  getting  to  the  end 
of  the  Amendments  on  this  clause.  I 
beg  to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  the 
addition  of  a  Proviso  at  the  end  of  the 
clause.  This  Proviso  is,  I  may  explain, 
intended  to  provide  against  the  deposi- 
tions at  the  private  inquiiy  being  modi- 
fied and  contracted  before  production  in 
open  Court.  I  need  hardly  point  out 
that  the  original  notes  would  certainly 
be  better  evidence  than  a  rieumi  of  the 
witness's  examination  drawn  out  by  a 
Resident  Magistrate. 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  at  end,  add — "The  original  short- 
hand notes  of  the  shorthand  writer  shall  be  pre- 
served in  the  oflfice  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  for  the 
county  in  which  such  inquiry  as  aforesaid  shall 
be  held,  and  so  much  thereof  as  relates  to  the 
examination  of  a  witness  shall  be  annexed  to 
the  deposition  or  depositions  of  such  witness, 
and  in  all  legal  proceedings,  civil  or  criminal, 
be  produced  therewith,  and  may  be  used  in  such 
proceeding  to  contradict  or  modify  the  state- 
ments made  in  such  deposition  or  depositions, 
or  to  discredit  the  same." 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  ought  briefly  to  explain  our 
objection  to  this  proposal.  It  is  already 
practically  provided  that  the  witness's 
statement  shall  be  taken  down  by  the 
Resident  Magistrate,  and  afterwards 
read  over  to  the  witness  and  signed 
by  him.  When  we  consented  that 
shorthand  notes  should  be  taken, 
a  discussion  turned  on  whether  the 
word  should  be  deposition  or  state- 
ment, and  we  propose  to  restore  the 
word  deposition.  There  is  no  objec- 
tion that  the  shorthand  writer's  note 
should  be  attached  to  the  deposition  on 
every  occasion  on  which  it  is  brought 
into  Court,  and  the  Government  will 
take  the  best  means  of  providing  that 
this  shall  be  done.  But  I  submit  that 
if  these  words  are  introduced  into  this 
clause  it  will  lead  to  confusion  between 
depositions  and  statements. 

Mr.  chance  :  On  the  understand- 
ing  that  my  object  shall  be  otherwise 
attained  I  will  withdraw  my  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

New  Amendment  proposed. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.):  In 
the  original  sub- section  it  is  provided 
that  the  witness  shall  be  brought  up  to 
the  inquiry  by  process  solely  confined  to 
indictable  offences.  I  pointed  that  out 
to  the  Law  Officers,  and  they  agreed  that 
the  enactment  relating  to  ordinary  sum- 
mary offences  should  also  be  included. 
Accordingly,  we  altered  the  words  as 
follows : — 

"The  enactment  of  the  Petty  Sessions  Act 
concerning  matters  of  information  for  indict- 
able offences,  or  concerning  matters  for  sum- 
mary conviction,  shall  apply  for  the  purposes  of 
the  section." 

That  arrangement  was  made  because 


401 


Criminal  Law  {May  17,  1887}     Amendment  {Ireland)  Bill,    402 


we  pointed  out  that  if  the  summary 
process  alone  were  used,  it  would  operate 
very  harshly.  But  there  was  another 
difficulty — that  an  offence  punishable  as 
a  summary  offence  may  also  be  tried  by 
indictment,  and,  therefore,  the  Resident 
Magistrate  at  an  inquiry  might  use 
whatever  machinery  he  pleased.  I 
would,  therefore,  propose  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  effect  that  the  Attorney 
General,  on  being  informed  of  the  na- 
ture of  the  offence,  shall  inquire  in  the 
direction  pointed  out  in  these  words 
whether  it  shall  be  tried  summarily  or 
by  indictment,  and  he  shall  indicate  the 
same  to  the  Resident  Magistrate,  and 
show  him  what  machinery  he  shall 
apply  in  bringing  witnesses  before  him. 

Tub  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight): 
I  do  not  think  the  point  as  to  this  can 
be  settled  until  the  remaining  clauses 
have  been  g^ne  through.  It  does  not 
seem  at  present  possible  to  accept  the 
Amendment  in  the  form  which  the  hon. 
Member  proposes.  Suppose,  for  in- 
stance, there  was  an.  offence  committed, 
say,  the  houghing  of  cattle,  there  might 
be  some  minor  offences  involved,  and 
wo  cannot  tell  beforehand  what  it  may 
be  necessary  to  do  in  such  a  case.  I  am 
quite  willing  to  undertake  to  consider 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  would  like  to  point 
out  that  before  an  inquiry  can  be  held 
there  must  be  a  sworn  information  that 
an  offence  has  been  committed.  There- 
fore, before  the  Attorney  General  can 
set  the  clause  in  motion,  he  must  know 
precisely  the  technical  description  of  the 
alleged  offence.  I  do  not  see  that  his 
observations  are  very  much  to  the 
point. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY:  I  am  satisBed 
that,  having  called  the  attention  of  the 
Law  Officers  to  the  matter,  they  will 
make  it  all  right  on  Report.  I  will, 
therefore,  withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tcithdrawn. 
New  Amendment  proposed. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  think  this  is  only 
reasonable.  The  Crown  possesses  enor- 
mous powers,  and,  they  having  obtained 
their  evidence,  I  do  not  see  why  the 
whole  of  it  should  not  be  available  for 
the  trial. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  If  it  is  intended 
simply  for  the  information  of  the  ac- 
cused, then  it  is  already  provided  for  in 


the  Proviso  at  the  end  of  the  sub-sec- 
tion, which  requires  that,  in  the  event 
of  any  person  being  accused  of  crime, 
copies  of  the  depositions  taken  in  the 
inquiry  shall  be  sent  to  him. 

Mr.  chance  :  On  a  point  of  Order, 
Sir,  Amendment  127,  which  has  practi- 
cally been  passed,  refers  to  the  trial  of 
an  accused  person  before  a  Court  and 
jury.  My  present  Amendment  deals 
also  with  the  proceedings  before  a  magis- 
trate. In  addition,  it  will  be  necessary 
to  produce  the  witnesses  to  the  Ghrand 
Jury;  under  Amendment  127  it  is  not 
necessary  to  do  so. 

The  chairman  :  The  Amendment 
is  one  which  cannot  now  be  taken,  in« 
asmuch  as  another  practically  applying 
to  both  cases  has  been  rejected.  The 
Committee  has  already  decided  the  ques- 
tion of  principle  thus  raised. 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  Clause, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  : 
Now,  Mr.  Courtney,  the  hour  has  ar- 
rived when  I  think  we  may  give  the 
clause  a  parting  kick,  as  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  said  of  the  Land 
Bill.  That  the  discussion  of  the  clause 
has  not  been  profitless  is  shown  by  the 
result  that,  whereas,  as  originally  drawn, 
it  contained  only  33  lines,  it  now  con- 
sists of  1 10  lines,  irrespective  of  Amend- 
ments to  the  body  of  tne  clause,  but  not 
adding  to  its  length.  The  Government 
have  realized  how  rude  was  its  structure, 
how  crudely  drawn  it  was.  I  say  this, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  casting  discredit 
upon  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Govern- 
ment who  have  charge  of  the  Bill,  it 
only  shows  that  they  were  not  acquainted 
with  facts  we  had  collected  from  a  care- 
ful watching  of  a  similar  clause  in  the 
Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Derby. 
The  clause  in  that  former  Bill  passed  in 
one  night.  I  remember  that  we,  in  Ire- 
land, at  the  time  were  in  ignorance  of 
the  scope  of  this  secret  inquiry  clause ; 
but  it  is  in  consequence  of  our  observa- 
tion of  the  manner  in  which  it  could  be 
used  that  we  felt  obliged  to  move 
Amendments,  and  that  we  have  been 
enabled  to  do  so  with  so  much  success, 
often  at  very  late  hours  of  the  night.  If 
we  have  in  some  cases  restricted  and 
even  abandoned  our  Amendments,  let 
that  not  be  taken  in  any  sense— it  is  not 
so  far  as  my  Amendments  are  oon- 
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earned — an  indication  that  we  did  not  Motion,  bj  leave,  tcUMrawn. 

believe  that  a    substantial    point    was  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

raised  ;  it  was  in  deference  to  the  con-  g^^^^^  Kesolution  read  a  second  time, 

▼enience  of  the  Committee,  which  has,  ,-  ^.            ,         j  r\      x*                   j 

barring  some  little  ebullitions  of  feeling  ,,  r^^*/^,?.°'^®'  ^""^  Question  proposed, 

from  hon.Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  ^ That  this  House  doth  agree  wih  the 

opposite-excusable,  under  the  cii^um-  Committee  in  the  said  Eesolution." 

stances,   and  nobody  objects  less  to  a  Dr.  CLA.RK:  There  were  questions 

**row  '*  than  myself— addressed  itself  to  left  oyer  for  discussion  upon  this  Vote 

the  discussion  with  considerable  patience,  ©arly  yesterday  morning,  and  I  trust  the 

At  the  same  time,  it  is  only  right  to  say  Government  will  not  refuse  an  oppor- 

that  in  the  discussions  which  have  some-  tunity  for  bringing  them  forward.     I 

times  been  carried  to  some  length,  and  now  beg  to  move  the  adjournment  of 

not  without  benefit,  we  have,   on  the  the  debate. 

whole,  no  complaint  of  the  way  in  which  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

we  have  been  met  by  the  Law  Officers  ''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 

of  England  and  Ireland;  although  we  — (Dr.  Clark.) 

have  been  obliged  to  attack  the  Attorney  Thb  FIRST   LORD  of  the  TRE  A- 

General  for  Ireland,  and  have  received  8URY  (Mr.  W.    H.    Smith)    (Strand, 

much    more    attention    and  concession  Westminster) :  I  hope  the  hon.  Mem- 

from  the  Attorney  General  for  England,  ber  will  not  persevere  with  this  Motion. 

All  round,  I  think,  now  that  the  clause  We  must  resist  it,  and  if,  instead   of 

is  finished,  we   can   give   the   parting  occupying  time  in  a  Division,  the  hon. 

kick  in  good  humour.  Member  will  bring  forward  the  questions 

Question  put.  ^^  desires  to  raise,  we  are  quite  ready 

The  Committee   divided  :^ Ay ea  171  ;  *^  i"®''®''/^???,^'^';^^^           ,,..,, 

Noes    79:    Majority    92.-(Div.    List  ^  ^^  HANDEL  COSS HAM  (Bristol 

No    148  )  )  •  ^  think  it  is  highly  inconvenient 

to   discuss  questions  relating   to  large 

Committee  report   Progress ;    to   sit  expenditure  at  this  hour  of  the  morn- 

again  To-morrow.  ing. 

SUPPLY—REPORT.  Question  put. 

Re«>lutions  [16th  May]  reported.  .oJ^M^^t;  f^:^^^^^^  Nol  IT) 

First  Eesolution  read  a  second  time.  q^.^^^^  q^^^^j^^  ^^^.^  proposed. 

..  rSf^x'!?.™*^®'  and  Question  proposed,  ^^    HANDEL  COSSHAM:  I  beg, 

"That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the  gj      ^^  ^^^^  ^^^  adjournment  of    the 

Committee  in  the  said  Kesolution."  debate 

De.  CLAEK  (Caithness) :    I  beg  to  Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  Order,  order !     The 

move    the   adjournment  of  the  debate,  hon.  Member  cannot  do  that. 

There  are  some  very  important  questions  Mr.  COX  (Clare,  E.) :  I  beg  to  move 

that  come  up  under  the  Motion  for  Sup-  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 

ply,  and  this  is  too  late  an  hour  for  their  Db.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):    I 

discussion.  beg  to  second  that. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." —  **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 

{Dr.  Clark.)  (Mr.  Cox.) 

The  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA-  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jacxson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  The  SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Resolution  which  is  now  before  the  Westminster) :  I  must.  Sir,  appeal  to 
House  has  relation  to  the  Army  Votes,  hon.  Members  to  have  regard  to  the 
and  upon  these  I  think  the  hon.  Gentle-  necessities  of  Supply.  It  is,  of  course, 
man  has  no  question  to  raise.  I  would  quite  open  to  them  to  do  as  they  are 
appeal  to  him  to  allow  this  Resolution  doing ;  but  I  would  point  out  that  we 
to  pass,  and  whatever  question  he  desires  are  prepared  to  answer  any  questions 
to  raise  can  come  later.  they  may  put  relative  to  these  Votes. 

Db.  CLARK :  I  withdraw  my  Motion,  These  Motions  are  not  creditable  to  hon, 

BO  far  as  the  Array  Votes  are  concerned.  Members.      If  it  is  desired  by  hon. 

J&.  T.  U.  Eealy 
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Oentlemen  to  go  home,  and  if  it  is  de- 
sired that  you,  Sir,  and  the  officers  of 
the  House  shall  have  the  rest  which  I 
am  sure  the  Government  admit  you 
need,  that  object  can  best  be  attained 
by  proceeding  with  the  Business,  rather 
than  by  making  dilatory  Motions  which 
the  Government  are  bound  to  oppose. 

T>B..  CLAKK:  I  rose  last  night, 
about  1 1  o'clock,  to  move  the  reduction 
of  the  salary  of  the  Scotch  Lord  Advo- 
cate ;  but  another  hon.  Member  caught 
the  eye  of  the  Chairman,  and  a  jump 
was  made  from  the  14th  to  the  29th 
Vote.  I  called  attention  to  the  fact 
later  on,  and  was  told  that  I  could  not 
then  raise  my  Motion,  but  that  I  could 
do  it  on  the  Heport  stage.  At  a  quarter- 
past  1  I  moved  to  report  Progress,  in 
order  that  the  Committee  might  have 
time  to  consider  these  questions ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  refused  to  agree  to  it.  Now,  at 
3  o'clock  in  the  morning,  he  offers  us 
time  to  discuss  these  matters.  But  why 
not  take  them  on  Thursday  night  at  1 
o'clock,  instead  of  now  ?  It  is  the  ob- 
stinacy of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
refuses  it.  We  want  a  fair  time  to  bring 
before  the  House  a  serious  grievance, 
and  we  contend  that  after  3  o'clock  in 
the  morning  is  not  a  fair  time. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  want  to  point 
out  that  the  hon.  Member  can  att€kin 
his  object  much  more  efficiently  by 
moving  on  the  Vote  itself.  That  will 
give  him  the  opportunity  he  desires. 

Dr.  CLARK:  That  will  be  at  the 
end  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  hope  it  wiU 
be  very  much  before  that. 

Mr.  MUEPHY  (Dublin,St.  Patrick's): 
I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Leader  of  the  House  that  last  night 
a  g^eat  many  Members,  and  myself 
among  others,  were  desirous  of  bringing 
forward  questions  on  the  Vote  of  Sup- 
ply in  which  we  took  the  very  greatest  I 
interest ;  but  at  the  instcmce  of  the  Mem- ' 
ber  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  who,  . 
though  he  would  hardly  get  credit  for 
it,  urged  his  colleagues  on  these  Benches 
not  to  speak,  so  that  the  Vote  might  be 
got  through  last  night,  we  refrained  from 
doing  so.  I  hoped  in  complying  with 
my  hon.  Friend's  request  that  I  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  speaking  on  the 
Beport  stage.  I  might  point  out,  in 
support  of  our  right  to  a  discussion  on 
Beport  of  Supply,  that  the  Gt)vernment, 


having  taken  the  whole  time  of  the 
House,  give  private  Members  no  oppor- 
tunity of  bringing  forward  any  question 
whatever  affecting  their  Constituencies. 
I  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  a  short  time  ago, 
if  he  would  give  the  House  an  opportu- 
nity of  discussing  a  certain  question  with 
reference  to  Irish  affairs  before  he  took 
any  action  on  the  subject.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  answered  by  saying  that 
he  had  no  doubt  my  ingenuity  would 
find  an  opportunity  for  discussing  the 
matter.  Well,  my  ingenuity  has  not  up 
to  this  been  able  to  find  a  single  occasion 
for  bringing  forward  the  special  matter 
to  which  I  wished  to  call  attention,  and 
this  is  the  first  and  only  opportunity 
which  has  been  afforded  to  me,  but  which 
I  certainly  decline  to  avail  of  at  3  o'clock 
in  the  morning,  as  I  could  not  ade- 
quately deal  with  the  matter. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  intended  to-night,  on  the  Motion  for 
the  Adjournment  of  the  House,  to  rise 
and  call  attention  to  a  matter  which 
occurred  earlier  in  the  day  with  regard 
to  a  matter  of  Procedure.  I  may  as 
well  do  it  now.  You  will  remember, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  you  allowed  the  First 
tiord  of  the  Treasury  to  make  a  Mo- 
tion  

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  Order,  order!  It 
is  not  competent  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  raise  that  question  on  this 
Motion. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  understood 
that,  on  a  Motion  for  Adjournment,  any 
question  could  be  raised.  Do  you  still 
rule,  Sir,  that  I  cannot  raise  this  now. 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  not  a  question 
of  Order  that  can  now  be  raised.  The 
matter  before  the  House  is  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  House. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Then,  with  re- 
gard  to  the  Motion  now  before  the 
House,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
has  said  that  these  Motions  are  not 
creditable  to  the  House.  But  I  will 
point  out  that  it  is  not  creditable  to  the 
House  to  take  money  by  means  of  this 
kind  of  Vote  on  Account,  and  it  is  not 
creditable  to  thus  try  and  get  £3,000,000 
granted  at  this  hour  in  the  morning, 
and  to  refuse  us  a  reasonable  time  to 
raise  questions  of  importance  on  the 
Keport  stage.  I  had  intended  to  raise 
a  question  with  regard  to  Ireland ;  but 
there  is,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  no  Irish 
Officer  in  his  place.  Is  it  to  be  supposed 
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we  can  have  an  effective  discussion  on 
Irish  topics  under  those  circumstances  ? 
Nobody  has  the  duties  of  the  Depart- 
ment more  at  bis  fingers'  end  than  the 
Chief  Secretary.  I  do  not  see  him  here  ; 
but,  certainly,  his  Assistant  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Isle  of  Thanet  is  true  to  the 
death.  I  think  the  Chief  Secretary 
ought  to  be  in  his  place,  especially  as 
he  is  paid  a  large  salary.  It  does  seem 
unfair,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
to  expect  us  to  go  on  with  the  Business 
at  this  hour,  and  at  a  time  when  the 
responsible  Officer  for  Ireland  is  not  in 
his  place.  If  we  raise  Irish  questions 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  be  on 
the  spot  to  answer  us. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
Question  before  the  House  is  one  of 
adjournment.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  must  confine  himself  to  that. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  do  think,  under 
the  circumstances,  we  must  persevere 
with  this  Motion  as  the  Chief  Secretary 
is  absent.  On  a  previous  occasion,  some 
trouble  was  experienced  in  getting  him 
here.  Will  the  Government  undertake 
to  send  for  him,  if  we  raise  the  Irish 
question  now  ? 

Mb.  BIGGAR  (Cavan,  W.) :  I  would 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  whether  or 
not  he  is  reasonable  in  objecting  to  this 
adjournment  ?  This  is  not  a  reasonable 
hour  to  go  on  with  the  discussion  on 
these  Votes.  The  offer  just  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  simply  illu- 
sory. He  says  we  shall  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  raising  the  questions  wo  wish 
to  when  the  Votes  are  taken  seriatim  in 
Committee.  That  simply  means  some 
time  in  the  remote  future,  and  if  an 
hon.  Member  were  anxious  now  to  raise 
a  matter  of  an  urgent  nature,  he  might 
by  waiting  as  suggested  destroy  all  his 
chances  of  securing  a  remedy.  These 
Votes  are  seldom  taken  before  the  1st  of 
July.  I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  agree  to  the  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment. Hon.  Members  on  this  side  are 
not  extravagant  in  their  demands.  They 
say  they  will  be  satisfied  if  Report  is 
taken  at  1  o'clock  on  Thursday  morn- 
ing ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  conform  to  our  wishes  in  these 
small  matters,  and  would  not  fight  about 
trifles,  he  would  get  on  very  much  better. 
It  would  only  be  a  judicious  thing  to 
aooede  to  the  Motion,  and  let  us  wind 

Mr.  T.  M.  H$aly 


up  the  Business  of  the  night  and   go 
home. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny.  8.):  1 
would  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  if 
we  pass  this  Vote,  the  Government  will 
have  obtained  rather  more  than  three 
months'  Supply.  I  notice  that  Supply 
commences  on  the  31st  March,  and, 
therefore,  they  will  have  got  enough  to 
carry  them  on  till  the  1st  July.  I  do  not 
intend  to  go  into  the  matters  they  hope 
to  get  through  before  that  day  ;  but  I 
have  no  doubt  they  expect,  by  that  time, 
an  alteration  in  the  position  of  the  Irish 
Members ;  that  they  trust  by  means  to 
be  taken  outside  the  House  to  deal 
effectually  with  them.  We  have  good 
reason  for  discussing  these  matters  fully 
now.  When  this  Vote  came  on  last 
night,  it  was  after  a  long  debate  in 
which  the  Military  Members  had  wearied 
the  House,  and  having  spoken  one  way, 
voted  the  other ;  and  we  had  little  or  no 
opportunity  of  raising  the  questions  we 
wanted  to.  There  are  several  matters 
of  great  importance  to  us.  For  instance, 
there  is  the  Registrar  General's  Vote. 
There  is  a  certain  scheme  for  altering 
the  status  of  the  clerks  in  his  office.  It 
was  smuggled  through  the  Law  Depart- 
ment at  the  Castle,  but  we  were  promised 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  it  here.  It 
would,  however,  be  impossible  for  us  to 
do  it  at  this  hour  in  the  morning.  There 
are  many  other  Votes  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter, and  it  is  simply  indecent  to  take 
them  at  this  period  of  the  Sitting.  We 
ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to 
act  reasonably  in  this  matter,  and  not 
rush  this  Vote  of  £3,000,000  throuc:h 
the  House  now  without  discussion.  We 
may  never  have  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing it,  if  we  do  not  take  it  at  this 
stage.  You  may  have  got  rid  of  all  of 
us  before  the  Votes  are  taken  in  detail, 
for  we  may  by  that  time  all  be  locked 
up  in  Irish  gaols. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.) :  I  appeal  to 
the  Government  to  consent  to  this,  and 
to  give  us  the  opportunity  we  ask  of 
raising  questions  of  importance  to  us. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  promises  us  a 
discussion  on  a  future  occasion ;  but, 
probably,  by  that  time  many  of  us  will 
not  be  here. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
join  in  the  protest  against  taking  tho 
Vote  at  this  inconvenient  hour,  and  on  a 
Motion  of  this  character  I  had  intended 
to  move  the  reduction  of  the  salary  of 
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the  Attorney  Oensral  for  Ireland,   on  the  discussion  should  tako  place  at  an 

account  of  hiB  action  in  a  prosecution  in  hour  at  which    it   is  possiblo  for  our 

which  it    was    alleged  that   the   Irish  grievaDcea,  and  the  Minister's  reply  to 

police  had  very  seriously  misconducted  ua,  to  be  reported.     We  cannot  hope  to 

themHelvea.    Thereis,too,anothermattor  do  much  against  the  majority  in  this 

to  which  I  wished  to  direct  the  attention  House,  but  we  do  wish  lo  try  and  exer- 

of  theOoTeroDient.     B'it  it  is  practically  ciae  some  moral  influence  on  public  opi- 

impossible  to  do  it  at  the  time  at  which  nion  outside.     I  do  think  it  unreason- 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  wishes  to  able,  after  the  many  hours  wo  have  been 

discuss  these  matters.     I  refer,  Sir,  to  in  attendance  in  this  House,  to  ask  us, 

the  failure  of  tbe  Government  to  ap-  at  Lalf-past  3  in  the  morning,  to  goon 

Eoint  a  Judge  to  the  Common  Fleas  with  this  Vote,  especially  as  we  have  to 
division,  although  two  months  ago  they  meet  here  again  at  12  o'clock  to-day. 
urged  it  was  of  great  importance  to  do  The  right  hon.  Gentloraan  mightas  well 
BO.  This  is  a  very  important  matter,  bo  graceful  for  once— I  do  not  mean  for 
It  is  ridiculous  to  ask  us  to  go  into  once  in  his  lifetime,  but  graceful  for 
these  discussions  at  half-past  3  in  the  once  towards  the  Irish  Members — and 
inorniDg.  The  Qovernment  should  re-  give  up  his  stubborn  attitude. 
member  that  a  very  short  ago  they  came  Mb.  O'HANLON  (Oavan,  E.):  I  rise 
down  to  this  House,  with  proposals  to  to  join  in  the  appeal  to  the  First  Iiord 
enact  a  permanent  Rule  pronibiting  this  of  the  Treasury.  Thsre  are  many  sub< 
House  sitting  after  midnight,  and  jects  for  discussion  arising  out  of  this 
having  thus  expressed  their  view  as  £3,000,000  Tote,  and,  surely,  this  is  not 
to  the  hour  at  which  discussions  should  an  hour  at  which  we  can  bo  expected  to 
take  place.  I  do  think  it  is  a  little  transact  Business  of  such  importance, 
audacious  on  their  part  to  expect  us  to  Let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  look  at 
vote  enormous  sums  on  account  at  this  his  own  supporters,  and  see  if  his  lieu- 
hour  in  the  morning.  I  trust  that  the  tenants  aie  in  a  fit  condition  to  enter 
Government  will  not  persist  in  their  in-  into  these  matters.  It  would  be  a  dis- 
tention of  insisting  on  this  Vote.  There  grace  if,  in  the  present  state  of  the 
are  important  points  on  which  we  want  House,  we  voted  away  £3,000,000  of 
information,  and  we  ought  to  have  some  money.  I  think  most  of  the  Members 
opportunity  of  discussing  them.  The  of  the  House  have  already  gono  to  their 
Qovernment  should  take  into  considera-  homes,  and  those  left  are  quite  ready  for 
tion  the  fact  that  they  have  had  all  the  their  beds ;  and  I  confess  I  do  not  think 
time  of  the  House  since  the  beginning  we  are  prepared  now  to  give  sufficient 
of  the  Session,  and  have  prevented  consideration  to  a  Vote  of  this  sort.  It 
private  Members  from  bringing  before  is  time  the  House  adjourned, 
the  House  various  subjec'a.  Question  put 

Mb.    EDWAED     HAEEINOION  n,  Hou.a  i,„*i .— Ay„  55  ;  No» 

(Ker^,  W.):   I  am  .urppi.iKi   .t  the  ,03:  M.lorily4B.-CDiY.Li.l,No.  150.) 

attitude  of  the  GoTemmeDt  in  trjing  to  «  .  .     i  n      ,.            .                . 

force  us  to  grant  £3,000,000  of  money  P^K^?^' ?"!,tf,  t^^°  proposed 

at  this  hour  in  the  morning.    Theyseem  Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.): 

to  altogether  ignore  appeals  from  this  "ill  the  Government  now  send  for  the 

Bide  of  the  House,    and  when    I    say  Chief  Secretary,  in  order  that  we  may 

appeals,  I  only  mean  the  word  in  the  teaume  the  debate  upon  Irish  matters  ? 

sense  that  we  are  claiming  our  right  to  It  "i'l-  no  doubt,  be  easy  to  find  him ; 

an  opportunity  of  discussing  these  quea-  and  if  the  Government  will  assure  us 

tions.     It  ia  all  very  well  to  get  up  and  thattherighthon.GentlemanwilUhortly 

Bay  you  can  talk  now,  and  we  will  an-  be  in  his  place,  prepared,  as  we  are,  to 

Bwor  you.      But  that  is   not  enough,  go  on  with  Business.  I  will  withdraw  the 

Hon.  Members  below  me  want  to  bring  Motion,  which  I  now  make,  that  this 

before  the  House  some  grievances  which  debate  be  adjourned, 

might   or   might   not    occupy    a    few  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

minutes  ;  but  bon.  Members,  when  they  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 

do  that,  are  anxious  to  do  it  at  a  time  — {3fr.  T.  M.  lltaly.) 

when  their  remarks  will  get  into   the  The  FIRST   LORD  of  the  TBEA- 

publio  PreBS.     We  have  no  personal  SUEY  (Mr.  W.   H.    Smith)  {Strand, 

advanta^  in  that ;  but  ve  do  bold  that  Westminater) :  It  is  not  my  intention  (o 
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prolong  this  contest.    Sir,  I  have  some  that,  so  far  from  this  being  a  Bill  for 

ooneideration  for  your  health,  and  for  epunding  public  money,  it  is  a  Bill  tor 

the  officers  of  the  House.     But  I  must  saving  money  ;    and  if  hon.   Members 

make  an  emphatio  protest  against  this  were  as  anxious  for  the  benefit  of  our 

deliberate    waste   of    the   time  of    the  Indian  fellotr-subjocts  as  they  profess  to 

House.     Beference  has  been  made  to  be,  they  would  not  attempt  to  stop  the 

the  opiniou  of   the   country  upon  the  Bill. 

oonduct   of   Business.      Yea,    Sir,    the  Ma.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.); 

oountry  will  form  its  judgment  upon  the  I  appeal  to  my  hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Tanner) 

action  of  hon.  Members  below  the  Qang-  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

way,  when  we  protest  against  this  oon-  Dr.    TANNER  :    Of  course,   I    «ill 

slant  delay  in  the  conduct  of  the  Busi-  defer  to  the  wish  of  my  hon.  and  learned 

ness  of  the  House,  to  the  detriment  of  Friend,  and  will  withdraw  the  Motion ; 

every  interest  in  the  country.    I  consent  but  I  must  protest  moat  strongly  against 

to  the  adjournment.  the  way  in  which  Government  measures 

Mb.    BIGGAR    (Oavan,  W.)  :     The  are  brought  on  at  a  very  late  hour,  and 

nght  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  the  public  pushed  through  Committee  at  the  close 


will  judge.  I  do  not  know  if  he  reali: 
the  issue  which  is  placed  before  the 
country.  It  is,  whether  a  discussion  of 
a  Vote  of  nearly  £4,000,000  can  be 
properly  carried  on  between  3  and  4  in 
the  morning.  I  think,  upon  that  ques- 
tion, the  country  will  decide  that  the 
Opposition  is  right,  and  the  Government 
wrong. 

Question  put,  and  agretd  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  TAuriday. 

EAST  INDIA   STOCK  C0NVEE8I0N 

BILL.— [Bill  283.] 

(Sir  Jekn  Qani,  Xt.  Jatkion.) 

GOUIUTTBB. 

Bill  cotuidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  1 
must  really  ask  the  Goverument  not  to 
go  on  with  tbia  Bill  now.    The  Bill  waa 


of  a  prolonged  Sitting. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  I  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Power  of  trustees,  Ac.  in 
relation  to  ezohange  of  atock). 
Amendment  proposed. — {Mr.  Salt.) 
The  under  8E0EETAEY  of 
STATE  FOB  INDIA  (Sir  Jons  Gobst) 
(Chatham) :  I  may  explain  that  this  is 
a  teclinical  Amendment,  which,  with 
others,  is  proposed  to  enable  holders  of 
4  per  cent  Stock,  who  ore  trustees  for 
minors  or  persons  of  unsound  mind,  to 
exchange  such  Stock  for  3^  per  cent 
Stock.  The  Amendments  are  suggested 
by  the  Bank  of  England  and  gendemen 
who  ore  aware  of  Stock  standing  in  small 
amounts  in  the  name  of  trustees,  and 
they  have  been  submitted  to  the  Attorney 
General,  and  approved  bv  him,  from  the 
Paced  on  th«Noi™P.p,t  only  the  day  I?'?.*  °',  '."•"  "'/  prol«*or  of  the 
Wore  yerterfay,  and  i.Li.g  .hmdoi  "^^  of  mmor,  and  p.raon.of  unKiand 
in   the    most  unreasonable  way.      The    ""?r '     nrr  k-Krnv   ivn.  Q^       t 

Government  may  think  this  is  a  proper  '?"'.°?^'lV  ''^'"'''!  ^'^  =  -^ 
way  of  getting  on  with  Business,  and  of  ".''derstaiid  that  tte  power  is  penms- 
gettingthe  public  money;  but  we  are  «''e ;  and,  if  so,  will  it  not  be  somewhat 
here  to  prevent  the  public  money  beJOK  "P«"«"tJo>^  »  trustee  to  make  appl.oa- 
unduly  spent,  and  I  sincerely  hope  some  ^^^^°A  *^«  """".f '  «*,  "  .■^"^,^,  °*  *^« 
moretime  maybe  aUowed  us  for  con-  High  Court?  Is  it  not  desirable  that  the 
sideration  of  this  Bill.  I  will  now  move  ^""/f^^^S^"!!  ^°  '^f^u^ll^'^lll 
that  Progress  be  i  '  "   ""'"'  "'"  ""  '""  °  ""°"  ""  "  "     "" 

Motion  made, 


sported. 

id  Question  proposed, 


at  once  protecting  a  guardian  who  has 
not  the  power  of  varying  the  terms  of 


Monon  maae,  ana  unestion  proposed,    hu  trust,  and  saving   the    expense  of 
That  the  Chairman  do   report  Pro-    goi„g   through  the  formalities  of  get- 


gress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 
Tanner.) 


-{Dr. 


ting  the  consent  of  the  Judge  to  the 
transfer  ? 
Sib  JOHN  GORST :  It  will  give  tho 


The     under     8ECEETABY    of 

STATE  FOR  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gorst)  power  to  a  guardian  to  effect  the  con- 

(Chatham):  Of  course,  if  hon.  Members  version  at  a  trifling  cost, 
are  determined  to  oppose  Progress,  I       Amendment  agreed  to. 
BhnU  not  penUt.    I  may  juat  mention       Further  Amendment  proposed. 
Mr.  W.  S.  Smith 
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AdjoummenL 


AH 


Db.  CLARK  (Caitbnesa) :  We  do  not 
hear  a  word  of  the  Amendments  as  they 
are  proposed,  or  when  put  from  the 
Ohair,  and  we  are  passing  clauses  we 
really  know  nothing  about. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  I  would  appeal  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General, 
would  it  not  be  better  to  make  the  con- 
version of  the  Stock  held  by  trustees 
compulsory?  Will  not  the  form  pre- 
scribed imply  considerable  expense  to 
holders  of  Stock  of  small  amounts? 
Would  it  not  be  better  to  make  the 
conversion  of  the  Stock  compulsory  at 
once? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
There  will  be  no  great  expense  incurred, 
and  the  conversion  is  optional,  and 
alternative  to  the  redemption  of  the 
Stock  at  par.  The  guardian  may  with- 
hold his  consent  to  the  exchange. 

Mr.  chance  :  As  I  understand  the 
clause,  it  is  introducing  an  entirely  new 
principle  into  lunacy  practice. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  It 
may  be  as  the  hon.  Member  says ;  but, 
at  this  late  hour,  I  will  not  enter  upon 
an  argument.  I  can  only  say  that  it  is, 
in  our  opinion,  a  proper  course  in  the 
interest  of  those  concerned.  Of  course, 
the  hon.  Member  will  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  looking  into  the  matter  and 
raising  any  specific  point  later. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  think  the 
Government  will  recognize  the  reason- 
ableness of  reporting  Progress. 

Sir  JOHN  GORST :  Of  course,  if 
such  a  Motion  is  pressed,  I  cannot  resist 
it ;  but  I  would  remind  the  Committee 
of  the  importance  of  time  in  the  matter. 
If  we  pass  the  Bill  through  Committee 
to-night,  it  can  be  printed  and  set  down 
for  Report  on  Thursday,  and  we  shall 
then  have  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing it. 

Mr.  chance  :  Very  well ;  I  agree 
to  that. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agretd  to. 

Remaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered on  Thursday^  and  to  be  printed. 
[Bill  267.] 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." 
*^Mr.  JacJteon.) 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
Upon  this  Motion,  Sir,  I  rise  to  a  point 
of  Order.  It  will  be  within  your 
recollection  that  I  raised  the  question 
earlier  in  the  day,  in  regard  to  a  Motion 
made  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
to  which  neither  I  nor  anyone  else 
ojBPered  any  opposition.  The  point  on 
which  I  asked  your  ruling  was  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Resolution  passed  by  the 
House  that  the  several  stages  of  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill 
should  have  precedence  as  the  first 
Business  of  the  day  whenever  it  was  set 
down.  Now,  what  I  have  to  submit  for 
your  ruling,  Sir,  is— and  I  do  so  only 
because  it  is  a  thing  that  may  occur 
again — the  fact  that  the  first  Business 
of  the  day  was  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  It 
is  not  competent  for  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  dispute  my  ruling ;  but  I 
may  tell  him,  for  his  information,  that 
Motions  at  half-past  4  are  not  included 
in  the  ordinary  Motions  for  the  day; 
they  stand  in  a  category  by  themselves. 
In  that  sense  I  gave  my  ruling,  which  I 
shall  not  permit  the  hon.  Gentleman  to 
dispute. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  Of  course.  Sir, 
I  know  I  must  not  attempt  to  do  that 
without  Notice  of  a  distinct  Motion ;  but 
what  I  want  to  point  out  is — and  I  ask 
the  question,  because  it  may  occur  again 
in  another  case — that  the  discussion  of 
such  a  Motion  as  we  had  early  in  the 
day  might  last  an  entire  night,  and 
would  it  not,  therefore,  be  the  first 
Business  of  the  day  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  duration  of  a 
debate  on  a  Motion  brought  on  at  half- 
past  4  does  not  affect  the  principle  at 
all. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  Four  o'clock. 
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%f  n  T  T  n  TJ"  R  ^®®  ^^  ^  describe  the  offenders  in  a 

M  U  1  I  U  JS  b  .  seriesof  sub-sections,  but  not  the  offences. 

^  I  also  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 

COMMITTEES  (ASCENSION  day).  Committee  to  the  fact  that  a  most  ex- 

Ordered,  That  Committees  shall  not  sit  To-  traordinary   method   has   been  used  in 

morrow,  being  Ascension  Day,  until  Two  of  framing  the  first  line  in  this  clause,  be- 

the  clock,  and  have  leave  to  sit  until  Six  of  the  cause  it  assumes  that  every  person  sent 

-Titf^'^^r/i/am^^  to  this  special  tribunal  shall,  asapre- 

(    r.     t  tarn    enry    m    .)  liminary  condition,  have  committed  an 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  PROVISIONAL  ORDERS  ^^®^^®  within  the  knowledge  ofsomo 

.         .  person,  and,  therefore,  must  be  found 
(NO.  6)  BILL.  guilty  as  a  matter  of  course.     I  can  con- 
On  Motion  of  Mr  Long,  Bill  to  confirm  cer-  ceive  no   drafting  more    bad  or  more 
tain  Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern-  _  _^  i             i        au       a                <<  a 
ment  Board  relating  to  the  Local  Government  ^^^88^7  careless  than  to  say-"  Any  per- 
District  of  Alverstoke,  the  Boroughs  of  Dews-  son  who  shall  commit  an  offence  shall 
bury,  Groat  Torrington,  Halifax,  and  Notting-  be  tried  for  it."     The  whole  essence  of 
ham,  and  the  Rural  Sanitary  District  of  the  St.  law  is  to  discover  whether  a  person  has 
Thomas  Union,  or^.rf  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  committed  an  offence  or  not.     It  is  ridi- 
Long  and  Mr.  Ritchie.  i           .               -j      ^i.   i.                          i.   n 
Billi>m«if^rf,  and  read  the  first  time.  fBill  268.]  culous  to  provide   that  a  person  shall 

have  committed  an  offence.     It  is  for 

ORDER     OF    THE   BAT,  these  reasons    that   I    move  the  first 

Amendment  that  stands  in  my  name ; 

^ but  I  may  explain  that  it  is  intended  to 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  (IRE-  transpose  the  words  of  the  clause.     The 

LAND)  BILL.-[BiLL  217.]  ^^^^®®  ^^^^  read— 

(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews,  Mr.  ^  "  ^^7^  person  may  be  prosecuted  before  a 

...           ^         1    -^      A^A           XV         I   ^  Court  of  Summarj- Jurisdiction  under  this  Act 

Attorney  General,  Mr.   Attorney  General  for  ^^,0  shall  have  taken  part  in  any  criminal  con- 

Ireland.)  spiracy  to  compel  or  induce  any  person  or  per- 

coMif ITTEE.    [^ProgreM  1 1th  May.']  ^p'"  either  not  to  fulfil  his  or  their  legal  obliga- 

I      T  tions,'*  &c. 

[NINTH    NIGHT.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee.  ^*^**  Y}^^  /*  ^^^.^J'   T^f,  *^\  ^^^^ 

-    xi-    /^         ...      .  English,  and  it  will  not  alter  theprin- 

(In  the  Committee.)  ^j^  ^^  the  clause  in  the  slightest  degree. 

Summary  Jubisdiotion.  what  I  object  to  is  the  bad  grammar 

Clause  2  (Extension  of  summary  juris-  ^^d  the  bad  drafting  of  the  BiU. 

diction).  Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.):  I  beg  14,  leave  out  from  *'  who  "  to  '•  district" 

to  move  the  omission  in  page  2,  line  14,  in  line  15  inclusive. — {Mr.  Chance.) 

of  the  words—  Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 

'*  Any  person  who  shall  commit  any  of  the  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

following  ofifences  in  a  proclaimed  district."  Clause." 

I  believe  that  there  exists  some  mys-  -m-^  ntrAxrm?     -d^^u-^  ix.^  a^.^^^^^ 

♦<.«:r>,io  ^^^^^  ^^...^^A  «  a  ^««^*««»«-.  »  •«  -M^*  CHANCE :  Before  the  Attorney 

teriousperson  termed  a'* draftsman     in    r^ ^i  #.     x    i     j    •  x     i- 

thelrisUffice.     Who  he  is  I  do  not  ^pt^t'^Jf'olr.ThX?.' AT. 

Amendment  is  passed,  it  will  be  com- 

»  «^o«  «,^  «,;^i,*  ^ r.^i.  «^«>«*u: Ti  «  potent  to  move  the  substitution  of  the 

a.year  we  might  expect  something  like  ^^^^  ,,  ^^^^^  „  ^^^  ,,         „  ^ 


know,  but  he  receives  annually  about  a^     j        j.  •           *  z    -l      -n'  v 

£2,000;  and  I  think  that  for  £2,000  Amendment  is  passed,  it  wdl  be  < 

»  J^o«  L^^i^x.*.  ^ r.^i.  «^«>«*u: Ti  «  potent  to  move  the  substitution  of 

a-year  we  might  expect  something  like  ^     ,  ,,  ,    ,,  „  -     ,,         „  ^ 

English  grammar,  although  we  may  not  ^^^  ChWmAN     Yes 

P.p.r.  I  wui  re.d  tb.  fo.  linn  of  tl>«  ™5'^'*Sv<"!;-  HoMB.)  (Dablm  Uiii. 

ao/>r^ii.i    /.i.i.o^       TJ.-^    «»r„^<.^„«    v»  versity):  The  hon.  Member  complains 

second    dause.      They    commence    by  „f  the  drafting  of  the  Bill,  and  he  has 

^  made  a  direct  attack  upon  the  draftsman. 

"Any  person  who  shaU  commit  any  of  the  Now,  I  am  not  the  draftsman  myself, 

foUowing  offences  in  a  proclaimed  district,"  but  I  have  found  no  difficulty  in  under- 

and  one  would  imagine  that  the  clause  standing  what  the  clause  meane,  and  I 

would  go  on  to  describe  the  offences  in  do  not  believe  that  any  tribunal  or  any 

question.    It  does  no  such  thing.    It  Member  of  the  House,  on  reading  over 
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tbe  clause,  if  he  brings  his  reason  to 
bear  on  it,  will  have  any  difficulty  in 
understanding  it.  The  Government  are 
asked  now  to  recast  the  entire  clause, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  altering  the  sense 
of  the  clause,  but  to  meet  the  views  of 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  oppo- 
site as  to  mere  terms  of  expression.  The 
Government  are  not  disposed  to  comply 
with  the  request  of  the  hon.  Member. 
If  it  can  be  shown  that  the  clause  is  not 
intelligible,  we  will  be  ready  to  listen 
to  any  suggestion  to  alter  it  which  may 
be  made.  Nothing,  however,  of  the 
kind  has  been  done,  and  the  clause,  as 
it  stands,  is  perfectly  intelligible.  I 
may  tell  the  hon.  Member  that  however 
wide  his  knowledge  of  the  Statutes  may 
be,  and  whatever  may  be  the  faults  of 
the  draftsman  employed  in  drawing  up 
this  clause,  the  precedents  of  other  Acts 
which  are  now  on  the  Statute  Book  have 
been  followed.  The  sentence  specially 
pointed  to  by  the  hon.  Member  is  one 
which  will  be  thoroughly  understood  by 
the  Court,  and  will  undoubtedly  have 
the  proper  construction  put  upon  it.  I 
contend  that  it  is  perfectly  cle£ur  as  it 
stands,  and  that  it  is  altogether  un- 
necessary to  alter  it. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  am  sorry  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  should 
have  exhibited  such  warmth  in  defend- 
ing the  absent  draftsman.  Considering 
the  warmth  which  he  has  displayed, 
I  think  it  may  be  rightly  assumed  that 
the  employment  of  this  individual  has 
been  a  job  to  oblige  one  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  political  eanfr^res. 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  certainly  did  feel  it 
necessary  to  defend  the  draftsman,  seeing 
that  he  has  actually  followed  the  prece- 
dents of  other  Statutes  in  drawing  up 
the  clause. 

Mb.  chance  :  Who  is  he  ? 

Mb.  holmes  :  That  has  nothing  to 
do  with  the  matter. 

Mr.  chance  :  What  is  his  name  ? 

Mb.  holmes  :  He  has  been  in  the 
Lrish  Office  for  years — long  before  I 
came  to  the  Office  I  now  hold. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  that 
he  is  introducing  into  the  Question 
an  element  which  is  totally  unneces- 
sary. 

Mb.  chance  :  Of  course  I  bow  to 
your  ruling,  Sir  ;  but  I  retain  my  silent 
opinion  upon  the  matter.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  made  an 

YOL.  OOOXV.    [thibd  sbbibs.] 


attack  upon  me,  and  I  think  I  had  a 
right  to  know  what  was  the  motive  which 
actuated  him  in  doing  so.  I  never  claimed 
to  be  a  judge  of  the  technicalities  of  the 
Statutes  at  large ;  but  I  have  pointed 
out  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  if  he  would  apply  his  mind 
to  this  section  he  would  see  that  it  is 
ungrammatical  and  nonsensical.  I  do  not 
think  any  parallel  can  be  found  for  it 
except  in  a  Game  Act  which  was 
passed  by  the  Tory  Party.  One  page 
in  that  Act  contains  13  mistakes  in 
grammar  and  English.  The  first  line 
of  this  clause  says — **Any  person  who 
shall  commit  any  of  the  following  of- 
fences," and  then  1st  sub-section  goes  on 
to  describe  the  offenders — namely,  **any 
person  who  shall  take  part  in  any  crimi- 
nal conspiracy,"  &c.  According  to  this  a 
ferson  is  an  offence  and  not  an  offender, 
can  assure  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  in  raising  the  question  I 
was  only  anxious  to  maintain  the  repu- 
tation of  the  Tory  Bench,  represented  so 
brilliantly  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, in  matters  of  grammar.  I  only  ask 
them  to  make  this  clause  at  least  in- 
telligible and  decent  grammar,  and,  in 
reply,  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
launches  out  into  personalities  and  accu- 
sations that  I  not  only  know  the  whole 
of  the  Statutes,  but  wish  to  pose  as  an 
authority  upon  grammar.  Now,  I  know 
nothing  of  the  kind;  but  I  do  know 
what  grammar  is,  and  I  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  to  say  whether  the 
words  of  this  clause  are  either  decent 
grammar  or  common  sense  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford.  N.) : 
I  do  not  see  why,  when  my  hon.  Friend 
points  out  that  the  language  of  the 
clause  is  indefensible,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  should  commence  to 
jeer.  I  think  it  the  statutable  right,  if 
the  Irish  people  are  to  be  sent  to  prison, 
that  they  should  be  committed  to  gaol 
with  all  the  pomp  of  the  English  lan- 
guage grammatically  expressed.  Here  we 
have  a  clause  which  will  be  intelligible 
only  to  the  underdtanding  of  a  Eesident 
Magistrate.  My  contention  is  that  it 
should  be  intelligible  to  the  meanest  in- 
telligence. We  are  not  informed  who 
the  person  is  who  has  drawn  up  the 
clause.  Is  it  some  superhuman  indi- 
vidual who  has  no  existence  either  in 
this  House  or  anywhere  else  ?  The 
clause  says — 

P  .     imnth  mght.^ 
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''  Any  person  who  ahall  commit  any  of  the 
ollowing  offences  in  a  proclaimed  district  may 
be  piosecuted  before  a  Court  of  Summary  Ju- 
risdiction under  this  Act/'  (be. 

And  the  first  of  the  offences  specified  is, 
*  Any  person  who  shall  take  part  in  any 
criminal  conspiracy."  Therefore,  one  of 
the  offences  is  a  person.  Now,  a  person 
is  no  offence,  and  if  he  is  to  get  six 
months  imprisonment,  let  him  get  it  by 
virtue  of  a  provision  grammatically  ex- 
pressed in  an  Act  of  Parliament.  I 
presume  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  has  a  proper  knowledge  of 
grammar,  and  I  would  respectfully  ask 
him  how  he  would  construe  this  clause  ? 
1  defy  even  his  intelligence  to  put  the 
clause  into  anything  like  decent  form. 
The  Irish  people  do  not  pretend  to  speak 
the  English  language  with  a  cockney 
accent ;  but  they  have  some  idea  of 
English  grammar,  and  I  hope  the  Qo- 
yemment  will  give  this  Bill  to  them  in  a 
reasonable  shape.  I  see  that  the  Govern- 
ment is  now  reinforced  by  the  presence 
of  the  Irish  Solicitor  General,  who  is 
well  known  in  the  Law  Courts  as  a 
master  of  diction.  I  trust  that  he  will 
get  up  and  explain  the  language  of  the 
clause. 

Mr.  E.  T.  REID  (Dumfries,  &c.) : 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  words  of 
the  clause  are  imperfect  so  far  as  their 
grammatical  construction  is  concerned, 
and  perhaps  it  may  not  be  easy  to 
remedy  them.  Probably  the  best  course 
would  be  to  omit  in  line  17  the  words 
'*  any  person  who  shall  take  part  in  any 
criminal  conspiracy,"  &c.,  and  then  de- 
fine the  offences  instead  of  the  offenders. 

Me.  chance  :  That  would  get  rid 
of  one  objection,  but  another  still  re- 
mains— namely,  the  words  '^who  shall 
commit  any  of  the  following  offences." 
I  tbink  it  is  ridiculous  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament  to  lay  down  a  condition  pre- 
cedent to  the  trial  of  a  person  that  that 
person  shall  commit  an  offence. 

Thb  chief  secretary  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester, 
E.) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  appealed 
to  me  on  a  question  of  legal  style. 

Me.  chance  :  No;  upon  a  question 
of  grammar. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  There  is  no 
question  upon  which  I  am  less  competent 
to  give  an  opinion  than  legal  style.  I 
must  confess  that  I  am  not  an  admirer 
of  the  language  of  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
It  appears  to  me,   however,  that  the 

Mr.  T.  M.  Mealy 


clause  comes  up  to  the  standard  of  legal 
English.  It  has  the  advantage  of  being 
perfectly  intelligible  at  the  first  glance. 
The  Bill  has  been  carefully  drawn  up, 
and  will  have  to  pass  the  rigid  scrutiny 
of  both  Houses  of  Parliament.  I  hope 
the  time  of  the  Committee  is  not  to  be 
wasted  in  discussing  at  length  questions 
of  improving  the  mere  style  of  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill. 

Ma.  CHANCE:  English  grammar. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  Bill  is 
quite  good  enough  English  and  good 
enough  grammar  for  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  is,  at  all  events,  what  every 
Act  of  Parliament  is  not — namely,  un- 
commonly good  sense.  I  quite  admit 
that  every  precaution  should  be  taken  in 
the  Bill  to  make  its  meaning  perfectly 
clear,  so  that  on  the  face  of  the  Bill 
itself,  everybody  may  know  what  we 
intend  to  adopt,  and  what  we  shall 
adopt.  But  if  hon.  Gentlemen  ask  us  to 
consider  all  these  emendations  in  order 
to  improve  the  legal  style  of  the  Bill,  by 
what  time  do  they  think  the  deliberations 
of  this  Committee  are  likely  to  end  ? 

Me.  chance  :  Next  year. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  think  the 
Committee  ought  to  confine  the  discus- 
sion to  questions  of  substance,  and  that 
we  should  not  be  called  upon  to  waste 
our  time  in  discussing  questions  of 
grammar  and  parsing.  Are  we  to  spend 
hour  after  hour  in  discussing  Amend- 
ments merely  to  satisfy  the  fastidious 
tastes  of  hon.  Members  opposite  ?  I  am 
sorry  that  in  discussing  the  clause  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny  should  have 
considered  it  necessary  to  attack  a  gen- 
tleman who  is  not  a  Member  of  this 
House.  Even  if  the  Bill  was  open  to 
adverse  criticism  as  to  its  drafting, 
which  I  believe  is  not  the  case,  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  recollect  the 
great  amount  of  labour  that  has  been 
thrown  upon  the  draftsman  of  the  Irish 
Office  during  the  last  few  months,  not 
only  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  but  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House  of  Lords,  and  also 
other  Bills.  I  think  there  should  be 
ample  excuse  for  errors  even  far  greater 
than  any  that  can  be  found  within  the 
four  corners  of  this  Bill.  I  feel  that  I 
should  not  be  in  Order  in  pursuing  that 
matter  at  length ;  but  I  feel  bound  to 
stand  up  for  this  gentlemem  who  was  not 
appointed  by  the  present  Government, 
but  who  has  long  held  this  Office  and 
bas    long  carried    out   the   important 
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functions  which  he  now  discharges  so 
well  in  the  Irish  Office,  and  to  the  satis- 
faction of  successive  Chief  Secretaries. 

Me.  chance  :  You  ought  to  give 
his  name. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  It  is  no  busi- 
ness of  mine  to  give  the  name.  The 
hon.  Member  will  have  no  difficulty  in 
finding  it  out  if  he  desires,  and  if  there 
is  any  hon.  Gentleman  who  wishes  to 
impugn  the  character  of  this  gentleman, 
the  proper  time  for  doing  so  will  be  when 
the  Vote  for  the  payment  of  his  salary 
comes  before  the  House.  I  hope  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  understand  the 
principles  which  the  Government  have 
laid  down  for  themselves  in  this  matter. 
They  are  ready  to  accept  any  Amend- 
ment which  may  be  required  to  make 
the  meaning  of  the  Bill,  if  possible, 
more  clear,  but  they  are  not  ready, 
and  they  will  not  consent,  as  far 
as  they  can  avoid  it,  to  waste  the  time 
of  the  Committee  in  discussing  Amend- 
ments which,  at  the  best,  are  mere 
Amendments  for  the  improvement  of 
style. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
The  point  we  take  up  in  regard  to  the 
Bill  is  this.  We  say  it  is  quite  bad 
enough  that  the  measure  is  to  take  away 
the  liberties  of  the  Irish  people,  but,  at 
any  rate,  we  are  entitled  to  interfere 
when  we  find  that  it  is  making  ducks 
and  drakes  with  the  Queen's  English. 
We  are  not  able  to  agree  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill,  but,  at  any  rate,  let  us 
be  able  to  parse  it,  and  I  respectfully 
submit  that  we  are  not  in  a  position  to 
do  that  now.  The  House  has  been  en- 
gaged during  the  past  fortnight  in  dis- 
cussing points  of  law,  and  we  have  now 
arrived  at  a  moment  when  it  has  become 
necessary  to  discuss  points  of  grammar. 
I  think  the  time  has  come  when  some 
strong  steps  should  be  taken.  Will  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  get  up  and 
tell  us  what  the  word  "person"  in  all 
the  later  sub-sections  is,  and  what  is  the 
nominative  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  rise  to  Order.  Is  the 
hon.  Member  in  Order  in  debating  any- 
thing but  the  Amendment  before  the 
Committee  ? 

The  chairman  :  The  observations 
of  the  hon.  Member  are  connected  with 
the  Amendment ;  but  I  think  the  dis- 
cussion has  degenerated  into  a  matter 


which  is  of  infinitely  little  importance, 
and  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will  con- 
fine himself,  as  much  as  possible,  to  the 
point  at  issue. 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  think 
we  are  entitled  to  complain  of  the  un- 
reasonable view  the  Government  take 
of  the  Amendments  we  submit  to  the 
Committee.  I  will  not,  however,  pursue 
further  the  line  of  observations  which 
you,  Sir,  have  commented  on  ;  but  I 
will  say  this,  that  when  we  point  out  a 
blot  in  any  of  these  sections,  whether  it 
is  a  blot  in  respect  of  substance  or  of 
grammar,  the  Government,  with  pig- 
headed obstinacy,  as  if  in  some  way 
their  character  was  involved,  refuse  to 
listen  to  our  complaints.  1  fail  to  see 
that  we  are  in  any  way  concerned  with 
the  character  of  the  draftsman  of  this 
Bill.  Let  us  take  the  section  as  it 
stands,  and  see  whether  it  is  good  or 
bad,  right  or  wrong,  without  regard 
to  the  character  of  the  man  who  drew  it 
up.  On  that  ground  I  put  it  to  the  Go- 
vernment whether,  in  regard  to  their 
own  character  for  knowledge  of  the 
English  language,  they  do  not  think  it 
will  be  compromised  before  the  public 
if  this  section  is  passed  into  law  in  its 
present  form  ? 

Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.):  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  so  much  in 
the  habit  of  swallowing  camels  that  it 
is  only  natural  for  them  to  strain  at  a 
gnat.  Anything  more  clumsy  or  more 
ungrammatical  than  this  clause  could 
not  be  included  in  any  section  of  an  Act 
of , Parliament.  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  has  defended  the  Govern- 
ment draftsman,  and  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  has  chimed  in  with  the 
same  line  of  argument.  Of  course,  the 
draftsman  may  be  good  enough  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  the  con- 
struction of  this  particular  section  of  an 
Act  of  Parliament  may  be  good  enough 
for  the  intellect  and  capacity  of  the  Re- 
sident Magistrates  in  Ireland.  But  I 
think  we  have  a  perfect  right  to  point 
out  blunders  and  stupidity  wherever  we 
find  them.  Everyone  must  see,  upon 
reading  the  section,  that  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Kilkenny  was  perfectly 
right  in  the  observations  he  made. 

Mr.  chance  :  No  doubt,  this  is  a 
very  small  point,  and  I  am  sorry  that 
the  Government  have  taken  up  such  an 
unreasonable  attitude  on  the  matter.  I 
appealed  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 

P  2  I  Ninth  NigU.'\ 


423 


Criminal  Law 


{COMMONS}     Amendmrnt  (Ireland)  Bill.    424 


and  as  an  authority  on  English  grammar, 
but  he  declined  to  respond  to  the  appeal. 
The  Irish  Members  must  act  accordingly, 
and  I  shall  press  for  a  Division.  The 
sooner,  therefore,  we  take  a  Division  the 
better. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  101; 
Noes  81 :  Majority  20. — (Div.  List, 
No.  151.) 

Mr.  MAURICE  HE  ALT:  I  beg  to 
move  in  line  14,  after  **  shall,''  to  insert 
"  after  the  passing  of  this  Act."  I  hope 
that  the  Government  will  be  prepared  to 
accept  that  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
14,  after  **  shall,"  insert  *' after  the 
passing,  of  this  Act." — (Mr.  Maurice 
Meafy.) 

Question  proposed,  '*That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  According  to 
the  principle  I  have  just  laid  down,  I  do 
not  think  the  Government  ought  to  ac- 
cept this  Amendment,  which  certainly 
does  not  make  the  clause  more  clear. 
The  meaning  of  the  clause  is  perfectly 
plain,  and  nothing  will  be  gained  by 
accepting  the  Amendment.  I,  therefore, 
ask  the  Committee  to  reject  it. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  fail  to 
gather  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
remarks  what  his  reason  is  for  opposing 
the  Amendment.  Do  I  understand  him 
to  say,  after  what  has  occurred  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Amendment  moved  by  my 
hon.  Friend  just  now,  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  so  exceedingly  nice  in  regard 
to  the  phraseology  of  this  clause  that 
they  will  not  accept  the  words  **  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act,"  because  there 
may  be  tautology  ?  We  were  told  a  few 
minutes  ago  that  the  capacity  of  the 
Irish  Resident  Magistrates  is  such  that 
it  is  necessary  for  the  Government  to 
put  their  clause  into  bad  English  in 
order  to  enable  those  gentlemen  to 
understand  it.  But  in  regard  to  this 
Amendment  the  position  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  this — ^that  these  gentlemen — the 
Resident  Magistrates — are  so  nice  upon 
the  question  of  grammar,  that  their 
feelings  will  be  shocked  if  the  clause 
contains  a  single  superfluous  word.  I 
will  only  point  out  that  the  words 
"after  l^e  passing  of  this  Act"  are 
usually  employed  in  Acts  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  Ohanoe 


No  doubt,  the  words  "  under  this  Act" 
appear  in  the  clause;  but  it  does  not 
necessarily  follow  that  the  word  '*  shall  " 
involves  the  future  tense.  The  Govern- 
ment intend,  and  we  intend,  that  these 
clauses  shall  not  be  retrospective  in 
their  operation,  bat  that  they  shall  only 
apply  to  crimes  comTTiHfed  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act;  and,  therefore,  I  do 
not  see  that  the  innocent  Amendment  I 
have  proposed  does  more  than  put  in 
clearer  language  that  intention.  Why 
not  insert  ^*  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act "  if  they  really  mean  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act  ? 

Mr.  CHANCE:  The  first  words  of 
the  1st  clause  are — 

"  Where  a  sworn  information  has  been  made 
that  any  offence  to  which  this  section  applies 
has  been  committed  in  a  proclaimed  district." 

The  2nd  clause  contains  the  words  '^  in 
a  proclaimed  district."  But  the  district 
cannot  be  proclaimed  until  after  the  Act 
has  been  passed,  and,  therefore,  the 
section  must  apply  to  the  future.  The 
same  point  arose  on  the  1st  clause,  in 
reference  to  the  power  to  enable  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  to  put  the  clause  in  force ; 
and  in  that  discussion  we  discovered,  to 
our  surprise  and  alarm,  and  certainly 
much  to  the  surprise  of  the  English 
language,  that  a  proclaimed  district 
meant  a  district  not  proclaimed,  but 
which  may  be  proclaimed.  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  tells  us  the  mean- 
ing of  the  clause  is  perfectly  clear ;  but 
we  know  that  bad  grammar  often  has 
some  hidden  and  subtle  meaning,  and  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  tell 
us  how  it  is  perfectly  clear,  and  that  it 
is  not  to  deal  with  an  offence  committed 
before  the  drafting  of  the  Act.  If  it  is 
desired  to  prevent  a  prosecution  for 
offences  committed  before  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  then  I  insist  that  the  Amend- 
ment is  necessary.  We  do  not  now 
want  the  Government  to  be  grammatical ; 
we  have  given  up  that  point ;  but  we  do 
want  them  to  make  the  clause  intelli- 
gible, and  they  can  only  do  that  by 
accepting  the  Amendment,  and  clearly 
showing  what  they  mean. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Take  the  case 
of  conspiracy.  Are  your  inquiries  to 
extend  over  several  counties  and  over  a 
long  period  of  time  ?  If  not,  how  are 
you  to  control  the  Resident  Magistrates, 
unless  these  words  are  inserted  in  the 
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clause?  Suppose  that  the  Act  passes 
on  the  1st  of  August,  and  that  an  offence 
committed  on  the  2nd  of  August  has  to 
be  proved  by  some  publication  in  a  news- 

Japer  which  took  place  on  the  1st  of 
uly.  Are  we  to  be  told  that  the  Eesi- 
dent  Magistrate  may  allow  evidence  to 
be  given  of  a  publication  in  a  newspaper 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act  ?  I  main- 
tain that,  as  the  clause  stands,  he  would 
be  60  allowed ;  and  if  that  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government,  why  not  make 
it  perfectly  plain?  We  know  what 
took  place  in  regard  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
William  O'Brien  and  Mr.  John  Dillon. 
In  order  to  provide  absolute  proof  of  the 
connection  of  Mr.  William  O'Brien  with 
United  Ireland  in  1887,  a  letter  was  pro- 
duced which  was  written  by  Mr  Wil- 
liam O'Brien  in  1881,  in  order  to  show 
that  he  was  still  the  editor  of  United 
Ireland,  five  or  six  years  after  having 
written  the  letter.  That  was  the  only 
primd  facie  evidence  before  the  Resident 
Magistrate  to  prove  that  Mr.  William 
O'Brien  was  the  editor  of  that  paper 
now.  Suppose  the  Government  put  the 
editor  of  United  Ireland  under  this  clause, 
and  subject  him  to  a  preliminary  in- 
quiry, are  we  to  have  this  letter  of  1881 
trotted  out  again  as  primd  facie  evi- 
dence? Unless  the  words  ''after  the 
passing  of  this  Act ''  are  inserted  in  this 
clause,  the  Besident  Magistrate  would 
undoubtedly  admit  this  letter  as  proof, 
and  would  allow  a  case  to  go  to  the 
jury,  being  himself  both  jury  and  Judge 
at  the  same  time.  I  put  it  to  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  whether, 
proof  being  tendered  of  something  done 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act,  the  Besi- 
dent Magistrate  would  not  admit  that 
proof  ?  I  think  the  clause,  as  it  stands, 
18  most  unreasonable,  and  I  am  of  opi- 
nion that  the  attitude  the  Government 
are  taking  is  unfair.  If  they  really  in- 
tend that  the  Act  is  only  to  date  from 
the  time  it  receives  the  Sign  Manual  of 
the  Queen,  it  is  not  reasonable  for  them 
to  refuse  the  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  100; 
Noes  123:  Majority  23.— (Div.  List, 
No.  152.) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  have  now  to 
move,  in  the  first  line  of  the  clause,  to 
leave  out  the  word  '^  commit,"  in  order 
to  substitute  the  words  '*  be  proved,  on 
the  oomplaint  of  any  injured  person,  to 


have  committed."  The  clause  would 
then  read — 

''Anjr  person  "wlio  shall  bo  proved,  on  the 
complaint  of  any  injured  person,  to  have  com- 
mitted any  of  the  following  oflfences.*' 

The  object  of  the  Amendment  is  to 
decide  in  whom  the  initiation  of  the 
prosecution  shall  rest.  The  Government 
will  now  be  tested  as  to  the  reality  of 
their  desire  to  put  down  crime  by  the 
way  in  which  they  treat  this  Amend- 
ment. In  Ireland,  hitherto,  no  indi- 
vidual was  ever  prosecuted  personally, 
and  there  has  grown  up  a  practice  which 
Mr.  George  Waters,  the  County  Court 
Judge  for  Waterford,  has  happily 
termed  '*  intimidation  in  the  air,"  when 
a  crime  is  alleged  to  have  been  com- 
mitted the  police  always  prosecute.  No 
person  alleged  to  have  been  intimidated 
ever  prosecutes.  Mr.  Waters  had  before 
him  a  case  in  which  a  man  was  alleged 
to  have  said — 

"  I  advise  the  Irish  people  to  hare  nothing 
to  do  with  evicted  farms,  and  I  say  farther 
that  a  person  who  takes  an  evicted  farm  is  a 
person  who  is  unworthy  of  social  amenities." 

This  language  was  not  directed  against 
any  individual ;  but  the  man  who  made 
use  of  it  was  prosecuted  by  the  police 
on  the  ground  that  he  had  intimidated 
some  person  unknown.  Now,  I  wish 
by  this  Amendment  to  get  rid  of  the 
possibility  of  prosecuting  any  man  for 
intimidating  some  person  or  persons  un- 
known. In  the  case  to  which  I  have 
referred,  Mr.  George  Waters  decided 
that  there  is  no  such  offence  as  what  he 
called  *'  intimidation  in  the  air."  I  may 
add,  that  Mr.  Waters  came  to  that  con- 
clusion, after  a  Besident  Magistrate  had 
convicted  the  man  and  sentenced  him 
to  two  or  three  months'  imprisonment. 
Therefore,  I  think  the  Qt)vemment  ought 
to  say  at  once  whether  ''  intimidation  in 
the  air  "  is  their  view  in  passing  this 
Act,  or  whether  it  ought  not  to  be 
necessary  to  produce  the  corpus  of  some 
individual  who  alleges  that  his  mind  or 
body  has  been  injured  by  the  acts  or 
words  of  some  other  individual.  I  hope 
the  Government  will  see  their  way  to 
accept  so  reasonable  a  proposition.  I 
think  it  is  a  monstrous  thing  that  the 
police  force  in  Ireland  should  have 
nothing  to  do  except  to  spend  their  time 
in  getting  up  these  offences  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  landlords,  and  that,  in  addi- 
tion to  that,  they  should  be  allowed  to 
act  as  prosecutors,  taking  out  both  sum- 
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mons  and  warrant,  without  putting  the  ago  a  man  was  accused  of  whistling  at 
injured  person  to  any  trouble  whatever,  a  landlord  as  he  went  along  the  road, 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  Under  Secre-  in  what  the  police  called  a  **  derisive 
tary  for  Ireland  would  say  that  the  manner,"  and  he  got  six  months  for  it. 
intimidation  is  so  great  that  it  is  im-  Now,  I  think,  the  landlord  ought  to 
possible  to  get  anybody  in  Ireland  to  have  been  left  to  his  own  remedy.  It 
prosecute.  But  let  me  remind  him  that  was  not  a  criminal  act,  and  ought  only 
this  Bill  is  to  put  an  end  to  intimida-  to  have  been  the  subject  of  a  civil  action 
tion,  and  we  are  told  by  the  First  Lord  for  damages,  although  I  very  much 
of  the  Treasury  that  it  will  make  Ire-  doubt  whether,  under  the  circumstunces, 
land  happy,  contented,  and  prosperous,  any  prosecutor  would  have  obtained  civil 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says — ' *  Once  damages  at  all.  In  cases  of  this  kind  the 
pass  this  Bill,  and  the  intimidation,  aggrieved  person  should  bring  his  own 
which  is  now  going  about  like  a  foul  prosecution,  and  if  such  prosecutions 
spectre,  will  be  laid,*'  and,  therefore,  were  initiated  by  individuals  they  would 
no  person  need  be  in  the  least  degree  come  into  Court  without  the  pomp, 
afraid  of  intimidation,  because  law  and  circumstance,  and  panoply  of  a  great 
order  will  be  in  such  splendid  working  State  trial.  Under  the  Act  of  1882, 
order  that  everyone  will  be  able  to  go  there  was  in  no  instance  a  private  prose- 
about,  what  has  been  called  in  euphe-  cution,  but  in  every  instance  the  prose- 
mistio  terms,  his  '*  lawful  business" —  cution  was  the  act  of  the  State,  and 
that  is,  the  business  of  the  landlords,  consequently  the  Resident  Magistrate 
and  resort  to  land-grabbing  and  other  had  a  mental  stimulous  administered  to 
occupations  of  the  same  kind.  I  main-  him  as  Crown  prosecutor.  I  venture  to 
tain  that  the  person  aggrieved  ought  to  think  that  if  individuals  who  conceive 
be  the  person  who  makes  the  complaint,  themselves  to  hare  been  wronged  were 
In  regard  to  the  most  serious  crimes  the  left  to  prosecute  at  their  own  expense, 
individual  is  never  the  prosecutor,  but  they  would  appraise  the  inquiries  re- 
you  have  the  Crown  Prosecutor,  the  ceived  at  their  real  value,  and  very  few 
Crown  Solicitor,  and  everything  ema-  oases  would  find  their  way  into  Court, 
nating  from  the  Crown.  We  are  told  Under  these  circumstances,  I  hope  the 
that  there  is  no  necessity  for  individual  Oovernment  will  see  their  way  to  remove 
initiation,  but  that  we  must  rely  on  the  this  course  of  itritation  from  the  Bill, 
State  for  everything.  We  are  read  a  and  allow  every  injured  individual  to 
lesson  every  day  upon  that  point  by  take  his  own  remedy  as  he  would  be  re- 
The  Times.     What  we  want  is  a  little  quired  to  do  in  a  civil  case. 

local  option  in  the  matter  imd  not  to       Amendment  proposed, 
have  policemen  **  nosing"  and  scentmg  ^    ^  . 

opportunities    for   prosecution.      When  .  I°;^Pfge  2,  line  14  leave  out ''commit,'' and 

'^•^    .,  ,  1.  /•        4^i_        xi-  insert  **  be  proved  on  the  complaint  of  any  in - 

once  they  get  a  quarry  before  them  they  jured  person,  to  have  committed."-( i/^r.  f.  M. 

hunt  it  down  until  it  gets  before  the  Healy.) 

Eesident  Magistrate,  who  is  himself  an        Question   proposed,  ''  That  the  word 

ex-pohceman,  or    a   disbanded  soldier  *  commit '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 
If  my  Amendment    is  accepted  it  will 

remove  a  most   irritating  blister   from        Mr.  HOLMES:  The  hon.  and  learned 

the  body  politic   in   Ireland.     In  civil  Member  in  moving  the  Amendment  has 

actions  the  Government  do  not  interfere,  referred  to  the  analogy  between  civil 

If  a  Member  of  the  Government  made  a  actions  and  criminal  prosecutions.  Now, 

bargain  with  me  and  did  not  observe  there  is  no  analogy  whatever  between 

that  bargain  I  should  not  apply  to  the  the  two  ;  and,  I  think,  it  is  generally 

State  for  my    remedy.     Then  why,  in  accepted  by  lawyers  that  there  is  an 

offences  which  concern  quasi  civil  rights,  essential  distinction  as  to  the  foundations 

am  I  not  entitled  to  take  the  same  course  on  which  a  civil  action  reposes.     A  civil 

in  a  civil  action  ?    The  Government  will  action  is  brought  to  vindicate  the  right 

not  be  prepared  to  provide  the  money  of  a  particular  individual,   and  not  for 

for  payment   of   the   expenses  unless,  the  purpose    of     redressing    a    public 

perhaps,  it  is  a  civil  action  against  The  wrong.     But  when  a  prisoner  is  prose* 

Times.    A  man  goes  along  a  road  and  cuted  in  a  Criminal  Court,    whether  a 

he  is  grinned  at  or  whistled  at.     In  a  Superior  Court,  or  a  Court  of  Summary 

famous  case  which  oocurred  some  time  Jurisdiction,   it  is  for  the  purpose  of 

Mr.  T.  M.  Eealy 


429 


Criminal  Law 


{May  18,  1887}     Ammidment  (Ireland)  Bill.    430 


yindicating  public  justice.  Accordingly, 
the  law  provides,  and  it  is  the  law  of 
England  and  Scotland,  as  well  as  Ire- 
land, that  criminal  prosecutions  may 
be  brought  forward  in  one  of  two  ways. 
Even  in  England  the  Queen  is  always 
nominally  the  prosecutor,  although  an 
individual  frequently  sets  the  law  in 
motion.  In  England  there  have  been 
many  instances  in  which  an  individual 
has  taken  upon  himself  the  responsibility 
of  dealing  with  a  criminal  prosecution  ; 
but  in  Ireland  public  prosecutions  have 
been  almost  universal  for  a  long  time 
past,  and  I  see  no  reason  why  the  usual 
practice  should  be  deviated  from.  A 
Koyal  Commission  was  appointed  a  good 
many  years  ago  to  inquire  into  the 
question,  and  in  their  Heport  the  Com- 
missioners spoke  highly  of  the  system 
which  exists  in  Ireland  and  Scotland, 
and  recommended  that  it  should  be  ex- 
tended to  England.  In  Ireland  the 
principle  of  setting  the  law  in  motion 
by  the  Public  Prosecutor  is  the  principle 
which  underlies  the  Criminal  Law.  In 
the  case  of  this  clause  there  are  a  con- 
siderable number  of  offences  mentioned 
in  the  second  and  subsequent  sections, 
and  it  is  not  for  the  sake  of  the  indi- 
vidual aggrieved,  but  for  the  sake  of 
the  public  and  public  justice  that  there 
should  be  some  one  to  put  the  law  in 
motion.  Prosecutions  are  instituted  not 
for  the  redress  primarily  or  solely  of  a 
wrong  to  an  individual,  but  for  the  good 
of  the  public.  It  may  not  be  safe  or 
expedient  for  the  individual  to  prosecute, 
and  he  may  frequently  prefer  to  ac- 
quiesce in  the  wrong.  That  would  be  an 
injury  to  the  public,  and,  therefore,  it 
is  necessary  to  have  some  machinery  for 
putting  the  law  in  motion.  Accordingly 
we  have  framed  the  clause  in  this  way, 
and,  I  may  add,  that  it  is  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Summary 
Jurisdiction  Act.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  spoken  of  some  public 
official  who  used  the  phrase  'intimidation 
in  the  air."  I  do  not  quite  understand 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
means  by  that. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  It  was  not  my 
expression.  It  was  a  judicial  expres- 
sion. 

Mb.  HOLMES :  It  may  be  a  judicial 
expression,  but  I  do  not  understand  it. 
What  I  do  understand  is,  that  in  a  case 
such  as  be  has  mentioned  a  prosecution 
ought  not  to  be  undertaken. 


Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Will  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  have  any 
objection  to  make  that  decision  binding  ? 

Mr.  HOLMES:  As  I  have  already 
stated,  I  know  nothing  whatever  about 
the  decision  ;  but  what  I  do  say  is  that 
it  has  been  decided  in  such  a  case  as 
that  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  learnod 
Member  that  a  prosecution  would  not 
lie. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Will  the  Go- 
vemment  provide  a  record  of  decisions 
so  that  we  may  have  a  continuity  of 
proceedings  ?  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  does  not  seem  to  treat  the  de- 
cision  of  one  of  the  Government  officials 
with  any  great  respect.  Here,  in  this 
section,  you  are  inaugurating  a  machinery 
for  the  punishment  of  a  large  class  of 
offences ;  and  what  I  want  to  know  is 
whether  care  will  be  taken  that  a  de- 
cission  given  at  one  moment  shall  not 
be  practically  overriden  by  the  decision 
of  another  Besident  Magistrate  in  another 
case, because  what  I  fear  is  that — '*  What 
in  the  captain  is  but  a  choleric  word 
may  in  the  soldier  be  rank  blasphemy." 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
not  met  one  of  my  points  at  all — namely, 
that  there  should  be  some  individual 
concerned  in  the  prosecution  who  has 
been  damnified.  It  is  no  answer  for  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  say 
that  the  State  has  been  damnified.  In 
this  case,  the  Hesident  Magistrate  is  the 
State ;  he  is  appointed  by  the  State ; 
appointed  at  the  pleasure  of  the  State  ; 
and  his  salary  may  be  raised  or  lowered 
at  the  will  of  the  State.  Therefore,  the 
Besidont  Magistrate  and  the  State  are 
convertible  terms,  and  it  is  not  what  the 
State  thinks,  but  what  the  Eesident 
Magistrate  thinks.  We  are  told  that 
this  is  an  Act  passed  for  securing 
national  liberty  and  for  the  prevention  of 
crime.  We  are  also  told,  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Primrose  League,  that  it 
is  an  Act  passed  to  put  down  crime.  Boy- 
cotting, Moonlighting,  and  intimidation. 
There  must  be  some  intimidation,  and 
there  must  be  crime  committed  against 
some  individual,  and  yet  the  Gx>vorn- 
ment  meet  my  Amendment  by  saying 
that  the  initiation  of  a  prosecution  must 
rest  with  the  police.  There  is  another 
point  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  not  touched  at  all — 
namely,  that  in  any  prosecution  it  is 
necessary  to  show  that  some  person  has 
been  injured.    My    Amendment  deals 
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with  both  points,  because  under  it  it 
would  not  only  be  necessary  to  show  that 
some  person  had  been  injured,  but  to 
leave  the  prosecution  to  that  particular 
individual.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  told  me  that  in  such  a 
case  as  that  which  I  refer  to  a  pro- 
secution would  not  lie,  and  he  says  that 
he  does  not  understand  the  words  used 
by  the  learned  Judge  at  Waterford  as  to 
"  intimidation  in  the  air."  In  that  case 
the  prosecution  was  initiated  by  the 
Crown  Prosecutor.  1  think  there  was 
great  force  in  what  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  about  the 
necessity  of  vindicating  a  certain  class  of 
offences  by  the  State.  But  surely  it  is 
only  reasonable  to  provide  that  when  an 
offence  has  been  committed  it  should 
have  been  committed  upon  somebody, 
and  that  the  person  on  whom  it  has  been 
committed  should  prosecute. 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  have  no  desire  to 
enter  into  the  points  which  have  been 
raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
My  contention  is  that  the  clause  is 
perfectly  clear  as  it  stands. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) : 
There  is  a  fallacy  in  the  argument  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  in  re- 
ference to  the  system  of  public  prose- 
cutions in  Ireland.  The  system  recom- 
mended by  the  Commission  to  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has 
referred,  was  the  system  of  having  both 
in  the  Superior  and  Infertor  Courts 
some  local  person  charged  with  the  pro- 
secution of  offences.  But  that  principle 
has  been  largely  extended  by  successive 
Governments  during  the  last  13  or  14 
years,  and  a  very  considerable  number 
of  offences  have  been  dealt  with.  Lat- 
terly a  sessional  solicitor  attends  and 
prosecutes  at  Petty  Sessions  ;  but  it  was 
never  part  of  the  recommendation  of  the 
Commission,  and  could  not  have  been 
part  of  the  immemorial  usage  of  Ireland 
into  which  that  Commission  inquired, 
that  the  constabulary  established  by  Sir 
Hobert  Peel  should  be  part  and  parcel 
of  the  system  to  which  the  Commission 
referred.  If  this  principle  were  adopted 
in  England  and  Scotland,  instead  of  a 
police  force  of  30,000  men  it  would  be 
necessary  to  increase  it  to  at  least  85,000, 
in  order  that  there  should  be  the  same 
proportion  to  the  population  as  that 
which  exists  in  regard  to  the  popiilation 
of  Ireland.  In  my  opinion,  nothing  has 
done  so  much  to  bring  the  law  into  con- 
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tempt  in  Ireland  as  the  necessity  for 
keeping  in  action  some  14,000  persons, 
who  are  always  on  the  look  out  for 
something  to  justify  their  very  existence. 
It  is  a  serious  blunder  in  the  Bill,  and  a 
serious  mistake  for  any  Government  to 
think  that  by  putting  upon  the  police 
duties  which  they  ought  not  to  discharge, 
and  by  putting  them  in  the  odious  position 
of  being  prosecutors  and  litigants,  any 
advantage  is  to  derived.  That  was  not 
part  of  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mission to  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  referred.  But 
what  they  did  recommend,  and  what 
this  Amendment  in  no  way  interferes 
with,  was  that  the  system  of  the  re- 
presentation of  the  Crown  by  some  local 
person  in  a  prosecution  in  its  various 
stages  should  be  instituted  in  this  country, 
as  is  the  case  in  Ireland  and  Scotland 
now.  No  Englishman  would  stand  such 
a  harassing  system  as  that  to  which  we 
have  been  subjected  for  years.  What 
would  the  English  people  think  if  they 
were  subjected  for  five  years  to  some 
hundred- thousand  police  constables  going 
through  thecoimtry,  and  justifying  their 
existence  by  constant  prosecutions?  My 
opinion  is  that  there  would  be  universal 
discontent  just  as  there  is  in  Ireland. 
I  believe  that  is  one  of  the  reasons  why 
the  law  has  been  made  so  very  unpopular 
in  Ireland.  I  come  now  to  the  more 
immediate  point  involved  in  the  Amend- 
ment, from  which  I  have  diverted  away 
to  the  reference  made  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  to  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Koyal  Commission.  How  do 
the  Government  justify  the  interference 
of  the  police  with  the  tenure  of  farms, 
and  the  forcible  possession  of  houses  ? 
After  making  repeated  local  inquiries,  I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  a  great 
mistake  has  been  made.  Attention  has 
been  called  to  a  case  tried  before  Chief 
Baron  Pallas,  in  which,  at  Gweedore, 
certain  houses  had  been  left  by  the  land- 
lord without  a  caretaker.  In  that  case 
the  police  imagined  that  the  old  circular 
issued  under  the  Act  of  1882  in  reference 
to  Crimes  was  still  actually  in  force,  and 
they  occupied  themselves  in  watching  as 
bailiffsthe  houses  from  which  the  tenants 
had  been  evicted — houses  which  were 
not  only  never  re-entered,  but  which  had 
never  been  closed.  It  was  the  inter- 
pretation of  that  circular  which  substan- 
tially gave  rise  to  the  prosecution  before 
the  Lord  Chief  Baron.    In  that  case  the 
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Lord  Chief  Baron  asked  for  the  circular, 
and  an  objection  was  raised  that  it  was 
a  privileged  document,  that  could  not  be 
gone  into.  I  have  only  quoted  this  case 
in  order  to  show  that  the  interference  of 
the  police  in  regard  to  transactions  under 
the  Land  Bill,  and  in  reference  to  pro- 
perty, has  been  excessive,  that  they  have 
pushed  themselves  unnecessarily  into 
private  matters,  and  that  they  make 
themselves  the  bailiffs'  agents,  and  par- 
tisans of  the  landlords  of  the  district.  I 
entertain  very  strong  feelings  in  the 
matter,  and  I  think  it  is  one  which  ought 
to  be  brought  again  and  again  under  the 
notice  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
80  that  the  Government  may  make  up 
their  mind  before  this  Bill  passes  that 
the  police  shall  not  convert  themselves 
into  mere  partizans  upon  either  side  in 
any  locality.  I  think  the  provisions  of 
this  measure  ought  to  be  restricted  to 
criminal  offences,  and  not  enter  into  dis- 
putes about  the  possession  of  property, 
and  breaches  of  the  law,  or  riots,  or  un- 
lawful assembly,  which  are  matters  that 
can  be  made  the  subject  of  civil  proceed- 
ings. As  the  law  is  at  present  adminis- 
tered in  Lreland,  and  as  the  police  are 
constituted,  I  know  that  they  are  con- 
stantly employed  in  connection  with 
offences  against  property,  in  which 
scarcely  any  injury  whatever  has  been 
committed.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  perfectly  correct  when  he 
says  that  there  may  be  cases  of  public 
policy  which  would  require  the  inter- 
ference of  the  Public  Prosecutor;  but 
there  are  heaps  of  cases  which  may  arise 
under  this  Act  in  which  the  initiation 
should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  indi- 
vidual injured,  who  ought  to  be  the 
person  to  make  the  complaint  to  the 
magistrates. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  This  Amendment  raises  two 
questions,  each  of  which  is  of  great  im- 
portance. We  acknowledge  that  there 
are  cases  which  may  arise  where  the 
initiative  may  be  left  to  the  authorities  ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  there  are  many 
cases  where  we  thitik  the  initiative  of  the 
police  would  be  most  injurious  to  the 
public  peace  and  tranquillity.  That  is 
the  first  point  raised  by  the  Amendment, 
and  the  second  point,  equally  important, 
is  this — whether,  in  order  to  bring  this 
clause  into  operation,  there  should  be  an 
individual  distinctly  indicated.  I  think 
the  Attorney    General   for  Ireland  is 


quite  right  in  saying  that  if  you  have  a 
state  of  intimidation  in  a  district,  you 
may  have  an  unwillingness  on  the  part 
of  a  person  to  come  forward  and  take 
the  initiative,  and  that  the  Government 
will  be  right  in  retaining  the  initiative 
of  the  police  in  all  cases  where  it  can  be 
distinctly  proved  that  an  individual  has 
sustained  injury.  I  believe  I  am  right 
in  saying  that  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  who  drew  up  the  Amendment 
will  have  no  objection  to  amend  the 
Amendment,  so  as  to  cover  that  case.  It 
is  a  case  in  which,  I  think,  the  polico 
have  a  right  to  take  the  initiative  ;  but 
they  have  no  right  to  take  the  initiative 
in  a  class  of  cases  referred  to  by  my  hoo. 
and  learned  Friend — that  is  to  say, 
where  the  injury  is  not  physical  injury, 
is  not  injury  to  person,  or  a  distinct  in- 
jury to  property,  but  a  case  in  which  a 
civil  action  would  be  brought.  It  is  only 
right,  in  my  opinion,  that  the  Committee 
should  establish  a  clear  distinction  be- 
tween the  initiative  in  the  two  cases. 
The  second  point  of  the  Amendment  is 
even  more  important  than  the  first ;  and 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  seemed 
to  me  rather  to  confirm  than  to  weaken 
our  case  by  the  statements  he  made  upon 
it.  What  did  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  do  ?  He  referred  to  the  lan- 
guage of  the  clause  by  way  of  proving 
that  there  is  no  necessity  for  the  Amend- 
ment. Now,  I  contend  that  the  language 
of  the  clause  carries  out  and  confirms  the 
contention  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
instead  of  disposing  of  it.  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  says  that  this  Bill 
follows  the  same  lines  as  the  Crimes  Act 
of  1882.  Let  me  take  the  last  point 
first.  Our  experience  of  the  Crimes  Act 
of  1832  is  the  very  reason  why  we  object 
to  the  phraseology  of  the  present  clause. 
None  of  us  would  raise  any  objection  to 
the  clause  if  it  were  directed  against  vio- 
lence or  intimidation,  against  a  particular 
individual.  What  we  object  to  is  that 
the  clause  does  not  pre-suppose  injury  to 
an  individual  at  all,  but  would  enable 
a  Eesident  Magistrate  to  exercise  the 
powers  of  the  Act  against  a  class  or 
classes.  How  did  that  operate  under 
the  Act  of  1882?  We  raised  the  very 
same  question  when  that  Bill  was  bo- 
fore  the  House.  Of  course,  our  argu- 
ments were  treated  in  the  manner  in 
which  they  usually  are  when  a  Bill  like 
this  is  before  the  House,  and  our  feara 
were  regarded  as  entirely  imaginary* 
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But  what  took  place  ?    Let  me  give  an 
instance  to  show  how  the  Act  will  work 
— one  of  the  worst  episodes  of  the  regime 
of  the  Crimes  Act  of  1882.     My  hon. 
Friend  who  now  represents  the  College 
Green  Division  of  I)ublin  (Mr.  T.  D. 
Sullivan)    went   down   to  Westmeath. 
He  made  a  speech,  urging  upon  the 
farmers    of   Westmeath    the    duty    of 
giving  a  fair  day's  wage  for  a  fair  day's 
labour  to  the  labourers  of  Westmeath. 
No  advice,  as  I  think,  could  be  more 
advisable  or  more  necessary.      What 
happened  ?    My  hon.  Friend's  language 
was  not  accompanied  by  intimidation  of 
any  kind  whatever.     It  was  simply  ex- 
hortation and  advice,  but  in  no  stronger 
language  than  was  necessary  by  the 
state  of  the  case.    My  hon.  Friend  was 
brought  up  before  the  magistrates— the 
very  class  of  gentlemen  who  are  to  have 
the  power  of  putting  this  clause  into 
operation ;  and  they  held  him  to  have 
been  guilty  of  intimidation,  not  towards 
a  particular  individual,  not  towards  a 
certain  number  of  persons  in  the  dis- 
trict who  were  specified,    but    to  the 
farmers  of  Westmeath  at  large.     Now, 
the  farmers  of  Westmeath,  I  may  say, 
are  about  as  robust  a  class  of  men  as 
any  that  exists  in  the  whole  of  the 
country.      Yet    the    proposition    was 
eravely  laid  down  and  carried  into  force 
by  the  Besident  Magistrate,  and  after- 
wards by  the  County  Court  Judge,  that 
the  speech  of  my  hon.   Friend  came 
within  the  purview  of  a  clause  like  this, 
because  it  was  calculated  to  intimidate 
a  class  consisting  of   10,000,  20,000,  or 
30,000  farmers  of  the  county.     Imme- 
diately after  my  hon.  Friend  was  im- 
prisoned on  the  accusation  that  he  had 
attempted  to  intimidate  the  farmers  of 
Westmeath,  a  vacancy  arose  in  the  He- 
presentation    of   Westmeath,   and  the 
very  men  he  was  accused  of  intimidating 
returned  him   on    several    nomination 
papers,  and  there  was  not  the  ghost  of 
an  opposition  to  his    election.     As  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  class  he  was  said  to 
have  intimidated  made  their  intimidator 
their  honoured  Bepresentative  in  this 
House ;  and  not  only  did  they  do  that, 
but  they  paid  his  election    expenses, 
and  subscribed  a  handsome  testimonial 
to  him.    There  you  had  a  man  charged 
with  intimidating  a  class  who  sent  him 
to  Parliament,    and,  to  his  and  their 
honour,    generously  and  liberally   re- 
warded him  for  his  services  to  them. 
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Therefore,  our  fears  are  not  imaginary ; 
but  I  am  dealing   with  a   well-known 
precedent,  in  which  my  hon.  Friend  was 
subjected  to  gross  outrages  at  the  hands 
of  political  opponents,  was  condemned 
to  the   plank  bed,  to  wear  the  prison 
garb,  and  to  clean  out  his  cell.    Further 
than  that,  the  governor  of  the  gaol  en- 
deavoured  to  impose  on   him   various 
things  which  were  not  included  in  the 
prison   discipline,   merely    to    degrade 
him ;  and  at  one  time  my  hon.  Friend 
was  confined  to  his  cell  for  two  or  three 
days    without    enjoying  a  moment  of 
fresh  air  ;    and  it   was  while  he  was 
being  so  treated  that  it  was  announced 
to  him  that  those  he  was  accused  of  in- 
timidating had  elected  him  as  their  Be- 
presentative. The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General   for 
Ireland  knows  all  these  facts  as  well, 
and  possibly  better,  than  I  do ;  and  yet 
he  appeals  to  the  precedent  of  the  Act  of 
1882,  not  as  a  strong  argument  in  favour 
of  our  proposition,  but  as  an  argument 
against  it.     Again,  if  we  compare  the 
words  of  the  clause  with  those  of  any 
corresponding  enactment  for  England, 
we  shall  find  that  in  the  latter  case, 
as  my    hon.  and  learned   Friend   the 
Member    for    Dumfries    (Mr.    B.     T. 
Beid)    has    pointed    out,    there    must 
be  alleged  intimidation   against  some 
definite  person,  his  wife  or  child,    or 
injury  to  his  property,  whereas  the  whole 
purpose    of   the    phraseology    of    this 
clause  shows  that  it  has  been  left  studi- 
ously and  intentionally  vague,  so  as  to 
include  acts  which,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Besident  Magistrates,  are  calculated  to 
intimidate  a  specified  individual  or  indi- 
viduals of   a  class  consisting  of    many 
thousand  persons.     In  the  English  law 
a  crime  must  have  been  directed  against 
a  particular  individual,  and  you  must  be 
able  to  bring  up  this  particular  indi- 
vidual, and  to  prove  injury  to  his  person 
or    property.     Let   me  turn  from  the 
limited  scope  of  the  phraseology  of  the 
English    Act    to    the    equally   studied 
phraseology  of  the  Irish  Bill — namely, 
that— 

'*  ^1)  Any  person  who  shall  take  part  in  any 
criminal  conspiracy  to  compel  or  induce  any 
person  or  persons,  either  not  to  fulfil  his  or 
their  legal  obligations,  or  not  to  let,  hire,  use,  or 
occupy  any  land,  or  not  to  deal  with,  work  for, 
or  hire  any  person  or  persons  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  trade,  business,  or  occupation ;  or  to 
interfere  with  the  administration  of  the  law. 
Any  person  who  shall  wrongfully,  and  without 
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legal  authority,  useyiolence  or  intimidation  (a) 
to  or  towards  any  person  or  persons,  with  a 
view  to  cause  any  person  or  persons  either  to 
do  any  act  which  such  person  or  persons  has  or 
have  a  legal  right  to  abstain  from  doing,  or  to 
abstain  from  doing  any  act  which  such  person 
or  persons  has  or  have  a  legal  right  to  do  ;  or 
(b)  to  or  towards  any  person  or  persons,  in  con- 
sequence either  of  his  or  their  having  done  any 
act  which  he  or  they  had  a  legal  right  to  do,  or 
of  his  or  their  having  abstained  from  doing 
any  act  which  he  or  they  had  a  legal  right  to 
abstain  from  doing." 

Let  me  take  the  plural  number,  with  its 
intentional  vagueness,  as  it  appears  in 
the  Bill.  In  the  first  place,  in  the  Eng- 
lish Act,  there  must  have  been  force  and 
intimidation  oryiolence  used  to  a  par- 
ticular individual.  But,  here,  all  jou 
have  to  do  is  to  use  words  in  the  mildest 
form ;  and  by  the  Definition  Clause  of  the 
Bill  it  is  declared  that — 

"  The  expression '  intimidation '  includes  any 
words  or  acts  intended  and  calculated  to  put 
any  person  in  fear  of  any  injury  or  danger 
to  himself,  or  to  any  member  of  his  family,  or 
to  any  person  in  his  employment,  or  in  fear  of 
any  injury  to  or  loss  of  property,  business,  em- 
ployment, or  means  of  living." 

j3o  that  the  words  used  may  not  b<»^, 
tended  to  intimidate  even  a^™    -^ 
long  as,  in  the  opinion,  no^*  . ,      \ 
itself,  but  of  the  Kesidov,-^  *j^®  ^^^^^^ 

they  are  calculated  i^l  •  ^^If  fu ! J 
cla/s      In  everv  wavJT  i^^tii^^^a*® ,  *^a* 

u*    £  -.  VI         .j^ramed  in  the  most 
objectionable    m|^  In    the    first 

place,  the  mitiaF^  .        *  ^  ^^^^ 

fi,^  «^*o^«  ;«;,3*ivo  w  liot  to  come  from 

S^n^  and  tK/6^«<^»  ^^*  ^'^°^  *^«  P°^^°«- 
Sace  the  in/®  ®***®*  ^^  *^®  second 
?  ^oifi'ni,!  jl^iry  is  n^o*  defined  as  against 
LK  aT  i»<iividual,  but  it  may  be 
thousand?  ^^^  consistiug  of  many 
1        JTj   of   persons.     In    the    tnird 

%\^\^VM^  tli«  class  itself  is  not  allowed 
tne  iQitif  ..  .11  ... 

the  marf*^^^®»  ^^>  indeed,  any  opmion  m 
mav  ncr^^-  -^^^  words  which  are  used 
whom  r  ^®  ^<>r^8  which  the  class  against 
tion  b^W  "®  ^^^  regard  as  intimida- 
the  '  o/**  ^®y  ^^  *^  ^®  words  which,  in 
^p^.  J  minion  of  another  person — the 
-^'  ^nt  Magistrate — are  calculated  to 
J?^*"^date.  That  is  the  way  in  which 
^ause  is  to  be  worked.  In  other 
^eeV^'  the  Resident  Magistrate  is  to 
™®  J  for  and  work  for  the  people  of  the 
^^try.  This  Amendment,  therefore, 
Bif^  to  the  very  heart  and  core  of  the 
and  nothing  shows  more  clearly 


applied  if  it  is  to  remain  in  its  pre- 
sent   shape.    The  Amendment,   there- 
fore, is  one  which  we  must  press  upon  the 
Government  to  the  utmost  of  our  power. 
Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :    I  think 
this  is  an  exceedingly  important  Amend- 
ment, and  I  wish  once  more,  at  this  late 
hour,   to   protest   against  the  habit  of 
quoting  the  provisions  of   the  Bill  of 
1882  as  a  sufficient  justification  of  the 
present  measure.    We  find  that  some  of 
the  Amendments  which    we    are   now 
moving  were  moved  on  that  Bill,  and 
when  we  have  fully  justified  them  by  the 
arguments  we  have  used,  are  we  to  be 
told,  when  experience  shows  that  gross 
and  serious  mistakes  have  been  made  in 
the  Irish  Administration,  that  it  is  suffi- 
cient to  say  that  so-and-so  was  in  a  Bill 
so  many  years  ago  ?  Are  we  to  be  told, 
for  instance,  if  we  wish  to  admit  Irish 
leaseholders  to  the  benefit  of  the  Land 
Act,  that  they  cannotJ;^.^fl^^^[^(|(^^e- 
cause  thejr  wa^yj-Ji^abe  Act  of  1881  ? 
^  ^2^^-HSe^mmittee  will  see  the  ab- 
,®JJffl[tyof  carryingonsuchamodeof  argu- 
ment as  that,  and  that  it  will  see  that, 
except  in  the  case  of  legislation  of  an 
unprecedented  character,    no  one  ever 
thinks  of  basing  his  case  upon  such  a 
contention.    We  complain  now,  as  we 
complained  in  1882,  that  this  clause  is 
so  worded  that  it  may  be  used  by  the 
officials  of  the  Executive  in  Ireland  in 
cases  where  no  real  grievance  exists, 
and  in  cases  where  individuals,  although 
by  the  Executive  they  may  be  alleged 
to  have  been  Boycotted  or  intimidated, 
would  not  desire  the  law  to  be  put  in 
force  at  all.    I  say  that  our  experience 
shows  most  clearly  that  this  is  by  no 
means  an  imaginary  fear  on  our  part ; 
it  has  been  done  continually.     We  have 
in  Ireland  the  most  multitudinous  police 
in  the  whole  world ;  we  have  four  tinaes 
as  many  as  are  necessary  for  the  main- 
tenance of  law  and  order,  and  not  only 
are  the  police  so  numerous,  but  there  is 
an  elaborate  system  of  promotion  going 
on  in  the  ranks  of  the  police— namely, 
a  system  based  on  the  practice  of  giving 
marks  for  good  conduct,  the  result  of 
which  is  that  you  have  every  police  con- 
stable from  the  1st  of  January  to  the 
31st  of  December  in  a  state  of  intense 
eagerness  to   discover  some   crime   or 
other.    The    men    who    get   the    best 
record  and  the  most  marks  are  those  who 


fSoi  the  speech  of  the  Attorney  General   

^^ni  Ireland    the    desperate    and    evil    get  up  the  most  oases,  and  thus  we  have 
^^poees  to  which  the  clause  will  be   the  policemen  outstepping  the  ordinary 
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f  anctions  of  the  police ;  instead  of  con- 
fining themselves  to  protecting  the  rights 
of  property  thej  are  ferreting  about  from 
morning  till  night  trying  to  discover  some- 
thing that  will  justify  their  existence 
and  abnormal  pay,  and  manufacturing 
something  when  they  cannot  discover 
any  real  case.    I  will  mention  one  in- 
stance within  my  own  knowledge  to  show 
how  this  is  done.     I  am  not  quite  cer- 
tain whether  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  will  consider  this  a  case  of  very 
great  hardship,  but  I  contend  that  it  is 
so.    In  many  districts  in  Ireland  where 
public  feeling  is  excited,  as  it  always  is 
by  evictions  on  a  large  scale,  where  the 
police  know  that  places  of  entertainment 
and  shops  will  be  greatly  injured  in  their 
trade  by  supplying  the  police  and  agents 
of  the  emergency  association,  and  where 
there  is  no  difficulty  of  getting  food  or 
what  is  required  in  the  town,  they  have 
I^^TlW'  il^tiHJll  iiIm  jtiimiiul  of  traders  that 
they  should  8upplytK9IB^,^d  the  other 
persons  I  have  referred  toTafttt^tl^is  has 
been  done  for  the  purpose  of  pu      ^ 
them  between   Scylla   and    CharybdisC 
Can  anything  be  more  cruel  than  that  ? 
The  police  know  that  all  the  legislation 
you  pass  cannot  compel  the  shopkeepers 
in  Ireland  to  deal  with  persons  they  do 
not  want  to  deal  with ;  and  deliberately, 
in  order  to  punish  these  men  because 
they  are  Nationalists  and  have  taken 
part  in  the  Nationalist  movement,  they 
go  round  to  the  shopkeepers  and  say 
they  must  supply  them  and  the  bailiffs 
and  emergency   men  whom  they  take 
round  with  them.    In  this  way  the  shop- 
keepers are  put  in  a  dangerous  position, 
for  they  will  either  have  their  licences 
opposed    at   the    next  Sessions  or  lose 
their    trade.     The     Attorney    Oeneral 
for     Ireland     pointed     out     that    one 
sub-section  of  this  clause  makes  it  an 
offence  to  use  intimidation  towards  any 

Serson.  Of  course,  the  act  which  I  have 
escribed  will  be  held  to  be  intimidation 
towards  emergency  men  and  agents ;  the 
whole  business  will  be  manufactured 
from  beginning  to  end,  and  made  the 
means  of  most  grievous  and  outrageous 
persecution  against  men  who  have  com- 
mitted no  real  crime.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  clause  will  be  used  in 
that  way ;  but  this  is  only  one  instance 
out  of  a  flfreat  number  where  it  may  be 
used  by  the  police  for  prosecuting  per- 
sons for  their  own  ends.  I  find  that  in 
18S2  an  Amendment  exactly  similar  to 

Mr,  JHUim 


the  present  was  moved,  and  cases  were 
quoted  showing  the  gross  persecution 
which  could  be  carried  on  under  the 
clause.     It  was  shown  clearly  at  that 
time  that  over  and  over  again  repre- 
sentations were  made  to  the  House,  on 
the  authority  of  Eesident  Magistrates 
and  the  police,  of  cases  of  intimidation 
in  which  the  people  alleged  to  be  inti- 
midated signed  of  their  own  free  will 
statements  that  they  had  not  been  inti- 
midated, and  that  there  was  no  founda- 
tion for  the  charge.     Of  course  we  were 
met  with  the  answer  that  these  state- 
ments were  wrung  out  of  the  persons 
who  made  them  by  fresh  intimidation. 
I  put  it  to  hon.  Members  whether  the 
business  of  any  country  can  go  on  when 
its  citizens  are  ho  weak  in  the  legs  that 
they  want  policemen  to  stand  by  and 
protect  them?     I    ask   where    is    the 
matter  to  end  ?    Is  this  House  to  carry 
on  the  system  for  ever  ?    Surely  a  justi- 
fication of  our  present  attitude  is  to  be 
found  in  the  fact  that,   although  you 
would  not  listen  to  our  arguments  in 
82,  now,  after  five  years,  we  are  told 
tha^tbe  state  of  things  is  worse  than 
ever.    ISUs  an  evil  principle  from  be- 
ginning toeiod.    You  have  taught  the 
people  of  Irehtod,   by  proceedings  of 
this  kind,  to  be  wHAerly  and  absolutely 
unreliant  on  themseiKves,  and  to  rely  en- 
tirely on  the  interferel^nce  of  the  police. 
It  is  a  curse  which  ei^-^ry  Chief  Secre- 
tary you  have  sent  to  Ir#>land,  and  every 
Lord  Lieutenant  has  bed^'n  continually 
complaining  of,  that  thes)Si;  people  are 
perpetually  running  like  wntpp©d  chil- 
dren to  Dublin  Castle,  and  bVsgging  to 
be  protected.     They  say  thatV  they  are 
so  afraid  of  the  Nationalists  tfeftt  they 
want  the  Gbvernment  to  protelpt  them 
without  anyone  knowing  it  or  whisper- 
ing a  single  word  about  the  mats^r.  ^  I 
say  that  such  a  system  is  as  destnPO^^o 
to  the  people  on  whose  behalf  it  f^  ^^' 
voked  as  it  is  to  the  rest  of  the  popu- 
lation.    If  it  were  true  that  sua^  ^n 
elaborate  system  of  intimidation  es^^^ed 
in  Ireland  as  you  represent,  I  sayl^'^^^ 
no  one  would  dare  to  invoke  the  treff^®^" 
dous  machinery  of  the  law  which  yOU 
have  provided.     I  say  that  it  would^^^ 
the  duty  of  the  Oovernment  to  decl^^® 
that  such  a  class  of  people  as  I  ho^yo 
referred  to  do  not  deserve  protectio) 
You  are  acting  very  foolishly  in    n^^ 
telling    these  people    that   they  mi^^^ 
show  themselves  to  be  something  mr>'® 
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than  women  or  little  cowardly  school- 
boys, and  that  if  they  have  a  Coercion 
Act  passed  on  their  behalf,  at  least  they 
shall  show  that  they  have  the  courage 
to  come  forward  and  say  that  they  have 
been  injured. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  I 
should  like  the  Committee  to  understand 
what  is  my  opinion  of  the  working  of 
this  Act.  As  soon  as  the  Act  {is  passed, 
a  printed  form  will  be  made  out  con- 
taining a  list  of  the  offences  punishable 
under  it ;  this  form  will  be  sent  to  the 
police  barracks  to  be  filled  up  week  by 
week,  and  then  a  regular  competition 
will  commence  among  the  police  as  to 
who  shall  put  the  greatest  number  of 
offences  on  the  list.  That  is  not  a  mere 
speculation  or  theory  of  my  own,  be- 
cause, at  the  present  moment,  some- 
thing very  like  this  system  is  in  exist- 
ence in  the  City  of  Dublin  and  other 
parts  of  Ireland.  On  one  side  of  the 
form  is  placed  a  list  of  the  arrest  cases, 
and  on  the  other  side  a  list  of  summons 
cases,  and  these  forms  are  handed  round 
the  police  barracks,  and  have,  as  I  have 
said,  to  be  filled  up  week  after  week. 
The  result  of  this  is  that  there  is  a 
struggle  among  the  police  to  get  the 
largest  number  of  cases  opposite  their 
names,  and  those  who  do  not  show  a 
favourable  record,  run  a  g^eat  risk  of 
punishment  by  degradation.  Within 
the  last  few  months,  a  sergeant  in  the 
Dublin  police  has  been  put  on  half-pay 
for  three  months,  the  superintendent  of 
his  division  having  reported  that  he  was 
an  inefficient  officer  because  he  had  not 
sent  in  a  sufficient  number  of  complaints 
against  the  publicans  of  Dublin  and  his 
fellow  constables.  Now,  that  is  a  very 
remarkable  instance ;  but  there  is  a  case 
of  another  sergeant  in  the  same  division 
of  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  who 
has  been  refused  promotion  on  the  same 
gprounds — namely,  that  he  had  not  made 
a  sufficient  number  of  complaints  weekly 
and  instituted  a  sufficient  number  of 
prosecutions.  The  result  of  this  was 
that,  as  everyone  knows,  his  juniors 
were  promoted  over  his  head.  There  are 
many  of  these  frivolous  prosecutions 
commenced  by  policemen.  It  was  only 
the  other  day  that  a  member  of  the 
Town  Council  of  the  City  of  Dublin  was 
summoned  before  a  Police  Court,  and 
fined  for  an  offence  which  it  was  after- 
wards found  he  had  never  committed. 
Again,  persons  have  been  fined  in  Dublin 


for  the  alleged  offence  of  hooting  at  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  but,  upon  investiga- 
tion, it  was  found  that  there  was  no 
truth  in  the  charge,  and  the  fines  were 
remitted.  What  has  happened  in  Dublin 
has  happened  all  over  the  country,  and  will 
again  happen  all  over  the  country  when 
this  Act  is  passed.  The  first  step  of  some 
subordinate  in  Dublin  Castle  will  be  to 
make  out  a  list  of  offonces  and  circulate 
forms  to  the  police  in  Ireland,  intimating 
to  the  constables  that  they  had  better  be 
active  in  working  the  Act,  and  the  re- 
sult will  be  wide  spread  injustice  and 
false  accusations  against  innocent  men. 
I  do  not  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment think  that  this  will  conduce  to  the 
peace  of  Ireland,  and  to  the  restoration 
of  that  social  order  which  they  have  so 
much  at  heart ;  but  my  opinion  is  that 
it  will  have  a  directly  opposite  effect, 
and  that  in  a  short  time  you  will  have 
the  whole  of  the  country  in  a  state  of  social 
chaos  and  disorder,  compared  with  which 
the  present  state  of  things  is  peace  and 
quietness. 

ME.FLYNN(Cork,N.):  This  Amend- 
ment  is,  I  find,  of  such  importance  that 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  we 
must  press  it  to  the  fullest  extent  on  the 
attention  of  the  Government.  Many 
cases  have  occurred  in  Ireland,  which 
enable  us  to  understand  the  probable 
injustice  that  will  be  done  to  a  large 
number  of  persons  if  the  Amendment  is 
not  accepted.  The  Amendment  recites 
that  for  a  prosecution  before  a  Court  of 
Summary  Jurisdiction,  it  is  necessary 
that  the  offence  should  be  proved  on  the 
complaint  on  the  injured  person.  I  know 
an  instance  in  which  a  Town  Councillor 
in  Cork  was  brought  up  and  charged 
with  making  a  speech,  in  which  he  had 
uttered  words  of  an  intimidatory  cha- 
racter, by  which  certain  persons  in  the 
locality  were  deterred  from  doing  what 
they  had  a  legal  right  to  do,  and  the 
opinion  was  obtained  from  the  presiding 
County  Court  Judge  that  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament was  such  that  no  public  speaker 
ought  to  speak  from  a  platform  without 
there  was  a  lawyer  at  his  elbow.  The 
gentleman  I  refer  to  made  use  of 
language  of  a  perfectly  legitimate  cha- 
racter ;  he  said  it  was  the  boimden  duty 
of  the  tenant  farmers  in  that  district  to 
combine  for  protection  against  rack-rent- 
ing ;  but  he  had  no  desire  in  his  mind, 
nor  would  any  fair  reading  of  his  speech 
lead  anyone  to  believe  that  any  person 

[Ninth  Night.'] 


443 


Criminal  Law 


{OOHMONS)     Amendment  {Ireland)  Bill.    444 


had  been  intimidated.  This  gentleman, 
however,  got  two  months  in  gaol,  and 
had  to  sleep  on  a  plank  bed.  I  say, 
therefore,  that  the  Government  ought  to 
accept  this  Amendment,  which  is  a  most 
reasonable  one,  and  is  only  intended  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  in  future  of  mis- 
takes that  have  happened  in  the  past. 
The  Government  say  that  they  have  no 
desire  that  the  Bill  should  be  used 
against  their  political  opponents,  or  the 
rights  of  free  speech ;  but  that  it  will  be 
used  against  crime  and  criminals,  al- 
though every  step  we  have  taken  in  these 
discussions  shows  that  it  is  intended  for 
nothing  of  the  kind.  The  more  we  pro- 
gress through  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  the 
more  do  we  discover  the  real  intentions 
of  the  Government,  and  the  more  clearly 
do  we  perceive  the  way  in  which  the  Act 
will  be  worked  in  Ireland.  We  do  not 
intend  to  continue  the  discussion  of  the 
Amendment  any  longer,  and  we  are  will- 
ing to  take  the  Division  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment ;  but  we  must  certainly 
express  our  disappointment  that  this, 
and  recent  Amendments  of  this  cha- 
racter, which  guard  against  the  abuse 
of  the  Act,  without  in  any  way  diminish- 
ing its  force  as  against  crime  and  cri- 
minals, have  not  been  accepted  by  the 
Government.  We  trust  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  deal  more  reasonably  with 
the  other  Amendments  which  we  shall 
have  to  propose,  or  we  may  be  compelled 
to  discuss  them  at  even  greater  length 
than  the  present. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  184) 
Noes  131:  Majority  63. — (Div.  List, 
No.  153.) 

Mr.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal,  N.) : 
The  Amendment  which  I  am  about  to 
propose  has  for  its  object  to  provide  that 
the  offences  mentioned  in  the  3rd  sub- 
section and  committed  in  any  part  of 
Ireland ;  that  is  to  say,  the  offence  to 
taking  part  in  any  riot  or  unlawful  as- 
sembly, and  the  other  offences  named, 
may  be  tried  summarily.  I  think  the 
Amendment  sets  out  in  the  plainest  and 
briefest  terms  the  object  I  have  in  view. 
This  is  an  extension  of  the  Crimes  Act 
to  all  Ireland,  and  it  exempts  the  Go- 
vernment from  the  necessity  of  pro- 
claiming any  part  of  the  country  in 
order  to  punish  offences  against  public 
order,  and,  stated  in  those  terms,  I  can- 
not see  why  the  Government  should  have 
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the  slightest  objection  to  my  proposal. 
I  recommend  the  Amendment  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  on  the  ground  that  it 
will  save  him  from  the  necessity  of  pro- 
claiming the  district,  because  he  will  be 
able  to  send  to  the  Besident  Magistrates 
at  Belfast  at  once,  and  they  will  then  try 
summarily  those  oases  of  public  disorder 
which  so  frequently  disgrace  that  part 
of  Ireland.  Coming  from  the  North  of 
Ireland,  where  I  have  lived  all  my  days, 
and  representing  the  district  in  which  I 
was  born,  I  would  appeal  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  consider  for  a  moment  the 
position  of  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
Ulster,  who  are  said  to  possess  all  the 
franchises  and  rights  of  British  subjects. 
By  the  process  of  historical  events  in 
Ulster,  aJl  the  large  farms  are  in  the 
hands  of  Protestants,  the  old  race  being 
in  the  occupation  of  farms  of  small  size 
and  value  only.  It  is  well  known  that 
when  riots  occur  in  the  district  the  trials 
which  afterwards  take  place  are  of  such 
a  character  that,  after  15  years'  experi- 
ence as  a  lawyer,  I  am  able  to  say  that 
it  is  only  in  cases  where  it  would  be  per- 
fectly scandalous,  if  it  were  not  done, 
that  justice  is  obtained,  It  is  idle  to 
talk  about  justice  not  being  done,  and 
the  disagreement  of  juries  in  the  West  of 
Ireland,  because  whatever  has  been  done 
there  in  that  respect  has  been  initiated 
by  Orange  juries  in  Ulster.  What  I 
want  the  Government  to  do  is  to  state 
that  when  this  particular  offence  of  hold- 
ing unlawful  assemblies  and  rioting 
occurs,  that  the  offenders  may  be  tried  in 
a  summary  way,  without  the  stigma  of 
prodaniation  being  put  on  the  district. 
I  know  that  some  hon.  Members  think 
that  the  Amendment  will  have  a  preju- 
dicial effect  on  meetings  held  in  the 
South  of  Ireland  ;  but  to  this  I  answer 
that  the  distinction  between  a  pro- 
claimed district  and  an  unproclaimed 
one  is  the  difference  between  tweedledee 
and  tweedledum. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  14,  after  '' commit,*'  insert 
"an  offence  mentioned  in  sub-section  (3)  of  this 
Clause  anywhere  in  Ireland,  or  shall.**— {ifr. 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

The  chief  secret AEY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  The  Amendment  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  moved,  and  still  more 
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that  which  he  put  on  the  Paper,  is  no 
doubt  a  large  extension  of  the  Bill  as 
originally  drafted,  and  we  ourselves 
would  have  been  unwilling  to  depart 
from  the  wording  of  the  Bill  as  laid 
down.  But  we  are  willing  to  admit 
that  there  are  some  reasons  on  the  side 
of  the  Amendment,  and  with  certain 
qualifications,  we  shall  be  prepared  to 
accept  it.  The  hon.  Member  in  moving 
the  Amendment  has  somewhat  altered 
its  scope,  but  I  think  that  in  so  doing 
he  has  not  improved  it.  As  it  originally 
stood,  it  referred  to  all  classes  of  offences 
analogous  in  their  kind  to  that  men- 
tioned under  sub-section  (a).  By  the 
Act  of  1885,  passed  to  amend  the  Pre- 
vention of  Crimes  Act,  1871,  it  was  made 
an  offence  in  England  to  obstruct  a  con- 
stable or  peace  officer  in  the  execution 
of  his  duty ;  and,  under  these  circum- 
stances, I  should  prefer,  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  no  objection,  that  he  should 
move  his  Amendment  in  its  original  form, 
and  the  Government,  with  the  qualifica- 
tion I  have  alluded  to,  will  be  willing  to 
accept  it. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  We  cannot  at  all  accept  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
inasmuch  as  the  form  in  which  my  hon. 
Friend  placed  his  Amendment  on  the 
Paper  was  entirely  owing  to  a  clerical 
mistake.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  accept  the  Amendment  in  the  form 
in  which  my  hon.  Friend  proposed  it, 
the  matter  is  settled  ;  but  certainly  we 
shall  oppose  any  extension  of  it  beyond 
the  limits  which  he  proposes,  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  does  not  feel  in  a 
position  to  accept  it  as  proposed,  I  would 
strongly  advise  my  hon.  Friend  to  pro- 

AAAll  IVlfafl   it 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne) :  I  think  it  is  clear  that  there  has 
been  a  misapprehension  on  the  part  of 
the  hon.  Member,  and  I  trust  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  alter  his  position 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  We  do  not,  of 
course,  wish  to  take  advantage  of  a  mis- 
understanding on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Member ;  and  I  will  not  press  the  view 
which  I  first  laid  before  the  Committee. 
We  are  willing  to  accept  the  Amendment 
as  moved  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  In 
the  absence  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 


ber for  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Chance),  I  rise 
to  move  that  the  Jiat  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  upon  sworn  infor- 
mation shall  be  obtained  before  any 
prosecution  is  instituted  under  this  seo« 
tion.  I  do  not  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  allege  that  if  the  Jiat  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  is  neces- 
sary in  the  case  of  the  offences  under 
the  1st  clause  it  is  not  equally  necessary 
under  the  2nd  clause.  It  would  be  a 
monstrous  thing  if  this  Bill  were  to  be 
put  in  operation  by  any  irresponsible 
person  in  Ireland ;  and,  therefore,  in 
order  to  prevent  any  improper  use  of 
this'sub- section  by  the  Legal  Authorities, 
I  think  it  should  be  incumbent  on  them 
to  do  what  they  will  have  to  do  under 
the  1st  section — namely,  obtain  the  ^a^ 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  be- 
fore proceedings  are  instituted. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  15,  after  ''may  *'  insert  ''the 
Jlat  of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  upon 
sworn  information  being  first  obtained.*' — {Jtfr. 
Maurice  Sealy.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmbs)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity :  The  effect  of  this  Amendment 
would  be  to  require  the^a^  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  for  a  num- 
ber of  proceedings  which  could  be 
otherwise  instituted  by  the  individuals 
themselves,  and  entail  an  excessive  and 
unnecessary  amount  of  work  upon  him. 
This  proposal  would  have  the  effect  of 
introducing  an  anomalv  into  the  clause 
which  is  a  thing  that  from  the  first  we 
have  endeavoured  to  avoid.  The  Amend- 
ment is,  therefore,  objectionable  on  every 
ground,  and  the  Government  are  unable 
to  agree  to  it. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  lean- 
not  follow  the  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  the  cases 
under  the  clause  are  cases  usually  dealt 
with  summarily ;  because  this  is  a  new 
and  extraordinary]  urisdiction,  the  appli- 
cation of  which  depends  on  the  proclama- 
tion of  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  I  admit 
that  it  would  be  undesirable  to  prevent 
any  private  prosecutor  from  exercising 
his  right  of  bringing  his  case  forward. 
I  would,  therefore,  ask  whether  the  Go- 
vernment will  accept  the  Amendment  in 
an  amended  form  so  as  to  limit  its  opera- 
tion to  prosecutionB  instituted  by  con- 
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stables  and  Crown  officials  ?  We  desire 
to  prevent  constables  and  others  hatch- 
ing np  bog^s  cases  by  providing  that 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  shall 
satisfy  himself  that  there  are  g^unds 
for  the  institation  of  proceedings  under 
this  clause. 

Mr.  holmes  :  It  would  not  be  pos- 
sible for  the  Attorney  General  to  exer- 
cise direct  control  over  all  the  prosecu- 
tions which  may  take  place;  but  I 
point  out  that  we  should  be  responsible 
to  Parliament  for  those  undertaken  by 
the  Crown  officials.  The  Government 
are  unable  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member ;  but  he  would,  of 
course,  be  within  his  right  in  taking  the 
sense  of  the  Committee  upon  it. 

Mr.  CHANCE:  I  understand  that 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  claims 
to  exercise  a  negative  control  in  these 
cases,  on  the  ground  that  it  would  be 
impossible  for  anyone  to  exercise  a  di- 
rect control  over  them.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  admits  that  it  is 
his  duty  to  exercise  control,  and  what  we 

fropose  is  to  make  that  control  efifective. 
hope  the  Government  will  allow  us  to 
take  a  Division,  not  upon  this  Amend- 
moDt,  which  I  admit  is  informal,  but 
upon  the  Amendment  in  the  altered  form 
which  we  think  desirable. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
words  *'  sworn  information."  —  (ifr. 
Chance,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
stand  part  of  the  proposed  Amendment," 
put,  and  negaiivea. 

Further  Amendment  proposed  to  the 
said  proposed  Amendment,  to  add  at  the 
end,  ''in  all  prosecutions  initiated  by 
constables  or  Crown  officials." — {Mr, 
Chance.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put^  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  worda  *  the  fiat  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  being  first  obtained  in  all 
prosecutions  initiated  by  constables  or  Crown 
officials '  be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  The 
objection  to  the  argument  of  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  is,  that  he  is  ap- 
plying to  this  question  the  principles  of 
ordinary  law,  as  if  the  ordinary  law  ap- 
plied to  the  whole  of  Great  Britain.  He 
said  that  the^^  of  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  could  not  be  obtained,  be- 1 
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cause  it  is  the  function  of  every  indi- 
vidual to  be  at  liberty  to  prosecute  ,  but 
our  argument  is  that  the  House  of 
Commons  has  entrusted  to  the  Govern- 
ment abnormal  powers  which  would  not 
be  entrusted  to  a  Government  anywhere 
else.  We  say,  if  you  have  this  power 
given  to  you,  do  not  let  any  private  in- 
dividual put  the  machinery  of  the  Act 
in  motion.  The  Gt>vemmeut  have  asked 
for  these  powers ;  they  have  said  we 
cannot  govern  Ireland  without  them. 
For  my  own  part,  I  do  not  think  those 
powers  should  be  given,  but  we  are 
giving  them,  and  we  contend  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  exercised  by  ignorant 
and  prejudiced  persons  in  Ireland  ;  and 
there  are  many  ill-tempered  persons 
there  who  will  be  only  too  ready  to  make 
use  of  the  Act  for  vindictive  and  re- 
vengeful purposes.  Thus  much  with 
regard  to  the  general  principle  of  the 
Amendment ;  but  we  have  now  to  con- 
sider it  as  amended.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kilkenny  asks  that,  in  cases 
where  the  Crown  officials  prosecute  in 
Ireland,  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land shall  take  the  direct  responsibility 
for  the  proceedings.  Certainly,  if  what 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  has 
stated  be  true,  this  Act  is  much  more 
dangerous  than  we  anticipated.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  now 
declares  that  the  Act  will  be  put  in 
force  so  often  that  no  one  individual 
will  be  able  to  be  responsible  for  all  the 
prosecutions  which  will  take  place  under 
it.  That  is  a  statement  which  we  must 
read  by  the  light  of  common-sense ;  we 
must  recollect  that  he  has  the  assist- 
ance of  a  very  able  lawyer,  whose  only 
misfortune  is  that  he  sits  for  no  Irish 
constituency.  But  I  am  perfectly  aware 
that,  if  the  Government  will  give  fees 
to  Irish  barristers,  they  can  always 
command  a  large  amount  of  legal  talent 
in  Ireland.  There  is,  in  fact,  no  diffi- 
culty in  the  way  of  the  Law  Officers 
obtaining  any  amount  of  legal  assist- 
ance in  that  country.  Now,  if  this  Act 
is  to  be  put  in  force  to  such  an  extent 
that  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
cannot  be  responsible,  and  that  the 
Solicitor  General  cannot  be  responsible 
for  the  prosecutions  which  are  to  take 
place ;  if  they  are  not  in  a  position  to 
control  the  working  of  this  Act,  then  I 
ask  the  Committee  to  consider  whether 
it  is  safe  to  allow  every  constable  in  the 
country  to  assume  a  responsibility  which 
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the  Law  OfiS^oers  of  the  Crown  Rhrlak 
from.  This  is  an  abnormal  Act  which 
is  against  the  liberty  of  the  subject; 
but  if  the  Government  are  to  have  it,  at 
least  let  them  be  responsible  for  its  ad- 
ministration. I  am  aware  that  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  is  not  a 
responsible  Minister  in  the  highest  sense 
of  the  word,  and  that  he  is  not  directly 
responsible  for  his  own  acts  in  con- 
nection with  this  Bill ;  but  he  is, 
at  any  rate,  a  far  more  responsible 
person  than  an  ordinary  constable 
would  be,  and  if  we  had  this  Amend- 
ment inserted  in  the  Bill  we  should  be 
able  to  attack  the  Government  and  get 
any  particular  case  investigated  much 
better  than  if  we  had  to  go  against  an 
ordinary  constable.  That  is  one  view  of 
the  case.  It  is  a  Party  view  no  doubt ; 
but  it  is  in  accordance  with  the  practice 
of  making  the  highest  officials  respon- 
sible. I  will  take  a  case  in  my  own  dis- 
trict. We  occasionally  have  there  a 
constable  who  wants  to  come  into  colli- 
sion with  the  National  League — I  will  not 
mention  his  name — but  you  are  going 
to  give  that  man  an  enormously  in- 
creased power,  which  will  enable  him 
to  institute  prosecution  after  prosecu- 
tion, and  to  be  placed  in  a  position  to 
cause  a  great  and  unnecessary  amount  of 
annoyance  to  decent  people.  Of  course, 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  can 
step  in  and  quash  his  action  at  any  mo- 
ment he  pleases ;  but  it  is  one  thing  for 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  to 
make  himself  responsible  for  a  prosecu- 
tion in  the  first  instance  ;  and  it  is  alto- 
gether a  different  thing  for  him  to  step 
m  afterwards  and  put  an  end  to  a  pro- 
secution that  has  been  begun.  I  believe 
that  if  you  were  to  introduce  this  Amend- 
ment you  will  reduce  greatly  the  num- 
ber of  prosecutions  which  would  other- 
wise take  place,  and  not  only  that, 
but  you  will  reduce  the  amount  of 
irritation  which  exists  in  Ireland.  For 
my  part,  I  cannot  see  why  the  Amend- 
ment should  not  be  accepted.  We,  how- 
ever, who  are  advocating  it,  are  in  an 
unfortunate  position,   because,   at    the 

? resent  moment,  there  is  no  one  on  the 
^easury  Bench  but  the  Law  Officers, 
and,  therefore,  I  think  this  point  should 
be  referred  to  again  a  little  later  when  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  and  other  Members  of  the  Cabinet 
are  here,  for  it  is  an  Amendment  of  such 
importance  that  it  should  be  considered 
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fully  by  the  responsible  Members  of  the 
Government  before  it  is  rejected.  The 
only  reason  given  against  the  Amend- 
ment by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land is  that  by  rejecting  the  Amend- 
ment he  will  be  saved  a  great  deal  of 
trouble.  I  think  at  least  we  should  con- 
tinue to  debate  this  matter  until  some 
Member  of  the  Government  comes  in  to 
overrule  the  opinion  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland.  With  regard  to 
the  contention  of  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  that  it  would  be  impossible 
for  him  to  deal  with  all  the  prosecutions 
that  will  take  place  under  the  Act,  I 
venture  to  say  that  it  would  be  a  posi- 
tive benefit  to  the  country  if  we  wore  to 
raise  the  remuneration  of  the  Law  Offi- 
cers of  the  Crown  to  meet  the  increased 
amount  of  work  that  would  result  from 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  having 
to  issue  his  fiat  before  any  prosecution 
is  instituted  ;  because,  by  tho  means  we 
have  suggested,  the  country  would  be 
spared  tho  cost  of  many  useless  prosecu- 
tions. 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
There  have  always  been  two  classes  of 
criminal  prosecutions ;  first,  that  of  in- 
dictable offences,  which  are  tried  before 
a  jury;  and,  secondly,  those  offences 
which  are  summarily  disposed  of  by  the 
local  magistrates.  In  the  first  case,  the 
public  have  always  had  the  protection, 
that,  before  any  prosecution  is  in- 
stituted or  carried  on  by  the  Crown, 
i\iQfiat  of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
lana  should  be  obtained.  In  the  case 
of  all  indictable  offences,  which  are  tried 
at  Quarter  Sessions  or  at  the  Assizes, 
before  the  Crown  prosecutes  informa- 
tions are  submitted  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  and  he  endorses 
them  either  for  prosecution  or  no  pro- 
secution. In  the  second  class  of  cases, 
which  are  tried  summarily,  the  public 
have  no  such  protection.  Then  comes  in 
this  Act  which  makes  indictable  a  num- 
ber of  offences  which  were  not  so  be- 
fore ;  and  the  Government  say  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  tried  by  jury,  but  trans- 
ferred to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Eesident 
Magistrates.  Well  and  good ;  if  that 
be  so,  the  question  we  ask  you  is  this — 
having  transferred  the  jurisdiction  in 
these  cases  to  the  Eesident  Magistrates, 
why  should  you  not  preserve  to  the 
public  the  protection  which  they  have 
always  had  ?  We  say  that  if  you  allow 
these  oases  to  be  dealt  with  summarily, 
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you  should,  at  any  rate,  provide  that 
those  who    institute   the    prosecutions 
should,  first  and  foremost,  p:et  the  fiat 
of  tho  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.     I 
cannot  imagine  anything  more  reason- 
able than  that,  and  I  am  amazed  at  the 
ground  on  which  it  has  been  refused. 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  has 
admitted  our  case.     He  has  admitted 
that  in  the  case  of  indictable  offences 
for  which  there   are  prosecutions  the 
public  hitherto  have  had  the  protection 
which  I  have  pointed  out — namely,  the 
protection  that,  before  the  resources  of 
the  Crown  are  placed  in  the  hands  of 
any  private  individual  to  institute  a  pro- 
secution, i\iQfiat  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  has  always  been  neces- 
sary, that  the  informations  in  the  case 
are  submitted  to  him,  and  that  it  is  for 
him  to  say  whether  the  Crown  should  in- 
stitute prosecutions.  Is  there  any  reason, 
especially  when  you  hand  over  these 
enormous  and  important  classes  of  cases 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  Eesidont  Magis- 
trates, why  that  protection  should  not 
be  preserved  to  the  public  ?    I  respect- 
fully submit  that  there  is  no  reason.  What 
does  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
say  ?  He  says  that  if  you  do  this  you  will 
deprive  private  individuals  of  all  right  of 
initiative.  My  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Chance) 
has  met  that  argument  by  offering  to 
alter  his  Amendment  so  that  it  shall  not 
apply  to  the  cases  of  private  individuals. 
But,  at  any  rate,  apply  it  to  the  cases  in 
which  prosecutions  are  set  in  motion, 
not  by  private  individuals,  but  by  police 
constables  and  other  local  officials,  who, 
although  they  may  act  with  the  best 
motives,  are  more  or  less  officious,  and 
have  the  strongest  inducements  to  be 
officious.     I  do  not  think  anything  more 
reasonable  than  that  which  is  asked  in 
this    Amendment  could    be    proposed. 
Surely  the    Government  ought   to  do 
something  to  prevent  the  misuse  of  the 
powers  conferred  by  this  section.  I  have 
already  drawn  attention  to  the  fact  that 
there   are   classes  of  cases  of  a  non- 
agrarian    and   non-political    character, 
in  which  it  would  be  monstrous  to  set 
these  powers  in  motion.     Granted  that 
the  powers  of  this  section  are  necessary 
in  the  case  of  agrarian  or  political  con- 
spiracies ;  but  these  are  conspiracies  of 
a  totally  different  character.     I  know 
that    in    the  city  which    I    represent, 
charges  of  conspiracy  have  frequently 
been  made  in  connection  with  the  Cork 

Mr,  Maurice  Mealy 


butter  trade.  Would  it  not  be  monstrous 
if  a  prosecution  of  this  kind  were  insti- 
tuted in  a  matter  of  no  conceivable  poli- 
tical or  agrarian  tinge  ?  In  cases  of  that 
kind,  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  the 
local  Besident  Magistrate  or  police  con- 
stable to  take  away  the  trial  of  any  case 
from  the  constitutional  tribunal,  from 
the  petty  jury  in  which  jurisdiction  has 
always  hitherto  been  vested,  and  hand 
it   over   to   the   Resident  Magistrates, 
though  not  the   smallest  reason   of  a 
valid  character  could  be  urged.     We  do 
ask  that  we  shall  not  be  absolutely  at 
the  mercy  of  the  local  tyrants  to  whom 
the  Government  will  hand  over  the  ad- 
ministration of  this  Act ;  wo  do  ask  that 
we  shall  have  some  protection  against 
the  action  of  constables  or  officious  local 
Kesident    Magistrates.      Let    us    have 
some  authority  in  whom  we  can  place 
some  reliance.      Goodness  knows,  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  is  not  the 
official  exactly  whom  we  would  ourselves 
choose  if  we  had  absolute  discretion  in 
this  matter,  and  could  set  up  our  own 
authority;  but,  at  any  rate,  he  is  tho 
best  we  can  propose  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind,  and  it  is  a  monstrous  thing,  when 
we  propose  that  the  authority  to  set  the 
powers  contained  in  this  g^eat  section  in 
motion  should  be  the  Irish  Attorney 
General,  the  Government  should  say — 
"Oh!  the  Irish  Attorney  General  has 
too  much  to  do;  his  great  mind  is  so 
much  occupied  by  questions  of  State,  he 
cannot  condescend  to  these  petty  trans- 
actions.    He  has  too  much  to  do  to 
bother  himself  with  the  question  whe- 
ther or  not  a  prosecution  shall  be  insti- 
tuted under  this  section."     That,  I  say, 
is  a  monstrous  attitude  to  take  up.     We 
are  all  aware  that  there  has  been  a  con- 
troversy latterly  about  the  salary  of  tho 
Irish  Attorney  General,  and  we  know 
the  Irish  Executive  has  been  in  great 
conflict  with  the  English  Treasury  on 
the  subject.     I  understand  they  have 
stopped  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman's fees  in  cases  of  a  non-conten- 
tious character;    the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  therefore,  would  not  be  paid 
for  anything  of  this  kind  ;  but  it  is  im- 

Eossible  to  suppose  he  would  be  affected 
y  such  a  sordid  consideration  as  that. 
I  regret  the  attitude  the  Government 
have  taken  up  upon  this  clause — that 
they  should  attempt  to  run  the  clause 
through  Committee  without  any  Amend- 
ment at  ally  is  a  most  unreasonable  posi- 
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tion  to  take  np ;  and  if  it  is  persisted 
in,  I  am  fully  persuaded  it  will  not  tend 
to  facilitate  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 

Me.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
The  Irish  Attorney  Qeneral,  in  the 
course  of  his  remarks^  stated  that  there 
was  no  necessity  for  this  Amendment, 
because,  in  the  case  of  any  of  these 
prosecutions,  he  would  always  have  the 
power  to  interfere  and  put  an  end  to  the 
prosecution  if  he  thought  that  the  prose- 
cution was  an  unfair  one.  Now,  that 
assumes  on  the  part  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  that  he  will  have  to 
look  into  the  details  of  all  prosecutions 
under  this  Bill ;  and,  if  that  assumption 
be  a  correct  one,  surely  it  would  be  less 
trouble,  and  it  would  be  a  saving  of 
time,  if  he  were  to  intervene  previous  to 
the  institution  of  the  prosecution,  instead 
of  in  the  course  of  the  prosecution.  Now, 
Sir,  the  argument  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy) 
seems  an  exceedingly  strong  one  — 
namely,  that  the  fiat  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  has  been  necessary 
in  these  cases  up  to  the  present  time, 
and  that  by  this  clause  you  are  de- 
priving the  public  of  the  protection 
which  they  have  hitherto  had.  The 
main  object  of  this  Amendment  is 
not  so  much  that  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  shall  grant  his  fiat  for  all 
these  prosecutions,  but  in  regard  to  those 
initiated  by  the  police.  The  initiation 
of  prosecutions  by  the  police  of  Ireland 
has  always  been  a  danger  to  good  Go- 
vernment in  Ireland.  You  put  a  prize 
before  the  police  in  order  to  induce  them 
to  accumulate  prosecutions  on  their  own 
initiative;  it  is  in  proportion  to  their 
activity  in  getting  up  prosecutions  that 
they  look  to  reward.  I  can  give  an 
example  which  will  show  both  sides  of 
the  question.  A  policeman  in  my  own 
district  admitted,  m  the  course  of  a  con- 
versation with  me,  that  an  inducement 
was  held  out  to  him  to  support  these 
prosecutions.  He  told  me  that  if  he 
were  not  active  in  the  course  of  his  duties 
he  would  not  get  the  promotion  that 
others  who  were  active  in  the  initiation 
of  prosecutions  would  get.  There  are  a 
number  of  policemen  in  Ireland  who  take 
a  different  view — who  have,  more  or  less, 
sympathy  with  the  people.  One  of  them 
actually  apologized  to  me  for  having  to 
carry  out  work  which  was  put  before 
him.  He  felt  that  the  work  that  he  had 
to  do  was  unfair  and  unjust  work ;  yet 


that,  if  he  did  not  work  in  an  active 
spirit,  as  the  authorities  called  it,  he 
would  be  deprived  of  the  position  he 
held.  Now,  this  inducement  to  the 
police  to  initiate  prosecutions  is,  as  I 
have  said,  one  of  the  dangers  of  the 
present  time,  and  it  would  be  a  still 
greater  danger  under  the  operation  of 
3iis  Bill.  If  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  is  to  interfere  with  prosecutions 
during  their  progress,  what  difficulty 
can  there  be  in  his  looking  into  a  case 
before  a  prosecution  is  started  ? 

De.  KENNY  (Cork,  8.) :  I  am  sure 
that  if  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  considered  this  Amendment  in  all 
its  bearings,  he  would  not  have  put  his 
foot  down  in  so  determined  a  manner 
against  the  Amendment.  What  is  the 
meaning  of  this  Amendment  ?  It  is  to 
step  in,  as  a  buffer,  between  the  people 
of  Ireland  and  that  which  is  admittedly 
the  curse  of  all  administration  whatever 
— namely,  the  meddlesome  official.  If  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  could  only 
be  brought  to  believe  that  this  Amend- 
ment  would  keep  him  out  of  a  great 
deal  of  hot  water  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, he  would  accept  it.  There  is  no 
doubt  in  the  world  that  the  spirit  which 
actuates  subordinate  officials  in  Ireland 
is  to  make  themselves  as  obnoxious  to 
their  neighbours  as  possible.  Every 
time  an  official  interferes  under  this 
clause,  and  makes  himself  obnoxious, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
will  hear  of  it  in  this  House.  He  him- 
self admits  his  responsibility  for  all  the 
prosecutions,  and  yet  he  rejects  an 
Amendment  which,  if  accepted,  would 
prevent  him  considerable  annoyance. 
Now,  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
says  it  would  be  impossible  for  him  to 
exercise  such  control  as  this  Amend- 
ment asks  him  to,  and  yet  in  the  same 
breath  he  leads  the  Committee  to  be- 
lieve that  he  is  going  to  exercise  an 
effective  control  over  every  prosecution 
as  soon  as  it  is  initiated.  Why  not  step 
in  in  the  beginning  and  stop  the  mis- 
chief before  it  has  commenced  at  all. 
Surely  prevention  is  better  than  cure.  I 
should  like  to  know  on  what  argument 
he  is  going  to  rely.  Is  it  that  he  has 
not  time  to  attend  to  this  matter,  or  is  it 
that  he  is  going  to  attend  to  it  ?  Local 
officials  will  be  sure  to  interpret  this  Act 
as  being  an  Act  placed  in  their  hands  to 
be  worked  with  as  much  officiousness  as 
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possible.  Most  frivolous  excuses  they 
will  give  for  bringing  charges  against 
people ;  and,  therefore,  we  want  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  to  say 
that  these  officials  shall  not  on  their 
own  motion  enter  into  prosecutions, 
unless  he,  or  some  of  his  legal  assist- 
ants, shall  have  first  inquired  into  the 
facts  and  given  his  fiat.  If  subordi- 
nate officials,  like  police  constables,  are 
allowed  to  initiate  prosecutions  under 
this  clause,  you  will  have  the  very  thing 
which  this  Act  is  designed  to  stop — 
namely,  disorder  and  crime.  Wherever 
you  have  popular  irritation  you  will 
have  popular  retaliation  in  some  form 
or  other.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Chance)  has 
very  properly  withdrawn  that  portion  of 
the  Amendment  which  would  seem  to 
prevent  private  individuals  initiating 
prosecutions.  He  does  not  quarrel  with 
the  right  of  private  individuals  in  this 
direction  ;  all  he  wants  to  do  is  to  take 
away  the  right  of  initiating  prosecutions 
from  subordinate  officials.  I  think  that 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  must 
upon  reflection  admit  the  justice  of  our 
case. 

Me.  W.   KEDMOND    (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  I  hope  the  Government  will  agree 
to  this  Amendment,  because  it  is  simply 
to  prevent  the  Irish  people  being  placed 
at  the  mercy,  not  of  the  Castle  Authori- 
ties, but  of  the  police  of  the  country.  The 
provisions  of  this  Act  will  be  harsh  enough 
if  it  is  to  be  enforced  by  the  proclama- 
tion of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  and  by  other  high 
officials  in  Dublin  Castle ;  but  harsh  as 
these  provisions  will  be,  the  action  of 
the  local  constabulary  under  this  mea- 
sure will  be  at  least  ten  times  as  objec- 
tionable, because  what  does  it  mean  if 
this  Amendment  is  rejected  ?    It  simply 
means  that  the  power  is  handed  over  to 
the  constabulary  in  the  different  dis- 
tricts proclaimed   to  take   proceedings 
against  people  for  having    committed 
offences  named  in  the  Bill.    I  cannot 
conceive  why  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  refuses  to  look  into  these  cases 
before  proceedings  are  taken,  and  I  can 
only  judge  his  refusal  to  mean  that  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  encourage  the  police  in  Ireland 
to  commence  all  sorts  of  obnoxious  pro- 
ceedings without  any  reason  whatever. 
It  18  a  very  well  known  fact  that  under 

J>r.  Kmny 


previous  Coercion  Acts  the  constabulary 
have  instituted  proceedings  against  the 
public,    and    have  been  the  means  of 
getting  people  imprisoned  who  had  done 
nothing  at  all.     I  remember  very  well 
that,  under  the  Coercion  Act  of   1881, 
police  constables,  in  a  part  of  Ireland  I 
know  very  well,    went    about  openly 
boasting  that  they  would  have,  sooner 
or    later,    certain    men  put  in  prison 
against  whom  they  had  some  ill-feeling 
or  spite.     A  number  of  men  were  im- 
prisoned under  the  Coercion  Act  of  1881, 
who  were  imprisoned  simply  on  the  ini- 
tiation of  a  police  constable  in  the  dis- 
trict who  had  some  ill-feeling  against 
them.     So,  I  say,  unless  some  check, 
such  as  is  provided  by  the  Amendment 
now  under  discussion,  be  put  upon  the 
police  in  the  different  localities  of  Ire- 
land,   you    will     have     instituted    all 
sorts    of    prosecutions    against  people 
simply  out  of  pure  personal  ill-feeling 
or  spite.     We  know  very  well  that  the 
police  are  not  at  all  a  popular  body  of 
men  in  Ireland.     To  some  extent  the 
police  have  been  Boycotted.     The  polico 
have  been   in  the  habit  of  attending 
evictions  and  carrying  out  other  dirty 
work,  and,  therefore,  the  people  regard 
them    with  feelings  of   dislike.     The 
police    in  return  cherish  towards  the 
people,  to  a  great  extent,  feelings  of 
spite  and  of  temper;  and,  therefore,  I 
say  that  when  they  get  this  power  in 
their  hands  we  shall  find  them  paying 
off  what  they  consider  to  be  old  scores. 
Now,  Sir,  I  am  perfectly  certain  that 
the  effect  of  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Chance)  would  be  to  lessen, 
to  a  very  great  extent,  the  prosecutions 
which  will  take  place  in  Ireland  in  pro- 
claimed districts  under  this  Act.    Surely, 
Sir,   whatever    the    intentions    of    the 
Government  may  be,  it  cannot  be  their 
deliberate  intention  to  have  these  pro- 
secutions multiplied  all  over  the  country. 
They  cannot  desire  to  see  the  police 
institute    prosecutions    without    proper 
reasons  and  without    proper    motives, 
and  yet  the  refusal  of  the   Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  to  give  an  under- 
taking that  he  himself  will  inquire  into 
prosecutions  before  they  are  commenced 
would  lead  one  to  suppose  that  that  is  their 
wish.     I  cannot  conceive  a  more  reason- 
able request  to  make  to  the  Government 
than  that  where  they  are  determined  to 
proceed  by  summary  jurisdiction  against 
people,  they  will  not  take  proceedings 
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until  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
or,  if  not  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, until  some  other  high  authority  in 
Ireland,  shall  have  satisfied  himself  that 
the  proceedings  are  just,  and  that  the 
person  ought  to  he  proceeded  against. 
I  consider  this  is  a  most  important 
Amendment,  and  I  do  think  that  it  is  a 
very  bad  sign  indeed  that  no  Member  of 
the  Cabinet  thinks  it  worth  his  while  to 
attend  in  his  place  to  listen  to  the  argu- 
ments which  we  bring  forward  upon  mat- 
ters such  as  these.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  has  in  a  sort  of  way  replied 
to  this  Amendment ;  but  he  has  not 
given  any  good  or  sufficient  reason  for 
his  refusal  to  inquire  into  these  cases 
before  they  are  proceeded  with  by  the 
local  police.  We  know  very  well,  and 
even  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
himself  must  admit,  that  in  very  many 
cases  the  police  are  very  ignorant  men, 
and  in  a  great  many  other  cases  are  men 
filled  with  prejudice  and  bigotry.  All 
we  ask,  therefore,  is  that  the  people 
should  be  protected  against  wanton  pro- 
ceedings by  the  police  under  this  section, 
and  I  ask  Liberal  Members  above  the 
Gangway,  is  it  an  unreasonable  thing 
for  Irish  Members  to  ask  that  if,  under 
this  section,  summary  jurisdiction  is  to 
be  put  in  force,  it  shall  not  be  put  in 
force  upon  the  sole  authority  of  local 
constables,  but  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  or  some  such  authority,  shall 
satisfy  himself  as  to  the  justice  of  the 
proceedings  before  they  are  initiated  ? 
I  think  we  have  a  right  to  get,  if  not 
from  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
from  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  or  some  other 
Member  of  the  Cabinet,  an  answer  to 
this  demand  we  are  making.  I  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  what  possi- 
ble objection  the  Government  can  have 
to  such  an  Amendment  as  this,  which  does 
not  interfere  with  the  just  working  of  the 
Bill,  which  cannot  at  all  interfere  with 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  under 
the  Bill,  but  which  will  simply  provide 
that  the  people  shall  be  x^rotected  against 
wanton  proceedings,  that  the  people 
shall  have  the  satisfaction  of  knowing 
that  before  proceedings  are  taken  under 
this  clause  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  has  inquired  into  the  matter, 
and  that  they  are  not  being  proceeded 


against  simply  and  solely  upon  the 
authority  of  the  local  constable.  I  can 
assure  the  Committee  that  if  there  is 
ground  for  the  feeling  in  Ireland  that 
this  Coercion  Bill  is  to  be  administered, 
not  merisly  by  the  high  authorities  of 
Dublin  Castle,  but  by  the  prejudiced 
and  bigoted  policemen  of  the  country, 
the  difficulty  of  the  task  which  you  pro- 
fess to  have  before  you — namely,  to 
make  the  country  peaceable,  will  be 
rendered  all  the  greater.  I  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  fceasury  to  say  what 
objection  the  Government  have  to  give 
the  undertaking  that  before  proceedings 
are  taken  under  this  clause  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  or  some  high  official 
of  the  law  in  Ireland,  shall  satisfy  him- 
self that  the  proceedings  are  just,  and 
so  protect  the  people  from  the  wanton 
action  of  the  police. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  believe  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  gave  a  full  answer  to 
this  Amendment,  and  it  therefore  be- 
comes my  duty,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  claim 
to  move  ''That  the  Question  be  now 
put." 

Question,  "  That  the  Question  be  now 
put,*'  put  accordingly,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  put  accordingly, ''  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted.'' 


-Ayes  145  » 
(l3iv.  Listi 


The  Committee  divided:- 
Noes  219:  Majority  74.- 
No.  154.) 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  consider  that 
the  decision  just  come  to  by  the  Com- 
mittee practically  disposes  of  the  next 
Amendment.  The  same  remark  applies 
to  Amendments  No.  7  and  No.  8. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Will  you  allow  me  to  say, 
Mr.  Courtney,  that  I  did  not  intend 
to  move  No.  7 ;  but  I  may  raise  the 
question  embodied  in  the  Amendment 
when  Clause  3  is  disposed  of. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  In  respect  to 
Amendment  No.  8,  it  appears  to  be  open 
to  the  remark  that  nothing  is  provided 
to  finish  the  sentence.  I  do  not  see  that 
there  is  any  supplementary  Amendment ; 
therefore  I  can  hardly  conceive  that  this 
can  be  accepted  as  a  reasonable  proposi- 
tion. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
Did  I  understand  you,  Mr.  Courtney,  to 
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rule  out  of  Order  Amendments  No.  10 
and  11? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Yes;  I  think 
they  are  open  to  the  same  remark  as 
the  Amendments  immediately  preceding 
them. 

Me.  ANDERSON:  I  beg  to  move, 
page  2,  lines  15  and  16,  to  leave  out  **  a 
Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  under 
this  Act,"  and  insert — 

"  A  Special  Commission  Court  consisting;  of 
three  Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judica- 
ture in  Ireland  (other  than  the  Lord  Chancellor) 
appointed  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  try  offences 
under  this  Act  in  any  proclaimed  district." 

This  Amendment  is  to  omit  from 
Clause  2  the  tribunal  which  the  Go- 
vernment propose  to  decide  upon  the 
very  important  questions  which  are  to 
be  submitted  to  it  under  this  Bill.  It 
will  be  observed  that  Clause  2  says — 
•*  may  be  prosecuted  before  a  Court  of 
Summary  Jurisdiction  under  this  Act." 
Now,  that  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdic- 
tion is  defined  by  Sub-section  6  of  Clause 
11,  which  states  that — 

'*  The  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  shall 
within  the  police  district  of  Dublin  metropolis, 
be  a  Divisional  Justice  of  that  district,  and  else- 
where by  two  Resident  Magistrates  in  Petty 
Sessions,  one  of  whom  should  be  a  person  of  the 
sufficiency  of  whose  legal  knowledge  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  shall  be  satisfied,  and  the  expression 
'  Resident  Magistrate '  means  a  magistrate  ap- 
pointed in  pursuance  of  the  Act  of  the  Session 
of  the  Sixth  and  Seventh  year  of  the  reig^  of 
King  William  the  Fourth,  chap,  thirteen,  in- 
tituled *  An  Act  to  consolidate  the  laws  relat- 
ing to  the  Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland.'  " 

Well,  bearing  in  mind  the  very  import- 
ant offences — which  it  is  not  necessary 
for  me  to  refer  to — ^that  are  dealt  with  in 
this  2nd  clause,  offences  of  great  im- 
portance, involving,  as  they  do,  the 
power  of  this  Court  of  Summary  Juris- 
diction to  inflict  punishment  of  six 
months'  hard  labour,  I  think  it  might  be 
expected  that  we  should  have,  under  this 
Bill,  a  Court  of  similiar  importance  to 
Courts  in  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  which  deal  with  cases  of  a 
similar  kind.  It  will  be  understood 
that  there  are  Courts  in  England  to  deal 
summarily  with  offences ;  but  it  is  known 
to  the  Committee  that  the  Sheriffs  of 
England  are  men  of  trained  experience. 
They  are  practically  trained  lawyers, 
and  many  of  them  are  perfectly  qualiffed, 
from  their  education  and  experience — 
and  I  want  to  impress  upon  the  Com- 
mittee their  practical  knowledge  in  deal- 
ing with  matters  of  this  kind — to  deal, 

Mr.  Andereon 


not  only  with  these  summary  cases,  but 
with  much  more  important  legal  matters. 
In  England  you  have  nothing  of  the 
kind  which  is  suggested  in  this  clause 
of  the  Bill.  Well,  everybody  knows 
that  where  you  give  powers  of  this  kind 
you  have  a  Court  far  superior  to  any- 
thing of  the  kind  suggested  in  this  Bill. 
I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  a  Eetum  which  has  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  of  the  Irish  Eesi- 
dent  Magistrates  who  are  to  dispose  of 
these  cases.  I  would  give  the  Coijimittee 
one  or  two  instances  of  the  kind  of  Court 
that  will  have  to  deal  with  these  import- 
ant subjects,  as  appears  by  thisBeturn. 
I  take  the  £b:st  case.  I  suppose  a  Court 
composed  of  Mr.  S.  F.  Carew,  a  magis- 
trate of  Tipperary,  receiving  £675 
a-year,  whose  qualification  is  that  he 
has  served 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  rise.  Sir,  to  a  point  of 
Order.  I  understand,  Sir,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  not  disputing 
the  Court,  or  discussing  the  question 
whether  the  Court  to  try  the  offences 
imder  this  measure  should  or  should  not 
be  a  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction. 
What  he  is  discussing  is  whether  the 
Court  shall  consist  of  two  Resident 
Magistrates  or  of  three  Judges  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  in  Ire- 
land. Well,  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  that  it 
would  be  more  in  Order  to  discuss  that 
question  when  we  come  to  the  6th  sub- 
section of  Clause  1 1 . 

The  CHAIRMAN:  No  doubt,  the 
constitution  of  the  clause  can  be  dis- 
cussed under  Sub*  section  B  of  Clause  1 1, 
which  deals  with  the  constitution  of  the 
Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  ;  but  it 
seems  to  me  perfectly  competent  for  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  to  move  to 
amend  this  clause,  which  says  that  per- 
sons guilty  of  certain  offences,  which 
are  specified,  may  be  prosecuted  before 
a  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction.  Under 
this  Act,  it  seems  open  to  him  to  move 
to  substitute  that  Court  he  suggests  for 
the  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  pro- 
vided for  in  the  section. 

Mb.  ANDERSON :  I  understand  from 
your  ruling,  Sir,  that  I  am  entitled  to 

Eroceed.  I  do  not  know  how  I  can  put 
efore  the  Committee  the  object  of  my 
Amendment  unless  I  show  that  the 
Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  provided 
under  this  section  is  incompetent  to  try 
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these  cases.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
man  opposite  will  bear  with  me  for  a 
few  moments,  I  will  be  very  brief.  For 
the  purpose  of  illustrating  my  case,  I 
will  take  a  Court  composed  of  two  per- 
sons in  this  Betum  as  an  instance  of 
what  may  happen.  Here  you  have  Mr. 
8.  F.  Carew,  who,  as  I  say,  is  in  receipt 
of  a  salary  of  £675  a-year,  and  whose 
previous  avocation  is  stated  to  be  this — 
''has  served  in  the  8tk  Hussars,  and 
afterwards  in  the  Militia."  Well,  I  as- 
sume he  will  be  put  as  presiding  Judge 
or  senior  Judge  of  these  two,  the  other 
being  Mr.  Buckle,  whose  previous  avoca- 
tion was  "resident  country  gentleman 
and  honorary  secretary  of  the  Tipperary 
Agricultural  Society."  Now,  do  let  the 
Committee  for  one  moment,  in  all 
seriousness,  consider  the  character  of  a 
Court  composed  of  these  two  gentlemen, 
which  will  have  to  dispose  of  these 
serious  offences.  "Why,  even  with  re- 
gard to  cases  which  are  subject  to  sum- 
mary conviction  in  this  country,  where 
the  powers  are  much  less  than  are  given 
here,  nothing  so  absurd  as  that  which 
you  now  propose  takes  place,  because 
upon  the  ordinary  English  bench  of  ma- 
gistrates, though,  no  doubt,  you  have 
gentlemen  who  belong  to  agricultural 
societies,  you  have,  at  cho  same  time,  to 
keep  them  right  with  regard  to  law  and 
criminal  practice,  a  magistrate's  clerk. 
But  in  the  Court  you  propose  you  have 
nothing  of  the  kind.  You  have  a  re- 
tired ofiB.cer  of  Hussars  assisted  in  his 
judgment  upon  these  important  matters 
by  a  gentleman  whose  sole  experience, 
or  whose  principal  experience,  has  been 
in  connection  with  some  agricultural 
society.  Let  mo  take  another  case  for 
the  purpose  of  illustration.  Lower  down 
in  the  list  we  have  the  name  of  the  Hon. 
W.  F.  Forbes,  and  he  appears  to  have 
served  in  the  Grenadier  Guards,  and  to 
have  been  in  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace  for  eight  years.  He,  of  course,  is 
a  person  of  some  small  training ;  but  I 
cannot  think  that  his  best  coadjutor 
on  the  bench  will  be  Mr.  Preston, 
who  appears  to  have  been  an  Army 
tutor  in  receipt  of  £425  a-year.  You 
have  a  retired  officer  of  the  Grenadier 
Guards  and  an  Army  tutor  forming  a 
Court  which  is  to  deal  with  these  mat- 
ters. So  much  for  the  qualification  of 
these  persons  mentioned  in  this  Beturn, 
who  I  maintain  are  wholly  unfit  to  dis- 
pharge  the  duty,  in  spito  of  the  clause 


that  I  understand  the  Government  are 
willing  to  put  in  the  Bill,  declaring  that 
one  of  the  magistrates  taking  part  in 
these  proceedings  is  to  have  a  certain 
legal  qualification.  But  there  is  this 
still  more  important  matter  which,  to 
my  mind,  goes  to  the  whole  root  of  the 
question — namely,  that  these  magis- 
trates are  to  deal  with  what  are  practi- 
cally political  offences.  There  is  no 
doubt  of  that.  Questions  connected 
with  Boycotting  and  connected  with  the 
agrarian  agitation  will  come  within  their 
jurisdiction,  and  those  questions  are  of 
a  political  nature.  It  will  be  observed 
by  the  Committee  that  all  those  magis- 
trates hold  their  office  during  pleasure ; 
and  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  one 
of  the  most  dangerous  engines  which  a 
Government  has  for  dealing  with  poli- 
tical offences  are  magistrates  or  Judges 
who  hold  office  during  pleasure,  because 
these  magistrates  and  Judges,  of  course, 
know  perfectly  well  that  it  is  to  their 
interest  to  deal  with  political  offences  in 
the  direction  and  in  the  way  that  the 
Crown  desires,  because,  if  they  do  not, 
the  Crown  may  at  once  dismiss  them. 
The  Members  of  the  Committee  may 
probably  know  that  this  very  question 
led  to  one  of  the  greatest  Constitutional 
struggles  that  ever  took  place  in  this 
country — namely,  that  upon  the  question 
of  the  appointment  of  the  Judges.  A^s 
the  Committee  knows,  the  Judges  under 
the  Act  of  Settlement  were  appointed 
and  retained  in  office  in  the  manner  I 
have  referred  to,  and  the  result  was  that 
the  Crown  did  not  hesitate  to  use  the 
Judges  of  the  Superior  Courts  as  in- 
struments for  political  oppression.  I 
will  read  two  or  three  lines  from  JSallam 
on  this  subject.  [**0h,  oh!"J  Hon. 
Members  opposite,  I  am  sure,  have  not 
read  Hallam  for  many  years,  and  one 
passage  of  his,  a  very  short  one,  will,  I 
am  sure,  do  them  a  deal  of  good — 

"It  has  been  the  practice  of  the  Staartfl, 
especially  in  the  last  years  of  their  dynasty,  to 
dismiss  .fudges,  without  seeking  any  other  pre- 
tence, who  showed  any  disposition  to  thwart 
the  Government  in  political  prosecutions.  The 
general  behaviour  of  the  Bench  had  covered  it 
with  infamy.  Though  the  real  security  for  an 
honest  Court  of  Justice  should  be  found  in  its 
responsibility  to  Parliament  and  to  publio 
opinion,  it  is  evident  that  their  tenure  of  office 
must,  in  the  first  place,  have  ceased  to  be  pre- 
carious, and  their  integrity  be  rescued  from  the 
severe  trial  of  forfeiting  the  emoluments  upon 
which  they  existed." 

That  is  the    exact   position    of   thepe 
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magistrates.     I  desire  to  point  out  that 
it  is  most  dangerous  for  this  Committee 
to    adopt    the  proceedings  which  were 
followed  in  the  reign  of  William  III.  in 
appointing  officers  at  pleasure  to  under- 
take those  duties.     So  much  for  that. 
Now  I  wish  to  say  a  word  as  to  what  I 
wish  to  propose  to  introduce  into  this 
Bill.     I  do  not  know  whether  the  Go- 
vernment look  with  any  sort  of  favour 
tipon  my  Amendment.     1  cannot  help 
hoping  that,  inasmuch  as  they  have  all 
cited  the  Act  of  1882,  they  will  look  with 
favour  upon  this  Amendment,  because 
it  was  the    very  provision  inserted  in 
that  Act  for  the  purpose  of  providing 
for  the  trial  of  offences  created  by  that 
measure.       The  tribunal  which  I  pro- 
pose is  a  tribunal  of  three  Judges  of  the 
oupreme  Court  in  Ireland,  who  are  not 
ex-Lord  Chancellors.     Well,   we  shall 
have  some  excuse  for  the  Government — 
I  hope  not,  but  I  fear  we  shall — to  the 
effect  that  that  would  be  too  important 
a  tribunal  to  try  the  cases ;  but  I  do  say 
this,   that  when  you  are  dealing  with 
offences  of  this  character,  involving,  as 
they  do,  political  questions,  one  of  our 
first  acts  ought  to  be  to  select  a  tribunal 
which,  if   possible,  should  possess  the 
confidence  of  the  country.     1  do  not  say 
that  there  are  often  to  bo  found  tribunals 
such  as  I  suggest.  Perhaps  tfie  tribunal 
is  too  large,  and  that  two  Judges  will 
do.     Perhaps  some  might  like  to  have 
an  English  Judge.      By  all  means,  if 
you  like  to  have  an  English  Judge  upon 
the  tribunal,  have  one.     I  do  not  think 
any  expense  ought  to  be  spared  by  the 
Government  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
these  people  who  are  to  be  prosecuted 
for  what  they  do  in  proclaimed  districts 
a  tribunal  in  which  they  have  confidence. 
That  is  my  first  contention.     Now,  three 
Judges — or  perhaps  two,  for  two  would 
do,  and  I  should  be  glad  to  hear  what 
the  Government  have  to  say  upon  that 
point — will  be  able  to  bring  to    bear 
upon  the  matters    submitted    to   them 
extensive    experience  and    great  legal 
knowledge,  and  from  the  nature  of  their 
positions  and  their  independence,  will 
be  able  to  decide  the  cases  submitted  to 
them  without  fear  or  favour.     We  may 
depend  upon  their  being  thoroughly  im- 
partial— at  any  rate,  if  we  cannot  depend 
upon  getting  such  a  body  as  I  propose 
in  Ireland,  we  can  send  over  English 
Judges  or  Scotch  Judges  for  the  purpose. 
You  have  lately  had  an  instance  of  an 
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English  Judge  going  to  Ireland  and 
doing  admirable  justice.  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that  that  is  a  precedent  that 
should  be  followed,  and  I  venture  to 
suggest  that  my  proposal  is  one  that 
deserves  the  very  serious  consideration 
of  the  Committee.  I  bring  it  forward, 
not  as  an  idle  Amendment,  but  as  a 
serious  one,  which  goes  to  the  root  of 
the  clause;  and  I  ask  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to"  give  it  serious  considera- 
tion. I  trust  they  will  accept  it.  I  beg 
to  move  the  Amendment  standing  in  my 
name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  lines  15  and  16,  loavo  out,  "a 
Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  under  this  Act," 
and  insert  **  a  Special  Commission  Court,  con- 
sisting of  three  Judges  of  tho  Supreme  Court  of 
Judicature  in  Ireland  (other  than  the  Lord 
Chancellor)  appointed  by  tho  Lord  Lieutenant, 
to  try  offences  under  this  Act  in  any  proclaimed 
district." — {Mr,  Anderson.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 


ause. 


ii 


The  CHIEF  8ECRETAEY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  confess  that  one  sentence  in  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  speech 
surprised  me  very  much.  There  were 
many  things  which  surprised  me  in  his 
speech,  but  that  which  surprised  me 
most  was  his  tolling  us  that  lie  brought 
forward  his  Amendment  seriously.  I 
can  hardly  believe,  in  spite  of  his  as- 
surance, Uiat  that  was  the  case.  His 
speech  consisted  entirely  of  two  parts, 
in  one  of  which  he  criticized  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Q-overnment,  and  in  the 
other  of  which  he  proposed  his  alterna- 
tive suggestion.  Now,  with  regard  to 
his  alternative  suggestion,  it  is  sufficient 
to  say  that  to  construct  a  special  tribunal 
of  three  Judges,  even  if  they  were  Irish 
Judges,  to  go  about  from  place  to  place 
trying  these  cases  would  not  only  be 
extremely  cumbersome  and  costly,  but 
would  absolutely  prevent  that  rapidity 
of  action  which  is  one  of  the  chief  points 
we  hope  to  gain  by  introducing  the  pro- 
vision for  summary  jurisdiction.  So 
much  for  the  actual  substantive  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 
I  will  now  devote  a  few  words  to  the 
consideration  of  his  criticism  upon  our 
proposal.  He  has  to-night  attacked, 
not  for  the  first  time  in  these  debates, 
the  Resident  Magistrates  to  whom  are 
to  be  entrusted  the  summary  jurisdiction 
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under  this  Bill,  and  his  chief  reason  ap- 
pears to  be— now  the  well- worn  one — 
that  many  of  these  Kesident  Magistrates 
have  been  soldiers.  Now,  I  have  al- 
ready told  the  Committee,  and  I  again 
repeat,  that  though  we  are  anxious,  and 
have  shown  our  anxiety  in  the  Bill,  to 
take  precautions  that  one  of  the  two 
Kesident  Magistrates  who  have  got  to 
decide  these  summary  cases  shall  be  a 
person  of  competent  legal  knowledge, 
we  are  not  prepared  to  admit  that  the 
best  class  from  which  to  choose  the 
greater  number  of  these  magistrates  is 
that  of  lawyers.  We  are  not  of  opinion 
that  you  get  the  pick  of  the  legal  pro- 
fession at  the  salary  which  Parliament 
allows  a  Besident  Magistrate;  but  we 
do  believe  that  you  will  get  most  com- 
petent and  efi&oient  men  to  fill  these 
posts  from  other  classes  at  the  salaries 
you  are  prepared  to  pay,  and  in  that 
contention  we  are  supported  by  expe- 
rience. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man has  brought  out  stores  of  ancient 
learning  as  to  the  English  judica- 
ture  

Mr.  ANDERSON  :  No,  no. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  read  out  some  com- 
mon-places from  JIallam  ;  but  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  if  he  had  ap- 
pealed more  to  experience  and  less  to 
maxim,  would  have  found  that  Ireland 
owes  a  gp*eat  deal  to  the  Resident 
Magistrates.  They  have  for  many  years 
administered,  impartially  and  effectually, 
summary  jurisdiction,  and  whoever  has 
been  responsible  for  the  government  of 
Ireland  will  acknowledge  that  these 
gentlemen  are  well  worthy  of  the  con- 
fidence of  this  House. 

An  hon.  Member:  Worthy  of  the 
confidence  of  the  landlords. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BA.LFOUR:  Now,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  sug- 
gested that,  as  these  magistrates  are  re- 
movable at  pleasure,  therefore  they  will 
be  willing  slaves  of  the  Executive  in 
dealing  with  these  offences. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  :  No  ;  may  be. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Now,  there 
are  two  answers  to  that  argument,  and 
the  first  is,  that  political  offences  are  not 
punishable  under  this  Bill;  and  the 
second  is,  that  no  example  can  be  pro- 
duced where  even  a  suspicion,  or  even 
the  first  breath  of  a  suspicion,  has  ex- 
isted in  the  mind  of  any  competent  or 
impartial  Judge  that  the  Executive  of 


this  country  has  ever  for  one  moment 
dared  to  interfere  with  the  action  of  one 
single  Resident  Magistrate  acting  in  his 
judicial  capacity.  [**Oh,oh!"]  Well, 
I  challenge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  John  Morley),  who  was 
himself  connected  with  the  Irish  Go- 
vernment, to  get  up  in  this  House  and 
contradict  that  statement.  He  did  not 
serve  under  Lord  Spencer  ;  but  he  will 
probably  join  with  other  Leaders  in  this 
House,  not  the  least  with  Gentlemen 
who  now  sit  below  the  Gangway,  in 
saying  that  Lord  Spencer's  management 
of  Ireland  during  his  Yiceroyalty  was, 
not  only  a  courageous  management,  but 
an  impartial  one.  Well,  by  far  the 
majority  of  those  whom  Lord  Spencer 
appointed  to  be  Resident  Magistrates 
were  not  lawyers,  but  belonged  to  the 
class  upon  which  so  much  contempt  has 
been  poured  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  I  think  that  Lord  Spencer 
would  join  with  me  in  regard  to  the 
character  I  have  given  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  will  also,  I  believe,  join 
with  me  in  saying  that,  whatever  other 
charges  may  be  brought  against  these 
gentlemen,  it  cannot,  be  said  of  them 
that  they  have  ever  shown  themselves 
slaves  to  the  Executive  Government 
when  they  have  been  called  upon  to 
exercise  the  duties  of  Judges.  We, 
taking  advantage  of  experience,  and 
following  the  example  of  previous  Go- 
vernments, have  entrusted  the  duty  of 
judges  to  the  Resident  Magistrates,  and 
we  feel  confident  that  we  can  do  so 
safely.  Under  the  circumstances,  it  is 
impossible  for  us  to  accept  either  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman' or  any  other  Amendment  of 
a  similar  character,  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  displacing  the  Resident 
Magistrates  from  the  position  I  have 
pointed  out. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  By 
the  very  words  of  the  Statute  these  Re- 
sident Magistrates  are  under  the  orders 
and  the  control  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  resumed  his  seat. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  chal- 
lenged us  to  give  any  example  where  the 
Executive  has  interfered  with  the  con- 
duct of  Resident  Magistrates  in  their 
judicial  duties.  Well,  I  can  give  him 
such  an  example.  I  can  g^ve  an  example 
of  a  Resident  Magistrate  who  was  dis- 
missed fromhisappointmentfordeolining, 
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first,  to  discover   evidence  against  pri- 
soners, and  then  to  send  them  to  trial.  I 
can   supply  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
with  the  name  of  the  gentleman  I  refer 
to  on  his  undertaking  that  he  will  not 
use  the  information  against  that  person. 
Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :    I  must 
confess  I  was    perfectly  astounded  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
make  the  statement  he  did  as  to  the 
Besident  Magistrates  not  being  under 
the  control  of  the  Executive.     Can  it  be 
possible  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  so  soon  forgotten  the  letter  pub- 
lished in  the  newspapers  by  that  very 
experienced  Kesident   Magistrate,   Mr. 
Clifford  Lloyd,  who  gave  a  most  graphic 
description  of  the  work  at  the  Castle, 
and    spoke    of    the    telegrams    which 
poured  in  from  magistrates,  asking  for 
instructions  as  to  what  they  were  to  do  ? 
It  will  be  said  that  in  the  most  of  these 
cases  the  applications  were  to  know  what 
they  were  to  do  in  their  administrative 
capacity  as  servants  of  the  Executive ; 
but  there  is  no  doubt  in  the  world  that  a 
great  deal  of  the  instructions  issued  to 
them  had  regard  to  what  they  were  to  do 
in  their  judicial  capacity.    The  difficulty 
in  the  matter  is  that  it  is  preposterous 
and  absurd  to  say  that  you  can  get  men  to 
separate  in  their  own  minds  when  they 
are  acting,  on  the  same  day,  in  a  judicial 
and  in  an  executive  capacity,  the  influ- 
ence which  the  Government  has  a  right 
to  exercise  upon  them  in  the  one  case, 
and  the  independence  they  are  to  exer- 
cise in  the  other.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
threw  out  a  challenge  to  us  to  mention 
individual  instances  in  which  the  Execu- 
tive had  interfered  with  the  action  of  a 
magistrate.     If  I  had  had  notice  of  the 
chfidlenge  I  could  have  given  dozens  and 
dozens  of   such   instances ;  but  on  the 
spur  of  the  moment  I  will  recall  a  few 
instances  which  recur  to  my  mind  without 
taking  the  trouble  to  refresh  my  recol- 
lection.   There  is  the  case  of  Father 
Fahy.      The   magistrate   sitting   in    a 
judicial  capacity,  or  the  Crown  Solicitor 
acting  for  the  Crown  in  that  case,  stated 
either  that  instructions  had  come,  or  in- 
structions were  expected  to  come,  from 
the  Castle  ordering  the  magistrate  to  re- 
fuse to  put  the  defendant  under  rule  of 
bail.    What  did  that  amount  to  ?    Why, 
that  instructions    had  come,   or    were 
coining,  from  the  Castle  ordering  the 
magistrate  to  commit  this  gentleman  to 
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prison,  which  he  accordingly  did,  Father 
Faby  being  committed  to  prison  for 
three  months.  There  is  another  instance 
which  I  will  give  in  order  to  show  the 
confusion  which  arises  in  the  minds  of 
magistrates — a  very  natural  confusion — 
between  their  duty  as  police  officers  of 
the  Executive  Government  and  their 
duty  as  Judges.  A  case  occurred  in 
which  I  was  partly  interested  a  short 
time  ago  in  the  County  of  Cavan.  It 
was  a  case  in  which  two  or  three  men 
were  brought  before  Captain  MoTieman, 
of  Enniskiilen,  by  no  means  a  bad  speci- 
men of  his  class,  a  reasonable  and  fair 
minded  man,  the  sort  of  magistrate  of 
which  we  have  unfortunately  too  few  in 
Ireland.  Well,  the  men  were  sentenced 
to  a  month's  imprisonment.  They  ap- 
pealed to  the  County  Court  Judge  at 
Cavan,  and  when  the  appeal  came  up 
for  hearing  Captain  McTiernan  sat  on 
the  Bench  beside  the  Judge,  Mr.  George 
Walters — a  thing  which  it  is  customary 
for  such  gentlemen  to  do  when  they  have 
occasion  to  attend  the  County  Court.  I 
have  the  account  of  this  from  some  one 
who  was  sitting  in  the  Court  when  it 
occurred,  and  saw  the  whole  thing. 
Captain  McTiernan  was  sitting  on  the 
Bench  beside  the  Judge  ;  some  one  said 
it  was  not  right  or  decent  that  he  should 
take  his  seat  on  the  Bench  to  hear  an 
appeal  from  his  own  judgment,  and 
Captain  McTiernan  at  once  said  that  ho 
thought  that  remonstrance  very  fair, 
and  left  the  Bench.  But  what  did  he 
do  ?  He  went  down  and  sat  beside  the 
Crown  Prosecutor,  and  prompted  him  in 
the  case  against  the  prisoners.  Well,  I 
put  it  to  the  Committee  whether  that  is 
the  kind  of  man — and  I  have  pointed 
•ut  that  he  is  an  admirable  specimen  of 
his  class,  and  one  of  the  fairest  minded 
Kesident  Magistrates  we  have — I  put  it 
to  the  Committee  whether  he  is  a  gentle- 
man to  which  cases  under  this  clause 
should  be  brought,  and  whether  he  is  a 
gentleman  who  is  likely  to  discriminate 
very  fairly  between  the  influence  the 
Government  exorcise  upon  him  in  his 
administrative  capacity,  and  that  they 
seek  to  bring  to  bear  upon  him  in  his 
judicial  capacity.  In  view  of  all  the 
people  in  Court  whose  confidence  in  the 
law  it  was  so  desirable  to  maintain,  this 
gentleman  quitted  the  Bench,  and  went 
down  and  sat  by  the  Crown  Prosecutor, 
and  gave  him  suggestions  and  prompt- 
ings in  the  conduct  of  a  case  which  was 
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an  appeal  against  his  own  decision. 
There  cannot  be  the  slightest  doubt  that 
magistrates  do  seek  for  g^dance  and 
advice  from  the  Executive  as  to  their 
action  as  magistrates  sitting  in  Court, 
and  that  they  are  led  by  that  guidance 
and  act  slavishly  upon  it.  They  are 
guided  by  the  Executive  as  to  the 
severity  of  their  sentences,  and  as  to 
their  general  behaviour  as  magpistrates. 
I  endorse  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, that  many  of  the  best  magistrates 
in  Ireland  are  not  lawyers.  I  have  one 
man  in  my  mind  at  the  present  moment, 
a  man  promoted  by  Lord  Spencer  to  the 
head  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  in  Ire- 
land. He  was  in  the  district  of  East 
Mayo  when  I  was  there,  and  a  more 
excellent  magistrate,  and  one  in  whose 
knowledge  and  justice  one  could  more 
thoroughly  rely,  does  not  exist  in  the 
United  Kingdom.  I  would  not  hesitate 
to  trust  him,  but  this  gentleman  is  a  rare 
exception  amongst  the  Irish  magistrates, 
and  what  I  would  suggest  is  this.  Of 
course,  there  are  considerable  objections 
which  naturally  occur  to  the  sending  of 
Judges  of  the  High  Court  round  the 
country  as  Courts  of  Summary  Jurisdic- 
tion ;  but  what  objection  could  there  be 
to  sending  round  for  this  purpose  the 
County  Court  Judges  of  Ireland  ?  Why 
not  make  these  Courts  Courts  where  two 
County  Court  Judges  could  sit  ?  I  ask 
hon.  Members  is  that  not  a  fair  ofiPer  of 
compromise  ?  These  Irish  County  Court 
Judges  are  gentlemen  who  are  largely 
paid  for  their  services.  They  are  gen- 
tlemen whose  time  is  by  no  means 
fully  occupied — that  is  notorious  in 
Ireland.  There  are,  therefore,  a  num- 
ber of  them  at  nearly  all  times  of 
the  year  with  leisure.  They  are 
acquainted  with  the  localities.  They 
onjoy,  to  a  much  greater  extent,  the  con- 
fidence of  the  people  in  their  impartiality 
than  do  the  magistrates,  and  they  are 
not  under  the  direct  control  of  the  Castle. 
They  bear  much  more  than  the  magis- 
trates the  character  of  Judges,  and,  as 
I  have  said,  they  are  in  the  habit  of 
visiting  the  localities  and  they  know  the 
local  circumstances.  I  ask,  therefore, 
what  reasonable  objection  can  be  taken 
to  constituting  the  Court  of  County  Court 
Judges  in  place  of  the  proposed  Court  of 
Besident  Magistrates?  Such  a  Court 
would  command  more  respect,  and  would 
certainly  have  a  better  knowledge  of  the 


law  than  the  one  proposed.  I  think  that, 
under  all  the  circumstances,  if  this  de- 
testable clause  is  to  be  passed,  the  best 
Court  we  could  get  in  Ireland,  taking 
everything  into  consideration,  would  be 
a  Court  of  two  County  Court  Judges  to 
be  nominated  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
according  to  the  circumstances  of  the 
time.  Surely  that  is  not  an  unreason- 
able request.  The  powers  asked  for 
under  this  section  are  of  a  most  extra- 
ordinary .and  extreme  character,  and  it 
is  not  an  unreasonable  request  to  ask 
that  the  men  who  are  to  administer  the 
great  powers  given  by  this  section  should 
be  men  who.  in  the  minds  of  the  people, 
are  divorced  from  police  duties,  and  will 
have  some  of  the  characteristics  of 
Judges  of  the  land,  and  who  will  not 
be  men  liable  to  be  removed,  or  liable 
to  be  promoted,  or  liable  to  have  pro- 
motion refused  them,  according  as  they 
serve  the  purposes  of  the  Executive. 
They  will  not  be  men,  the  very  best  of 
whom  think  it  right  and  proper  to  go 
down  from  the  Bench  when  an  appeal 
from  their  decision  is  being  heard, 
sit  beside  the  prosecuting  counsel,  and 
prompt  him  in  the  management  of  the 
prosecution.  They  will  not  be  men 
whose  minds  will  be  confused  between 
the  ideas  of  their  duty  as  executive  offi- 
cers and  judicial  functionaries,  as  oc- 
curred in  the  case  I  have  mentioned. 
These  Eesident  Magistrates  are  not  the 
class  of  men  who  ought  to  have  the 
powers  which  will  be  conferred  by  this 
clause,  especially  when  we  have  men  in 
Ireland  ready  to  our  hand — a  class  of 
Judges  who,  at  least,  know  the  law  and 
cannot  be  removed  at  the  will  and  plea- 
sure of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcastle-on- 
Tyne) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  has  called  me  to 
witness,  not,  I  think,  with  any  particular 
relevancy,  because  he  himself  admitted 
that  I  was  not  responsible  for  the  Gx)- 
vemment  of  Ireland  under  Lord  Spencer. 
The  short  time  I  was  at  the  Irish  Office 
there  was  no  summary  jurisdiction  of 
this  kind  in  operation.  My  experience 
in  the  matter  must,  therefore,  be  tho- 
roughly valueless.  So  far  as  my  opinion 
goes  as  to  the  expediency  of  entrusting 
this  summary  jurisdiction  to  Kesident 
Magistrates,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  have  done  me  the  honour  to 
listen  to  what  I  have  said  on  two  occa« 
tions  on  previous  stages  of  this  Bill,  be* 
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cause  I  then  referred  to  the  very  passage 
from  Mr.  Clifford  Ijloyd's  letters  which 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Mayo  has  drawn  attention  to.  Mr.  Clif- 
ford Lloyd  pointed  out  that  during  the 
administration  of  the  Crimes  Act  of  1 882, 
there  was  constant  communication  be- 
tween Dublin  Castle  and  the  Besident 
Magistrates,  not  only  upon  their  execu- 
tive and  police  duties,  but,  to  use  Mr. 
diffbrd  Lloyd's  own  expression,  on  mat- 
ters ''  relating  to  the  maintenance  and 
execution  of  the  law."  I  cannot  doubt 
for  a  moment  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  and 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  will 
not  dream  of  putting  direct  pressure 
upon  the  Besident  Magistrates  in  the 
execution  of  their  judicial  work.  I 
ventured,  in  some  remarks  that  I  made 
earlier,  to  say  that  I  would  not  so  readily 
trust  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Assistant  Secretary  (Colonel 
King-Harman).  With  his  strong  pre- 
judices, and  his  strong  views  about 
Irish  administration,  he  would  be  very 
likely  to  misapprehend  the  limits  of 
his  position ;  but  that  is  not  the  point. 
The  point  is  not  whether  a  direct  pres- 
sure will  be  put  upon  the  Eesident  Ma- 
gistrates by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
What  we  submitted  and  urged  was  that 
there  would  be  inevitably  present  in  the 
minds  of  the  Eesident  Magistrates  the 
complexion  which  their  actions  would 
wear  in  the  minds  of  their  official  supe- 
riors, who  have  in  their  hands  their  pro- 
motion, their  removal,  and  their  whole 
material  prospects.  On  those  grounds, 
therefore,  I  agree  with  much,  not  with 
every  word,  but  with  the  spirit  of  what 
has  been  said  as  to  the  impropriety  of 
entrusting  these  powers  to  the  Eesident 
Magistrates.  I  do  not  know  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  very  judicious 
in  enlarging  upon  that  particular  aspect 
of  the  case.  On  the  particular  point 
now  before  the  Committee,  I  regret 
that  I  cannot  agree  with  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment. It  seems  to  me  that  this 
Amendment  is  an  utterly  impracticable 
one.  I  cannot  see  how  you  are  to 
have  three  Judges  moving  up  and 
down  Ireland  dealing  with  every  case 
that  every  constable  may  think  fit  for 
this  summary  jurisdiction  to  be  exer- 
cised upon.  I  think  it  would  not  work, 
and  the   remark   made   by   the  hon. 
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Member  for  East  Mayo  showed  that  he 
equally  with  his  Friends  sees  the  objec- 
tions which  are  to  be  made  to  this  pro- 
posal. The  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
suggests,  as  I  understand  him,  that  there 
should  be  two  County  Court  Judges  to 
whom  you  should  entrust  the  exercise 
of  this  summary  jurisdiction.  But  this 
is  not  the  place  for  discussing  that  pro- 
posal, because  there  is  upon  the  Paper 
an  Amendment  in  the  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Wolverhampton  (Mr,  Henry  H.  Fowler), 
to  the  effect  that  these  cases  shall  be 
heard  before  two  Besident  Magistrates, 
a  County  Court  Judge,  and  a  Chairman 
of  Quarter  Sessions.  You  will  find  that 
Amendment  on  page  27  of  the  Paper  of 
Amendments.  The  suggestion  of  tho 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  can,  there- 
fore, be  very  well  discussed  when  we 
come  to  Clause  11.  In  the  meantime,  I 
only  wish  to  say  that  I,  for  one,  should 
not  be  able  to  support  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
Anderson),  and  I  am  sure  he  would  not 
be  ill-advised  if  he  were  to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
suggesting  to  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  that  he  should  be  satisfied  with 
the  discussion  whicli  has  taken  place 
upon  his  Amendment.  It  is  an  Amend- 
ment for  which  we  should  be  willing  to 
vote;  but  we  see  the  objections  pointed 
out  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  just  spoken,  and  I  would,  therefore, 
suggest  to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
that  the  question  mentioned  by  him 
would  be  more  fitly  raised  on  tho 
Amendment  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  just  alluded.  I  would 
suggest  that  he  should  withdraw  his 
Amendment  just  now,  and  raise  it  at 
perhaps  a  more  practical  and  opportune 
moment. 

Mr.  ANDEBSON  :  I  certainly  desire, 
after  what  has  fallen  from  hon.  Members 
on  this  side  of  the  House,  to  withdraw 
this  Amendment.  In  withdrawing  it,  I 
would  express  a  hope  that,  before  the 
question  comes  on  again  for  discussion, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  have 
carefully  considered  whether  it  would 
not  be  possible  for  them  to  give  way 
upon  the  point  upon  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  said  at  the  outset  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  prepared  to  accept 
<*any"    Amendment.      In    requesting 
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leave  to  withdraw  my  proposal,  I  would 
urge  the  G-overnment,  in  the  meantime, 
to  consider  the  question  seriously. 

Amendment,  by  leave^  withdrawn. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  now  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  the  rejection  of  Sub-section  1  of 
Clause  2  in  the  following  terms : — 

**  Any  person  who  shall  take  part  in  any 
criminal  conspiracy  to  compel  or  induce  any 
person  or  persons  cither  not  to  fulfil  his  or  their 
legal  ohligations,  or  not  to  let,  hire,  use,  or 
occupy  any  land,  or  not  to  deal  with,  work  for, 
or  hire  any  person  or  persons  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  trade,  business,  or  occupation  ;  or  to 
interfere  with  the  administration  of  the  law/' 

The  discussion  this  evening  has  been,  to 
some  extent,  anticipated  by  the  discussion 
that  took  place  last  night  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court).  At  the  same  time,  I  think  there 
are  many  considerations  which  it  was 
impossible  then  to  bring  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  I  will,  therefore,  venture 
to  raise  the  question  somewhat  more 
broadly,  at  the  same  time  avoiding  going 
over  the  ground  my  right  hon.  Friend 
has  so  fully  and  ably  explored — namely, 
the  whole  question  of  the  Law  of  Con- 
spiracy. In  the  statement  I  shall  make 
on  this  sub-section,  I  fully  accept  the 
statement  made  by  the  English  Attorney 
General — ^namely,  that  the  section  as 
now  drawn  is  not  intended  to  create 
any  new  crime.  What  it  does  is  this — 
it  proposes  to  withdraw  a  large  class 
of  the  most  important  cases  from  the 
superior  tribunals  of  Ireland — namely, 
the  Judges  of  the  land — and  to  submit 
them  to  the  lowest  tribunals  in  Ireland 
— namely,  the  Kesident  Magistrates — a 
tribunal  which,  I  venture  to  say,  is 
wholly  incompetent,  whether  from  legal 
knowledge  or  otherwise,  to  deal  with 
these  important  subjects.  At  present, 
as  the  hon.  Member  lor  East  Mayo  said 
last  night,  the  jury  stands  between  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  and  the  Law  of  Con- 
spiracy which  it  is  proposed  to  deal  with 
under  this  section.  That  is  really  their 
protection  from  the  Law  of  Conspiracy 
as  laid  down  in  the  section,  and  as  it 
would  be  administered  by  the  tribunal 
to  which  it  is  proposed  to  refer  these 
questions.  Now,  it  is  absolutely  certain 
that  if  this  section  passes  in  its  present 
form,  it  will  be  impossible  for  the  ten- 
ants to  combine  together  to  resist  unfair 
jents.    That,  I  take  it,  will  be  abso- 


lutely certain  under  the  clause  as  it  now 
stands,  and  that  object  is  undoubtedly 
the  object  of  the  section,  for  we 
have  been  told  by  Lord  Salisbury  in 
** another  place"  that  the  object  of 
the  Bill  is  to  prevent  combinations 
of  tenants,  and  this  is  the  section 
of  the  Bill  in  which  it  is  proposed  to 
effect  that  purpose.  I  have  no  doubt, 
for  my  part,  that  this  is  the  most  im- 
portant section  of  the  whole  Bill ;  and  I 
have  no  doubt  that  if  the  landlords  of 
Ireland  should  obtain  this  section,  they 
would  willingly  abandon  almost  all  the 
other  sections.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
section  is  for  enabling  the  collection  of 
rents  by  a  new  process — namely,  by  the 
enforcement  of  the  Criminal  Law — by  a 
process  indicated  in  the  section — before 
the  inferior  tribunals  of  Ireland.  I 
would  venture,  in  the  first  place,  to 
point  out  that  this  is  an  entirely  new 
provision.  It  has  not  been  included 
in  any  other  Coercion  Act  that  I 
know  of  since  the  beginning  of  the 
century.  I  have  searched  through  86 
Acts,  and  I  do  not  find  a  single  one 
of  them  that  contains  a  clause  at  all 
analogous  to  the  one  now  under  con- 
sideration. It  cannot  be  said  that  the 
circumstances  are  different,  and  that, 
therefore,  a  new  kind  of  remedy  is  re- 
quired, for  it  has  been  very  usual,  in 
past  years,  whenever  periods  of  great 
agricultural  distress  and  depression  have 
occurred,  or  whenever  there  has  been 
great  want  arising  from  bad  harvests, 
or  whenever  the  prices  of  agricultural 
produce  have  fallen,  it  has  been  very 
usual  for  combinations  of  tenants  to 
take  place  with  the  view  of  obtaining 
reductions  of  rent.  And  the  same  com- 
binations have  taken  place  in  respect  of 
other  legal  obligations,  such  as  tithes.  I 
find  that  in  the  year  1832-3  there  was  a 
general  combination  against  the  pay- 
ment of  tithes  and  of  rent,  yet  in  one  of 
the  most  severe  Acts  ever  passed  through 
this  House,  the  House  inserted  an 
Amendment  to  the  effect  that  no  dis- 
trict should  be  proclaimed  under  that 
Act  by  reason  of  tenants  refusing  to  pay 
tithes,  showing  how  unwilling  the  House 
of  Commons  was  at  that  time  to  allow  a 
Coercion  Act  to  be  used  for  the  purpose 
of  enforcing  contracts  and  civil  obliga^ 
tions.  I  find  that  in  1846-7 — when,  as 
all  hon.  Members  must  be  aware,  there 
was  very  great  distress  throughout  Ire- 
land, and  when  there  were  aJmost  uni- 
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versal  combinations  amongst  tenants  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  reductions  of 
rent,   the  Coercion  Act  introduced  by 
Sir  Robert  Peel — and  which  was  the 
cause  of  his  fall — contained  no  clause  of 
this  nature  for  endeavouring  to  enforce 
the  payment  of  rent  by  coercive  mea- 
sures.   And  the  Act  of  the  following 
year,  passed  by  the  Government  that 
succeeded    Sir    Bobert    Peel,   likewise 
contained  no  provision    of    this  kind. 
But,  perhaps,  the  most  interesting  in- 
stance is  that  of  the  Coercion  Act  of 
1881,  because  hon.  Members  will  per- 
fectly recollect  that  there   were   then 
combinations  against  rent  very  similar 
to  those  which  have  occurred  recently ; 
and  there  had  been  a  prosecution  in- 
stituted  against  Mr.   Pamell  and  five 
other  Members  of  Parliament  under  a 
Conspiracy  Law   similar  to  that  it   is 
sought  to  enforce  in  the  section  before 
the  Committee.     The  jury  had  refused 
to  find  a  verdict  in  that  case,  and,  there- 
fore, the  whole  question  was  fully  under 
the  cognizance  of  Parliament  at  that 
time.     But  yet  the  Act  of    1881   con- 
tained no  provision  at  all  analogous  to 
that  we  are  called  on  to  pass — no  pro- 
vision for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  the 
payment  of  rent.     Therefore,  I  say  that 
all  precedent  is  against  a  clause  of  this 
character.     For  my  part,  I  think  it  an 
extremely  dangerous  precedent  that  we 
should  endeavour  to  enforce  the  pay- 
ment of  legal  obligations  or  the  collec- 
tion of  rent  by  a  penal  process  such  as 
is  now  proposed  under  this  sub-section. 
As  to  the  law  as  it  applies  to  this  section, 
I  will  venture  to  say  only  a  few  words. 
I  do  not  propose  to  delay  the  Committee 
at  any  length  by  going  once  more  into 
the  question  of  the  introduction  of  the 
word  **  criminal."     For  my  part,  with 
such  legal  knowledge  as  I  am  able  to 
bring  to  bear  on  the  subject,  I  do  not 
think    that    the    introduction    of    the 
word  at  all    affects    the  question.     It 
does   not  modify  the  meaning  of  the 
word     '*  conspiracy."      But    I    would 
venture  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  he  can  produce  any  case 
of   conspiracy  now  punishable  by  law 
which  will  be  excluded  if  this  clause 
passes  with  the  introduction  of  the  word 
"  criminal  ?"     If  he  can  do  that,  I  will 
give  up  the  case.    But  if  he  cannot  pro- 
duce any  such  case,  he  must  agree  that 
the  word  is  surplusage.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 1 
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land  endeavoured  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  conspiracy  as  applied  to  con- 
tracts of  labour,  and  conspiracy  as  ap- 
plied to  contracts  for  the  payment  of 
rent ;  and,  if  we  look  solely  to  the  Eng- 
lish Law  on  the  subject,  I  think  there  is 
a  great  deal  to  be  said  for  that  distinc- 
tion, for  I  find  it  laid  down  by  very  high 
authority — by  no  less  an  authority  than 
Mr.  Wright,  who  was  quoted  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  last  night,  who  is,  perhaps, 
the    highest    authority    in  the  country 
on  the  subject  of  conspiracy,  and  who 
now  occupies  the  position  of  the  Attorney 
GeneraVs  devil;  and,  therefore,  I  pre- 
sume, is  consulted.      [Cries  of  **  Order, 
order!  "]     I  believed  the  post  is  a  very 
well  recognized  one,  and  a  very  impor- 
tant one,  and  that  it  generally  leads  to 
promotion  to  the  Bench  at  an  early  date. 
I  think  that  the  fact  that  this  Gentleman 
holds  that  high  position  is  some  sanction 
for  the  statement  that  he  is  an  authority 
on  these  matters.      His  book  is  well 
recognized  as  being  the  highest  autho- 
rity on  the  subject  of  conspiracy.    I  find 
that  in  that  book  on  conspiracy,  Mr. 
Wright  drew  a  very  great  distinction 
between  cases  of  conspiracy  under  the 
labour  laws  in  respect  to  contracts  for 
labour,    and    combinations,   and  other 
kinds,  and  especially  of  tenants  in  respect 
of   rent.     After    summing    up   all  the 
authorities  on  the  subject,  Mr.  Wright 
says  that  on  the  whole    he    strongly 
favours  the  view  that  combinations  to 
injure  a  private  person,  otherwise  than 
by  fraud  are  not,  as  a  rule,  criminal,  un- 
less criminal  means  are  used  ;  and,  he 
goes  on  to  say,  that  in  none  of  the  cases 
are  there  decisions  to  be  found   anta- 
gonistic to  this  proposition.     Through- 
out the  whole  of  this  part  of  his  book  he 
practically  lays  down  the  conclusion  that 
although  before  the  Act  of  1875  com- 
binations of  workmen  to  break  contracts 
of  hiring  were  criminal,  and  under  the 
Criminsd  Law  ;  yet  that  other  combina- 
tions such  as  those  which  the  Committee 
are  now  considering  are  not  criminal,  and 
are  not  conspiracies.    That,  according  to 
the  best  opinions  I  have  been  able  to  ascer- 
tain, is  the  state  of  the  case  with  regard 
to  English  Law.     But  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  the  Irish  Law  is  very  different 
on  the  subject;  and  I  must  say  I  am 
surprised  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  should  have  coached  up  on  Eng- 
lish Law  without  reference  at  all  to  Irifih 
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authorities  on  the  subject.  I  am  sur- 
prised that  the  Irish  Attorney  General 
did  not  answer  the  appeal  made  to  him 
last  night,  and  say  whether  he  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Ireland,  and  with  the 
proposition  laid  down,  that  combinations 
of  tenants  to  break  contracts  for  rent,  as 
held  by  the  Law  Courts  in  Ireland,  are 
not  conspiracies  within  the  Criminal 
Law.  Now,  the  whole  matter  was  gone 
into  at  very  great  length  in  the  very  well- 
known  case  of  the  Queen  against  Par- 
nell,  to  which  I  have  already  adverted, 
and  the  decision  of  Judge  Fitzgerald, 
now  Lord  Fitzgerald,  goes  far  beyond 
anything  that  has  been  held  in  the 
English  Courts  in  recent  times.  It  lays 
down  this  proposition,  which  goes  to  the 
very  fullest  extent  of  the  proposition 
laid  down  by  the  Judges  in  respect  of 
combinations  of  labour  in  the  cases  I 
have  already  referred  to.  The  ruling  of 
the  Judge,  or  rather  the  charge  of  Judge 
Fitzgerald,  goes  the  fullest  length  in 
saying  that  any  combinations  of  tenants 
for  the  purpose  of  breaking  their  con- 
tracts and  endeavouring  to  obtain  a 
reduction  of  rent,  are  conspiracies/ac- 
oording  to  the  law  in  Ireland:' and, 
therefore,  are  indictable  and  punishable 
as  such.  The  clause  under  consideration 
appears  to  me  to  have  bee^/  framed 
almost  identically  upon  the  Words  used 
by  Judge  Fitzgerald  in  the  ^ase  I  have 
referred  to.  In  that  rulii^'g  Mr.  Justice 
Fitzgerald  said —  /' 

"  If  the  tenant  withholdo^  his  rent  that  is  a 
violation  of  the  right  of  tJ^e  landlord  to  receive 
it,  hut  it  would  not  he  a  criminal  act  in  the 
tenant  though  it  would  he  a  violation  of  a  right ; 
but  if  two  or  more  peraans  incite  him  to  do  that 
act,  then  their  agreemfM  is  by  law  on  offence." 

That  appears  to  We  to  frankly  admit  the 
whole  of  the  proposition  I  have  been 
contending  for-^'namely,  that  under  the 
Irish  law.  if  Jaot  under  the  English 
law — and,  I  admit,  that  in  theory  there 
is  no  distinotian  between  the  law  of  the 
two  countriesZ-practically  a  combination 
of  tenants  to  jbbtain  a  reduction  of  rent 
from  their  lalndlord,  and,  in  the  mean- 
time, not  to  p|ay  rent  is  a  conspiracy  and 
indictable  as  kuch.  And,  accordingly, 
by  this  clause \all  these  cases  would  be 
dealt  with  uncfler  the  section  now  pro- 
posed, and  the  \tenants  would  be  liable 
to  be  snmmone^  before  the  Eesident 
Magistrates  and  Sentenced  to  imprison- 
ment &T  mx  monVths  with  hard  labour. 


Now,  I  would  venture  to  put  this  case 
to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  Sup- 
pose a  number  of  small  tenants  in  Ire- 
land, say  100,  found  themselves  in  great 
difficulty  with  regard  to  their  rents  in 
consequence  of  severe  agricultural  de- 
pression or  failure  of  crops,  or  great 
fall  in  prices.  Suppose  they  are  unable 
to  pay  their  full  rents.  I  will  not  say 
they  have  no  property  whatever  out  of 
which  to  pay,  but  I  will  assume  for  a 
moment  that  they  could  not  pay  their 
full  rents  without  selling  off  their  stock 
on  the  farm,  and  supposing  a  number 
of  these  tenants  go  to  the  landlord  and 
ask  him  for  a  reduction  of  rent  and  he 
refuses  to  make  a  reduction,  and  sup- 
pose four  or  five  of  the  leading  men 
amongst  them  summon  a  meeting  of  the 
■mailer  tenants  and  ask  them  to  make 
common  cause  together,  and  say  to  the 
landlord  they  will  not  pay  their  rents 
unless  some  reduction — say  of  25  per 
cent — is  made,  I  want  to  ask  the  At- 
tomev  General  for  Ireland  whether, 
under  the  ruling  of  Judge  Fitzgerald, 
such  a  case  as  this  would  not  be  held  to 
be  conspiracy  and  punishable  under  the 
law  as  it  now  stands  ?  I  ask  him  whe- 
ther it  would  not  come  within  the  mean- 
ing of  this  section  in  spite  of  the  intro- 
duction of  the  word  **  criminal."  It 
seems  to  me  that  under  the  ruling  of 
Judge  Fitzgerald  there  cannot  be  a 
doubt  that  combinations  of  tenants  of 
this  kind,  thoroughly  spontaneous  com- 
binations, and  not  combinations  forced 
upon  them  from  outside,  which  may  not 
have  taken  place  under  the  Plan  of 
Campaign,  but  which  may  have  occurred 
on  the  motion  of  ,the  tenants  themselves 
to  obtain  reductions  of  rent,  are  now  in- 
dictable under  the  law  as  laid  down  by 
Judge  Fitzgerald — indictable  as  con- 
spiracy, and  as  such,  coming  within  the 
section  now  before  the  Committee.  If 
it  is  not  so,  I  hope  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  or  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land will  state  distinctly  that  such  a 
case  will  not  be  included  within  the 
section,  and  how  it  is  that  it  will  not 
come  within  the  section.  It  appears  to 
me  that  if  that  be  the  state  of  things, 
and  that  if  it  is  intended  that  cases  of 
that  kind  can  be  dealt  with  summarily 
under  the  section  now  proposed,  such  a 
proceeding  will  be  most  monstrous.    In 
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my  opinion,  the  only  way  in  which  small 
Irish  tenants  of  this  kind  can  really  pro- 
tect  themselves  under  agricultural  pres- 
.sure,  and  the  conditions  which  now  exist 
in  Ireland,  is  by  combination   of  that 
character,  and  that   they  are   just    as 
.  much  entitled  to  protect  themselves  by 
combination  in  this  way  as  labourers  in 
England  are  entitled  to  protect  them- 
selves against   unfair  dealing    on    the 
part  of  their  masters.    The  Act  of  1875 
expressly  met  .the  case  of  breaches  of 
contract,  and  in  my  opinion,  breach  of 
contract  as  regards  labour  is  on  the  same 
footing  as  a  breach  of  contract  to  pay 
rent.      The    payment   of  rent    is    not 
sanctioned    upon    any    higher     basis 
than  contracts  for  labour  in  England. 
Now,  Sir,  what  is  proposed  under  the 
section  which  is  now  before  us  is  not,  as 
I  have  already  said,  to  alter  the  law,  but 
to  alter  the  procedure  of  the  law,  to 
take  the  cases  away  from  the  jury  and 
the  Judges  who  are  now  the  protection 
of  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  and  submit 
them  to  this  inferior  tribunal  of  magis- 
trates.     It  is  not  only  in  Ireland  that 
juries  are  a  protection  to  people  in  this 
position,  but  it  is  the  same  in  England. 
.If  the  law,  as  laid  down  by  Lord  Fitz- 
gerald, be  sound,  the  Welsh  farmers 
who  are  protesting  against  the  full  pay- 
ment of  tithes  are  just  as  much  guilty  of  a 
conspiracy — of  a  combination,  which  is 
an  illegal  conspiracy  under  the  Con- 
spiracy Law — as  tenants  in  Ireland,  and 
the  only  thing  that  saves  them  from 
being  prosecuted  is  the  fact  that  no  jury 
in  England  or  Wales  would  by  any 
possibility  convict.    I  would  ask,  would 
any  human  being  suggest  that  a  case  of 
this  kind  should  be  dealt  with  by  an 
ordinary    magistrate  —  would    anyone 
justify  the  withdrawal  of  cases  of  this 
importance  from  the  tribunals  of  the 
country  and  submitting    them   to   the 
ordinary  tribunals  of  magistrates  ?  That 
is  what  you  are  proposing  to  do  in  Ire- 
land— to  draw  these  complex  cases  from 
the  Judges  of  the  land  and  to  submit 
them  to  the  ordinary  and  most  inferior 
magisterial  tribunals  in  Ireland — to  men 
who,  in  my  opinion,  are  totally  incom- 
petent to  deal  with  the  really  difficult 
and  dangerous  questions    that    would 
oome  before  them.    There  is  one  other 
point  I  wish  to  bring  under  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee,  and  that  is  the 
question  of  the  evidence  that  would  come 
"before  these  magistrates  in  these  oases. 
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These  cases  of  criminal  conspiracy  in- 
volve the  most  difficult  description   of 
evidence  that  can  well  be  conceived. 
Lprd  Fitzgerald,  in  the  charge  in  the 
Parnell  case,  pointed  out  the  extremely 
vague  manner   in    which    the    charge 
might  be  substantiated ;  he  showed  that 
it  was  not  necessary  that  you  should 
bring  before  the  Judge  evidence  to  show 
that  the  persons  charged  with  conspiracy 
were  actually  concerned,  man  to  man, 
for  the  purpose  of  making  it  a  con- 
spiracy ;  but  he   said  you  might  infer 
there  was  a  conspiracy,  though  the  par- 
ties had  never  seen  or  communicated 
with  one  another.    I  advert  to  that  in 
order  to  show  how  extremely  dangerous 
and  loose  this  law  is,  and  to  put  the 
jurisdiction  of  these  cases  into  the  hands 
of  men  such  as  the  Eesident  Magistrates 
in  Ireland,   appears  to  me  to  be,  not 
only  dangerous,  but  wholly  unjustifiable. 
I  venture  to  say,  therefore,   that  this 
clause  which  is  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee is  one  that  ought  not  to  be  al- 
lowed to  pass.    By  rejecting  this  clause 
the  Committee  would  not  in  any  way  be 
altering  the  law  of  the  land.     Under 
the  law  as  it  stands,  these  cases  would 
go   before  the    Superior    Courts ;    but 
under  this  clause  it  would  be  trans- 
ferred ^0  Besident  Magistrates.    Now,  I 
want  to  ask  the  Government  why  they 
cannot  be  satisfied  with  allowing  thoso 
cases  to  remain  with  the  Superior  Courts 
with  the  protection  they  have  in  other 
parts  of  'the  ^Bill  as  to  the  change  of 
juries  and  the  change  of  venue  ?  Surely 
it  is  wiser  that\cases  of  this  difficulty 
should  be  dealt  with  by  the  Superior 
Courts.     It  seems\to  me  to  be  fraught 
with  the  utmost  dagger  to  commit  such 
cases  to  the  tribunal  of  Hesident  Magis- 
trates.    There  is  only  one  other  point  I 
would  note,  and  that^  is  that  when  the 
Indian  Code  was  undo):'  consideration,  it 
was  decided  by  the  Cobimissioners  who 
framed  it  that  nothin^v  should  be  in- 
serted with  regard  to  conspiracies   of 
this  kind,  and  the  Indiab  Code  at  this 
moment  does  not  make  it  ^  penal  matter 
that  there  should  be  a  combination  of 
tenants  not  to  pay  their  rents.     I  am 
informed  by  the  hon.  Menaber  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Campbell)  that,  not 
long  ago,  a  strike  occurred  in  Bengal, 
and  the  question  then  arose  whether  the 
Government  should  not  pass  a  law  to 
penalize  combinations  of  this  kind,  to 
impose  penalties  against  the    persons 
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offending,  and  after  great  consideration 
the  Goyernment  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  not  be  right  to  enforce 
contracts  of  the  kind  by  resorting  to 
penal  law,  and  nothing  was  done  in  the 
matter ;  the  two  parties  were  left  to 
fight  it  out,  and  I  am  told  that  they 
were  able  to  settle  the  matter  amicably. 
And,  further,  when  the  Criminal  Law  of 
this  country  was  under  consideration  in 
1878, 1  find  there  was  no  provision  in  the 
Code  then  proposed  to  Parliament  similar 
to  the  clause  now  before  us ;  combina- 
tions and  conspiracies  were  not  dealt 
with  by  that  Code  at  all.  The  framers 
of  that  Code  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
it  was  not  wise  or  right  to  enforce  civil 
contracts  by  penal  laws  of  this  kind. 
The  fact  is  that  this  branch  of  the 
law— Judge-made  law — has  never  come 
under  the  review  of  Parliament  at  all. 
When  it  has  come  before  Parliament,  as 
in  the  case  of  the  Labour  Laws,  it  has 
been  condemned.  I  have  now  only  to 
conclude  by  saying  that,  in  my  opinion, 
any  attempt  to  enforce  civil  contract  by 
penal  law,  as  in  the  Law  of  Conspiracy, 
and  which  is  proposed  to  be  enforced  by 
the  clause  before  us,  is  unwise  and  un- 
just in  the  highest  degree,  and  I  believe 
that  the  full  rigbt  of  combination  is 
equally  as  important  to  the  small  ten- 
ants of  Ireland  as  to  any  other  class  of 
people  in  this  country. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
17,  to  leave  out  sub-section  (1). — {Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'any  pe'*Hon  who  shall'  stand  part  of 
the  Cl''-'/w." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (DubHn  Uni- 
versity) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
commencing  his  observations,  said  this 
question  had  been  substantially  dis- 
cussed very  fully  last  night,  and  he  went 
on  to  say  that  he  would,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, endeavour  to  avoid  reiterating  the 
arguments  used  on  that  occasion ;  but 
be  did  not  carry  out  that  intention.  I 
have  not  heard  any  new  argument  or 
any  new  statement  in  the  whole  of  his 
speech,  although  I  followed  as  closely 
as  I  could  all  his  arguments.  I  do  not 
intend  to  follow  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  all  he  has  said,  and  I  would  not 
have  intervened  in  the  debate  but  for 
the  circumstance  that  he  appealed  to  me 
and  referred  to  another  appeal  made  to 

VOL.  OOOXY.  [thibd  sbbies.] 


me  yesterday  evening.  I  may  at  once 
explain  that  my  view  agrees  with  that 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  England  ; 
we  discussed  the  matter  together,  and 
my  view  of  the  law  agreed  with  his.  If 
I  was  asked  for  any  further  statement 
of  what  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  is,  I  would 
quote  a  passage  from  the  speech  de- 
livered by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
last  night.  In  my  opinion,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  under  a  misappre- 
hension if  he  thinks  there  is  any  differ- 
ence between  the  law  of  Ireland  and 
that  of  England  on  this  point.  I  can 
assure  him,  from  my  knowledge  of  the 
matter,  that  the  law  is  the  same  both  in 
Ireland  and  England.  It  may  be  pos- 
sible, in  the  course  of  a  long  Charge  de- 
livered by  Lord  Fitzgerald  in  the  case 
of  Pamell,  to  quote  a  sentence  here  and 
there  which  might  support  some  other 
proposition ;  but  the  real  point  in  the 
charge  was  that  the  circumstances 
proved  in  the  case  supported  the  indict- 
ment, and  that  will  be  plainly  seen  if  you 
look  at  the  nature  of  the  case.  It  was 
the  case  of  a  criminal  conspiracy,  and  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  looks  into  the 
evidence  he  will  see  the  conspiracy  was, 
by  a  combination  of  persons  by  frand 
and  illegal  means,  a  condition  of  things 
which  we  wish  to  touch  by  this  clause. 
As  I  have  stated,  I  entirely  concur  in 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  has  said,  and,  so  far  as  I  am 
aware,  there  is  no  difference  between 
the  law  in  England  and  Ireland  upon 
this  point.  We  wish  for  a  speedy 
remedy  when  the  combination  is  cri- 
minal; and,  therefore,  the  Government 
ask  the  Committee  to  pass  this  clause. 
One  argument  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman brought  forward  was  that  this 
particular  clause  was  a  novel  one.  It 
is  not  a  novelty  in  law,  but  we  introduce 
a  new  procedure,  because  we  believe  the 
circumstances  of  the  time  require  that 
there  should  be  a  new  procedure,  which  is 
a  very  different  thing.  As  we  have  had 
such  a  long  discussion  upon  this  ques- 
tion, not  only  last  night,  but  on  previous 
occasions,  the  Committee  will  excuse  me 
from  saying  more  than  to  reiterate  again 
that  I  entirely  agree  with  what  has  been 
said  from  this  Bench,  and  that,  so  far 
as  we  are  concerned,  we  consider  that 
the  matter  has  been  fully  discussed. 

Me.  ATHERLEY.JONES  (Durham, 
N.W.) :  I  do  not  intend  to  follow  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland   through 
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tliis  matter,  but  I  wish  to  approach,  for 
a  moment  or  so,  the   consideration  of 
what  is  really  proposed  by  this  clause — 
namely,  for  the  first  time  legislating  for 
the  people  of  Ireland  in  regard  to  com- 
binations.    Now,  Sir,  my  contention  is 
this — that  this  is  an  extremely  dangerous 
power  to  leave  in  the  hands  of  magis- 
trates.   It  is  a  power  which  has  hitherto 
been  reserved  by  the  law  of  this  coun- 
try, and  by  the  law  of  Ireland,  for  the 
cognizance  of  the  Superior  Courts.  What 
is  conspiracy  ?    I  must  confess,  in  the 
first  place,  I   am   entirely  at  a  loss  to 
understand  what  the    meaning  of  the 
words  are  **  any  criminal  conspiracy  ;  " 
and  I  respectfully  invite  the  Attorney 
General   for  England   to    define,  as  I 
think    it  is  his   duty  to  do,  what  the 
meaning  of  those  words  *'  criminal  con- 
spiracy "  may  be — that  is  to  say,  what 
is  the  meaning  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
them  effect  in  this  clause  ?   I  understand 
the  Law  of  Conspiracy  to  be  that  it  is  the 
endeavour  to  compass  any  illegal  object 
by  what  may  be  perfectly  legal  means, 
or  to  compass   some   legal   object  by 
illegal  means ;  and  what  those   illegal 
means  may  be,  and  what  the  object  may 
be,  hashiUierto  been,  and  still  is  by  the 
law  of  this  country,  a  matter  entirely  for 
the  arbitrament  of  the  learned  Judge 
before    whom  it    is    taken.     \  Cries  of 
"Divide!"!     I  really  think  this  is  a 
matter  of  too  much  importance   to  be 
dismissed  in  such  a  cavalier  manner.    I 
am  not  trespassing  upon  the  Committee 
unduly;  and,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy, 
I  think  I  may  ask   the  Committee  to 
listen  to  what  I  have  to  say.     I  wish 
to  point  out,  as  briefly  as  I  can,  that 
this    clause    really   proposes   to    enact 
something  that  is  entirely  foreign  to  the 
law  of  England.     It  proposes  that — 

''Any  person    who  shall  take  part  in  any 
criminal    — 

combination,  because  ''criminal  conspi- 
racy "  is  meaningless — 

"oonspiraoy  to  compel  or  induce  any  person 
or  persons  either  not  to  fulfil  his  or  their 
legal  obligations,  or  not  to  let,  hire,  use,  or 
occupy  any  land." 

Now,  I  say  it  would  be  absolutely  im- 

Sossible — and  I  challenge  the  Attorney 
General  for  England  on  this  point— to 
invent  any  indictment  in  which  it  would 
be  possible  for  any  verdict  of  guilty  to 
be  found  whereby  a  person  was  charged 
for  the  purpose  of  combination  with  an- 
other for  the  purpose  of  letting  landj 

Mr.  AiherUy'J(m$9 


unless,   indeed,   it  could   be   shown — 
\_Cries  o/ ** Divide!"]    I  do  not  wish 
to  speak  for  the  purpose  of  throwing 
the   discussion   over  to-day,  although, 
under  any  circimistances,  it  would  be 
so,  as  it  is  too  important  a  matter  to  be 
disposed   of  now,  but  what  I  wish  to 
point  out  is  that   hitherto  the   whole 
force  of  the  law  of  the  country,  as  it 
has  been  interpreted  by  the  Judges,  has 
been  to  limit  the  Law  of  Conspiracy,  and 
there  is  no  case  throughout  the  whole 
of  the  recorded  decisions  in  our  Law 
Courts  where  any  persons  have    been 
found  guilty  of  such  a  conspiracy  as  that 
which  is  proposed  under  this  section. 
Very  much  was  said  upon  this  subject 
in  the  debate  which  took  place  on  the 
Trades  Union  Act  of  1875,  and  in  1875 
the  late  Mr.  Forster,  in  supporting  that 
Act,  pointed  out  how  extremely  unde- 
sirable it  was  to  have  any  legislation  by 
which  a  person  could  be  punished  for 
combining  for  the  protection  of  his  own 
trade  interests,   and  pointed  out,  with 
regard  to  combinations,  that  where  it 
was  in  order  to  obtain  an  increase  of 
their  wages  they  were  perfectly  legiti- 
mate combinations  to   enter  into,  and 
that  it  would  be  highly  improper  for 
the  Legislature  to  interfere.     I  wish  to 
put  it  precisely  on  the  same  grounds 
whether  this  is  not  in  an  identical  posi- 
tion, that  it  would  be  equally  within  their 
rights,  in  the  view  of  Mr.  Forster,  that 
persons  should  combine  for  the  purpose 
of  reducing  their  rents?    There  was  a 
case  reported    many  years   ago  where 
two  men  were  prosecuted  for  a  conspi- 
racy in  favour  of  exclusive  dealing.    In 
that  case  the  men  were  tried  and  con- 
victed.    That  is  a  subject  with  which 
this  clause  deals.     In  a  later  case  Lord 
Ellenborough  pointed  out  that  that  caso 
could  not,  as  it  ought  not,  have  been 
decided  upon  that  ground,  but  it  was 
decided  entirely  upon  the  ground  of  the 
action  against  the  trade,  and,  therefore, 
against  combinations.     \  Cries  of  **  Di- 
vide !  "]     I  will  stop  before  the  quarter 
to  6  o'clock  is  reached,  if  that  is  what 
hon.  Qentlemen  opposite   are   anxious 
about.       This    clause    constitutes    not 
merely  a  criminal    ofiPence   which   has 
hitherto  been   known  to  the  law,  but 
it   provides    a    particular    measure— a 
particular  means — by   which    this  cri- 
minal offence  should  be  dealt  with  ;   it 
Provides  that  it  should   bo  dealt  with 
y  two  magistrates,  and  I  submit  that 
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IS  a  tribunal  absolutely  unfitted  for 
dealing  with  the  delicate  question  of 
deciding  whether  or  no  some  proceed- 
ing— it  may  be  innocent  or  otherwise — 
is,  in  the  eyes  of  these  particular  magis- 
trates, a  conspiracy.  That  should  be 
left  to  the  Constitutional  authority  of 
this  country,  and  I  venture  to  say  it  is 
inexpedient  and  unconstitutional  to  pro- 
vide such  a  course  of  procedure. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand. 
Westminster) :  I  claim  to  move,  "That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Last  night  I 
pointed  out  that  the  discussion  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  was  rather 
anticipating  the  discussion  which  would 
come  on  under  this  particular  clause, 
and  could  only  be  permitted  on  the 
understanding  that  it  would  have  some 
effect  on  the  discussion  upon  this  clause. 
Having  regard  to  this  fact,  and  the  cir- 
cumstance that  the  characteristics  of  the 
combinations  to  be  dealt  with  will  be 
discussed  upon  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  member  for  Hackney 
(Sir  Charles  Russell),  I  think  it  right 
to  put  the  Question.  The  Question  is, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put  accordingly. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  230  ; 
Noes  143  :  Majority  87. 

AYES. 


Addiflon,  J.  E.  W. 
Allsopp,  hon.  G. 
Allsopp,  hoQ.  P. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Atkinson,  U.  J. 
Baden- Powell,  G.  S. 
Ba^gallay,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Banes,  Major  G.  £. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bass,  H. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,"A.  A. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beckett,  E.  W. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 

R. 
Biddnlph,  M. 
Bigwoody  J« 


Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,  CoL  H.  B.  H. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brooks.  Sir  W.  C. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cochrane-Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
CoghiU,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  C.  R. 
Compton,  F 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cross,  H.  iS. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  K. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 


Do  Cobain,  E.  8.  W. 
DeLi8le,E.J.L.M.P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon,  G. 

Dorington.  Sir  J.  E. 
Dugdalo,  J.  S. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  0. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 
Elliot,  Sir  G. 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  C.  r. 
Evelvn,  W.  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Feilden,    Lieut. -Gen. 

R.J. 
Fellowos,  W.  H. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  W. 

J.  W. 
Fi  tz-Wygram,  General 

Sir  F.  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

J.S. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Gibson,  J.  G. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Grenall,  Sir  G. 
Greene,  E. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
HaU,  A.  W. 
Hall,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamley,  Gen.  Sir  E.  B. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Heathcote.  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  right  hon.  E. 
Herbert,  hon.  8. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 

B  2 


Hill,  Colonel  E.  S. 
HUl,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  S. 
Holland,   rt.  hon.  Sir 

H.  T. 
Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howard,  J.  M. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  G. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L, 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H, 
Konyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Ker,  R.  W.  B. 
Eerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
King  -  Harman,    right 

hon.  Colonel  E.  R. 
Knowles,  L, 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lea,  T. 

LechmerOy  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lewis,  Sir  C.  E. 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  W, 
Macartney,  W.  G.  B. 
Macdonald,  rt.  hon.  J. 

H.  A. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M*Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marriott,     right  hon. 

W.T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
MaxweU,  Sir  H.  £. 
Milvttin,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morrison,  W. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
]\fowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Newark,  Viscount 
>l  orris,  E.  S. 
Northcote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  W. 

imnth  NighU\ 
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Plunkct,     right    hon. 

D.  JR. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Powell,  F.  8. 
Haikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Ril^hardson,  T. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  C.  T. 
Rohertson,  J.  P.  6. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
St.  Aohyn,  Sir  J. 
Salt,  T. 
Sandys,  Lieut-Col.  T. 

M. 
Saunderson,  Col.  E.  J. 
Sclater  -  Booth,   right 

hon.  G. 
Selwin  -  Ibhetson,  rt. 

hon.  Sir  H.  J. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Sidehotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sinclair.  W.  P. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 


Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  Or. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorbum,  W. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Townsend,  F. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Verdin,  R. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
West,  Colonel  W.C. 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  0.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yerburgh,  R.  A. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TELLBRS, 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.H. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 
Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Anderson,  C.  H. 
Asher,  A. 
Atherley- Jones,  L. 
Austin,  J. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Barbour,  W.  B. 
Barran,  J. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blake,  T. 
Blane,  A. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  H. 
Campbell-Bannerman, 

right  hon.  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Childers,  rt.  hon.  H. 

C.  E. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cohen,  A. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M. 
Cossham,*^. 
Crawford,  W. 
Crilly,  D. 
Crossley,  E. 
Davies,  W. 
Dillon,  J. 
DiUwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 
Ellis,  T.  E. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Finucane,  J. 


Flynn,  J.  0. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
Gilhooly,  J 
GiU,  H.  J. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Gourley.  E.  T. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
GuUy,  W.  C. 
Harrington,  E. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Healy,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Holden,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
James,  hon.  W.  H. 
James,  C.  H. 
Jordan,  J. 
Kennedy,  E.  J. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Kenny,  J.  E. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Kilcoursie,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Lacaita,  C.  C. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Lyell,  L. 

Macdonald,  W.  A. 
M* Arthur,  A. 
M'Cartan,  M. 
McCarthy,  J. 
M*Donald,  P. 
M'Donald,  Dr.fR. 
M*Ewan,  W. 
M'Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M*Lagan,  P. 
M'Laren,  W.  S.  B. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 


Robertson,  E. 
Roe,  T. 
Russell,  E.  R. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheehv,  D. 
Sheil,'E. 
Smith,  S. 
Stack.  J. 

Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Tuite,  J. 

Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 
Wallace,  R. 
Way  man,  T. 
WTiitbread,  S. 
WiU,  J.  S. 
Williamson,  J. 
Williamson,  S. 
Wilson,  I. 

Winterbotham,  A.  6. 
WoodaU,  W. 
Woodhead,  J. 
Wright,  0. 

TELLERS. 

Lefevre,  rt.  hn.G.  J.  S. 
Morley,  A. 


Marum,  E.  M. 
Mason,  S. 
Molloy,  B.  C. 
Morgan,  O.  V. 
Morley,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Murphy,  W.  M. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Kerry) 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty,  J.  E. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Hea,  P. 
I  O'Kelly,  J. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 
Pickard,  B. 
PiokersgiU,  E.  H. 
Playfair,    right    hon. 

Sir  L. 
Plowden.  Sir  W.  C. 
Potter.  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Priestley,  B. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Rendel,  S. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Since  the  last 
Diyision  a  quarter  to  6  o'clock  has  been 
reached;  and  the  Question  is  that  the 
words  ''any  person  who  shall"  stand 
part  of  the  clause.  The  construction  of 
the  Standing  Orders  is  not  without  diffi- 
culty ;  but,  on  the  best  consideration  I 
can  give  them,  I  am  of  opinion  the 
Question  must  now  be  put. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland),  (seated,  and  with  his  hat  on) 
said:  On  a  point  of  Order  I  wish  to 
draw  your  attention  to  the  words  of  the 
Standing  Order,  No.  4 — 

'*  At  a  quarter  before  Six  o* clock  on  Wednes- 
day the  debate  on  any  Business  then  under  dis- 
cussion shall  stand  adjourned  to  the  next  day 
on  which  the  House  shall  sit ;  after  which  no 
Opposed  Business  shall  be  proceeded  with." 

Now,  I  would  respectfully  call  your  at- 
tention to  the  fact  that  the  Division 
which  you  are  now  about  to  put  is  a 
Division  put  in  spite  of  the  protest  of 
143  Members  of  the  House;  and,  there- 
fore, Mr.  Courtney,  I  respectfully  submit 
that  comes  under  the  head  of  Opposed 
Business. 

The  chairman  :  There  is  no  debate 
under  discussion ;  the  debate  is  closed, 
and  this  is  part  of  the  Business  that  must 
be  completed. 

V  Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,N.)  (seated, 
and  with  his  hat  on) :  Mr.  Courtney • 
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The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  cannot  speak  unless 
he  has  something  to  add. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  have  something 
to  add.  Mj  contention  is  that  no  op- 
posed Bills  should  be  taken  after  a 
quarter  to  6  o'clock,  and  that  this  House 
cannot  suspend  the  Standing  Orders  un- 
less we  are  unanimous. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman  is  not 
adding  anything  to  the  matter. 

Mb.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
fseated,  and  with  his  hat  on) :  Mr. 
Courtney,  on  a  point  of  Order  I  wish 
to  ask  if  this  Division  lasts  over  6 
o'clock,  and  the  House  stands  adjourned 
by  the  Standing  Order  at  6  o'clock,  how 
will  it  be  competent  for  Mr.  Speaker  to 
take  the  Chair  and  adjourn  the  House  ? 

The  chairman  :  We  have  not 
reached  that  point. 

The  Committee  divided. 

The  Tellers  having  come  to  the  Table, 
to  report  the  numbers  to  the  Chair- 
man— 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (seated,  with 
his  hat  on  as  before) :  Mr.  Courtney,  are 
you  now  entitled  to  take  the  numbers,  in 
view  of  the  Standing  Orders  No.  1  and 
No.  2  of  the  House  ?    The  first  is— 

*'  That  the  House  do  meet  every  Wednesday 
at  12  o'clock  at  noon  for  Private  Business,  Peti- 
tions, Orders  of  the  Day,  and  Notices  of  Motion, 
and  do  continue  to  sit  until  6  o'clock,  unless 
previously  adjourned." 

The  second  one  is — 

"  That  when  such  Business  has  been  disposed 
of,  or  at  6  o'clock  precisely,  notwithstanding 
there  may  he  Business  under  discussion,  Mr. 
Speaker  do  adjourn  the  House  without  putting 
any  Question." 

Now,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  it  is  seven  minutes  after  6  o'clock, 
and  accordingly.  Sir,  it  is  a  breach  of 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House  that 
any  Business  should  be  taken  now. 

Tfi£  CHAIBMAN :  I  am  informed 
that  upon  many  preyious  occasions  Di- 
visions have  begun  before  a  quarter  to 
6  o'clock,  and  have  not  been  reported 
until  after  6  o'clock. 

The  Tellers  then  reported  the  num- 
bers : — Ayes  223  ;  Noes  143  :  Majority 
80.— (Div.  List,  No.  156.) 

Committee  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'  That  the  Committee  do  sit  again  To- 
morrow."— {Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 

Mr.T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  Mr. Speaker, 
I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order^  and  ask  if  it  is 


competent  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  fix  the  Committee  on  this  Bill  at  seven 
minutes  past  6  o'clock,  in  face  of  the 
Standing  Order  that  Business  should 
finish  at  6  o'clock?  I  may  say,  Mr. 
Speaker,  a  point  has  been  raised  which 
I  submit  is  not  the  same.  I  raised  the 
point  when  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
was  in  the  Chair,  that  it  was  not  com- 
petent to  take  the  Division;  but  the 
hon.  Gentleman  ruled  there  were  seve- 
ral precedents  in  favour  of  the  result 
of  the  Division,  which  began  before  a 
quarter  to  6  o'clock,  being  taken  after 
6  o'clock.  I  submit  we  are  now  dealing 
with  an  entirely  different  matter,  which 
is  not  the  result  of  a  Division,  but  the 
fixing  of  a  Committee  of  a  Bill,  and  with 
great  respect  I  state  that  it  would  be  an 
utter  violation,  and  without  precedent, 
of  the  Standing  Orders. 

Mb.  speaker  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  have  to  say  the  Business 
of  the  House  has  been  protracted  beyond 
6  o'clock  in  consequence  of  proceedings 
before  a  quarter  to  6  o'clock,  and  the 
proceedings  afterwards  have  been  con- 
sequential upon  that  action.  My  pre- 
sence here,  after  6  o'clock,  is  in  conse- 
quence of  that  protracted  Sitting.  At 
tne  termination  of  the  day's  proceedings 
it  is  quite  competent  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  move  that  the  Committee 
sit  to-morrow. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  : 
If  it  would  be  competent  for  the  House 
to  make  an  Order  now,  after  6  o'clock,  it 
would  on  a  point  of  Order  be  competent 
for  us  to  debate  it. 

Mb.  speaker  :  No  point  of  Order 
arises  upon  the  Question  put  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman;  therefore  I 
leave  the  Chair. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

And  it  being  after  Six  of  the  clock, 
Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  House 
without  Question  put. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday^  I9th  Itay,  1887. 
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the  inquiry  the  Chairman  seemed  to  have 
made  up  his  mind  on  the  question.  He  know 
from  the  start  that  they  had  no  chance,  owing 
to  the  apparent  bias  of  the  Chairman/* 

The  following  statement  is  contained  in 
a  letter  which  has  been  published  : — 

**We  complain  that  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  held  and  expressed  such  a  strong^ 
feeling  in  favour  of  the  promoters  and  against 
the  petitioners,  from  the  opening  of  the  case, 
that  everyone  who  listened  to  the  proceedings 
was  Quite  satisfied  from  the  first  day  what 
the  decision  would  be.  Our  opponents  will, 
I  think,  admit  that  such  was  the  general  im- 
pression." 

Mr. SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  The 
hon.  Member  is  not  entitled,  in  discuss- 
ing a  Private  Bill  of  this  character,  to 
bring  forward  a  matter  of  Privilege.  A 
question  of  Privilege  must  be  raised 
separately  after  this  Bill  has  been 
disposed  of,  and  not  at  the  time  of 
Private  Business.  I  would  ask,  how- 
ever, when  the  statements  were  made 
or  published  ? 

Mr.  cox  :  The  speech  was  delivered 
on  Monday,  and  the  letter  was  published 
on  the  9th  of  May.  It  was  only  last 
night  that  the  paragraph  in  the  news- 
paper article  was  brought  under  my 
notice,  and  therefore  I  have  had  no 
opportunity  of  consulting  with  you,  Sir, 
as  to  the  proper  course  of  action  to  be 
taken.  When  the  Order  for  the  Third 
Beading  of  the  Bill  was  read,  I  thought 
that  would  be  the  proper  time  for  bring- 
ing the  conduct  of  this  gentleman  under 
the  notice  of  the  House. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  should  have  been 
happy,  if  I  had  not  been  otherwise  en- 
gaged at  the  moment,  to  give  the  hon. 
Member  any  advice  on  the  subject. 
Perhaps  the  hon.  Member  will  consult 
me  after  the  Bill  has  been  disposed  of. 
The  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  relate 
to  a  question  of  Privilege,  and  have  no 
connection  with  the  Question  before  the 
House,  which  is  the  Third  Reading  of 
this  Bill ;  nor  do  they  affect  the  passing 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  cox  :  No,  Sir  ;  they  do  not  affect 
the  passing  of  the  Bill.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  am  anxious  that  the  Bill  should 
pass. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  move  that  the  debate  be  adjourned 
until  to-morrow.  Hon.  Members  will 
then  be  able  to  have  the  Bill  before 
them,  and  the  question  can  be  properly 
discussed.  I  think  that  would  be  the 
most  convenient  course  to  take. 

Mr.  speaker  :  As  a  point  of  Order. 
I  have  stated  that  it  is  not  proper  to 


R.P.  ;  Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland) 
Amendment  (No.  2)  •  [176]— r.p. 

He-committed — Committee — Report  —  East  India 
Stock  Conversion  •  [263]. 

Pbotisional  Order  Bills  —  Report  —  Com- 
mons Regulation  (Ewer)  •  [237]  ;  Commons 
Hegulation  (Laindon)  *[238]. 

PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


MIDLAND  GREAT  WESTERN  RAILWAY 

OF  IRELAND  BILL. 

THIRD  READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
«*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— (i/i*.  Dodds.) 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.) :  I  wish  to  ask 
for  the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  I 
call  attention  to  a  matter  of  Privilege  in 
connection  with  this  Bill.      At  any  rate, 
if  it  is  not  actually  a  question  of  Privi- 
lege, it  is,  at  least,  a  matter  which  ought 
to  be  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
House  as  something  which  may  be  con- 
sidered gross    misconduct.     This  Bill, 
about  a  fortnight    ago,    was   before  a 
Committee  of  this  House,  of  which  the 
hon.   Baronet   the  Member   for    South 
St.  Pancras  (Sir  Julian  Qoldsmid)  was 
Chairman.    The  other  Members  of  the 
Committee  were  the  hon.  Member  for 
the    Totnes   Division    of   Devon    (Mr. 
Mildmay),  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Lewes  Division  of  Sussex 
(Sir    Henry    Fletcher),  and    my    hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin.     The 
Bill  was  promoted  by  the  Midland  Great 
Western  Railway  Company  of  Ireland, 
and  among  the   opponents  of  it    were 
the  Waterford   and  Limerick  Railway 
Company,    of    which   Mr.    Spaight    is 
Chairman.    At  a  meeting  of  the  Limerick 
Harbour  Board,  of  which  Mr.  Spaight  is 
also  Chairman,  he  is  reported  to  have 
made  some  observations  attacking  the 
conduct  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee and  the  Committee  itself,  which  I 
wish  to  bring  under  your  notice,  Sir,  and 
that  of  the  House,  because  I  believe 
that  the  remarks  made  by  Mr.  Spaight,  as 
Chairman  of  a  meeting  of  shareholders, 
really  amount  to  a  Breach  of  the  Privileges 
of  this  House.  The  remarks  Mr.  Spaight 
is  reported  to  have  made  were  to  the 
following  effect : — 

**  Mr,  Grierson,  tho  ^lanagcr  of  tho  Great 
Western  Railway,  gave  important  evidence, 
but  he  waa  not  listened  to.  The  Chairman  (Sir 
Julian  Goldsmid)  absolutely  turned  aside,  put 
his  arms  over  tho  back  of  his  chair,  and  affected 
to  go  to  sleep.  From  thO  very  commencement  of 
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debate  a  question  of  Frivilege  upon  a  Mr.  HOWELL :  Then  I  ask  leave  to 
Private  Bill.  Nor  is  it  neceBsary  to  withdraw  the  Motion  for  the  re-ooin- 
move  the  a^jouranient  of  the  debate,  mittol  of  the  Sill,  and  to  more  the  omia- 
becauee,  if  the  hon.  Member  objects  to  aion  of  Clause  112.  Perhaps  I  may  be 
the  Bill,  the  matter  must,  in  aocordance  allowed  to  explain  that  this  clause  is 
with  the  Standing  Orders,  stand  over.  directed  against  processions  of  the  Sal- 
Ma.  CHANCE  :  Then  I  do  object.  vation  Army. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  {Tyrone,  Mid) :  Mb.  BBADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 

And  I  also.  I  believe  that  the  promoters  have  agreed 

Mb.  DODDS  (Stockton) :    Then  the  to  omit  the  clause  to  which  my  hon. 

Motion   must    stand     over    until     to-  Friend  objects. 

morrow.  Mb.  HUWELL  :  I  will  only  say  that 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time    To-  ^^^  powers  contained  in  this  clause  are 

Morrow.  '^^  ^  ^^'7  exceptional  nature ;  and,  al- 
though they  are  intended  to  prohibit 

OVEE  DABWEN  CORPORATION  BILL  Sunday  processions,    and   are  specially 

(V  OrJtr).  directed  in  this  case,  I  am  told,  against 

(v.xf.TnHi.*Tiow  *^°  Salvation  Army,  they  may  have  a 

ooKSiDEBATiow.  ^^^j^  ^j^^^  application.     I  think  it  is  a 

Order  for  Consideration  read.  most  undesirable  thing  that  processions 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  should  take  place  on  Sunday,  and  I  am 

"That  the  Bill,  as   amended,   be  now  °ot  ^^  favour  of  them  myself;    but  I 

considered."— (ifr.  Doddi.)  tbink  that  if  it  is  considered  desirable 

ME.H0WELL(BethnalOreen,N.E.):  *'?*'*'''  ^^"^'^  ^^^s  .^»^^^.Clf S 

-    ,        .                .V:                        r  V,i      '  and  processions  on  Sunday  it  shoula  be 

b.g  lo  mm  Ih.  om.«.on  of  Cta.e  j    /,,    ,  ^,^^,^  Bill,  aad  not  bj  . 

112,  a»d,  m  doing  .o,  I  de.T.  lo  oil  the  X„,o  ij.orted  in  a  Priiate  Bill. 

attention  of  the  House  to  a  matter  which  _,  ,.            ,          ■,  n      .■                   j 

has  been  placed  before  ua  in  the  Keport  „  ^Jotion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

oftheCommitteewhichsatuponthisfell.  "^^'fV^fT  ^11  ^^'^r"",??  ^'"" 

TheBilloriginallygavepowertotheCor-  ^"y^)  be  left  out."-(*r.  HotceU.) 

poration  of  Darwen  to  establish  sanitary  Question  proposed,  "That  the  Clauss 

regulations  in  excess  of  the  provisions  of  stand  part  of  the  BiU." 

the  general  law.    In  1685b  Special  Com-  Mb.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan):  Ihope 

mittee  of  thi^  House  was  appointed  to  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  a  few  words  in 

consider  the  Police  and  Sanitary  Begu-  regard  to  this  Bill,  and  I  promise  that 

lations  contained  in  certain  Private  Bills  they  ehall  be  confined  witbin  thenar- 

which   had    been  introduced   into   this  roweat  compass.     I  only  wish  to  say,  on 

House;  and  the  decision  which  that  Com-  behalf  of  the  promoters,  that  they  have 

mittee  arrived  at  was  that,  unless  strong  no  objection  to  withdraw  this  clause.     I 

reasons  could  be  assigned,  no  deviation  should  not  have  said  a  word  if  my  hon. 

should  be  allowed  from  the  provisions  of  Friend    tho   Member   for   Worcester, 

tbe  ordinary  law  of  the  land.   In  regard  who  was  Chairman  of    the  Committee 

to  the  present  Bill,  the  Local  Govern-  which  inquired  into  the  Bill,  and  upon 

ment  Board  have  reported  very  strongly  which  I  had  the  honour  lo  aerve,  had 

on  some  of  the  provisions  contained  in  been  present.    This  clause  was  carefully 

it,    and    asked    that    they    should    be  considered   by  tbe  Committee,  and  we 

amended.   I  believe  that  they  have  been  fallowed  the  precedent  which  has  been 

amended  accordingly,  and,  therefore,  I  set  by  former  Committees  of  reporting 

donot  propose  to  press  the  Motion  which  to  the  House  that  the  Bill  contained 

stood  in  my  name  originally — namely,  clauses  in  contravention  of  the  general 

that  the  Bill   be  re-committed  to  the  provisions  of  the  law,  and  in  inserting 

former  Committee  with  respect  to  Clauses  in  the  Bill  the  clause  to  which  exception 

96  to  131,  inclusive,  which  the  former  is  now  taken.      The  House  has  itself 

Committee  have  reported  as  containing  created  a  precedent  by  sanotioning  the 

Police  and  Sanitary  Begulations  in  ex-  same  clause  on  the  recommendation  of 

ceasof  theprovisionsof  ^egeneral  law;  the  Committee  in  former  years.     I  feel 

but  I  ask  the  permission  of  the  House  it  right  to  say,  however,  both  on  the  part 

to  move  that  Clause  1 1 2  be  omitted  from  of  the  Committee  and  on  the  part  of  the 

the  Bill.    Is  it  in  Order  for  me  to  do  promoters,  that  there  is  no  objection  to 

that  ?  the  withdrawal  of  this  clause  on  this 

Mr.  speaker  :  Tee.  occasion. 
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Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  put  and  agreed  to. 
Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 
Amendment  made. 
Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 

INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  (IRELAND) 
ACT,  SECTION  8--FINE  ON  AN  HOTEL 
KEEPER  FOR  EXHIBITING  A  POLI- 
TICAL  BANNER. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
Mr.  Murphy,  landlord  of  the  Crown 
Hotel,  Castleisland,  County  Kerry,  was 
recently  fined  £2,  in  consequence  of  there 
having  been,  on  the  24th  April,  on  the 
balcony  of  his  hotel  a  piece  of  calico  with 
the  words  '*  God  save  Ireland  "  thereon ; 
whether  such  prosecution  was  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  Irish  Goveroment;  whe- 
ther such  prosecution  was  made  in  virtue 
of  8.  8  of  c.  38,  6  &  7  Will.  IV.,  which 
enacts  {inter  alia)  that  on  no  occasion  or 
pretence  shall  any  flag,  symbol,  colour, 
or  decoration  be  hung  out  of  licensed 
premises,  except  the  accustomed  sign; 
and,  whether  this  law  has  been,  or  is  to 
be,  universally  enforced  throughout  Ire- 
land? 

The  PARLIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied)  said : 
This  publican  appears  to  have  been  fined 
as  stated.  He  had  positively  refused  to 
remove  the  banner  when  directed  to  do 
80,  and  said  that  he  would  take  the  con- 
sequences. The  prosecution  was  at  the 
instance  of  the  police,  and  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Statute  quoted.  This 
law  has  been  enforced,  and  no  doubt 
will  continue  to  be  so  wherever  and 
whenever  the  preservation  of  the  peace 
demands  it. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— VIOLENT  CON- 
DUCT OF  AN  "EMERGENCY  MAN" 
AT  MINKSTON,  CO.  CORK. 

Mr.  HOOPER  (Cork,  8,E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether,  at  a 
recent  eviction  of  a  tenant  named 
Barrett  at  Shanbally,  near  Minkston, 
County  Cork,  an  Emergency  man  named 
Denis  Lynch  presented  a  revolver  at  a 
number  of  women  in  Barrett's  house 
though  no  resistance  was  being  offered 


whether  reports  have  reached  him  that 
Lynch  was  under  the  influence  of  drink ; 
whether  any  Report  has  been  received 
on  the  subject  from  the  Constabulary ; 
and,  whether  the  authorities  will  order 
an  inquiry  into  the  case  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  It  appears  that  Barrett  was  put 
out  of  a  house  in  which  he  had  acted  as 
caretaker ;  and  while  the  furniture  was 
being  removed,  his  daughter,  a  young 
girl,  ran  out  and  stated  that  Lynch  had 
presented  a  revolver  at  her.  The  police 
who  were  on  duty  on  the  spot  inquired 
into  the  case,  and  could  find  no  grounds 
for  the  allegation.  They  also  state  that 
Lynch  was  not  under  the  influence  of 
liquor,  and  the  authorities  see  no  ground 
for  ordering  any  further  inquiry. 

Mr.  hooper  :  May  I  ask  the  right 
hon.and  gallant  Gentleman,  if  these  alle- 
gations in  my  Question  are  substantiated 
on  an  affidavit,  will  he  take  any  further 
action  in  the  matter  ? 

Colonel  KINQ-HARMAN:  I  did 
not  gather  the  allegations  were  founded 
on  an  affidavit.  If  they  are,  of  course  I 
will  make  inquiries. 

NATIONAL    BOARD    OF    EDUCATION 
(IRELAND;— THE  VACANT  SEAT. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  any 
steps  have  been  taken  to  fill  up  the 
vacancy  at  the  National  Board  of  Edu- 
cation caused  by  the  death  of  the  Duke 
of  Leinster  ;  whether  repeated  represen- 
tations have  been  made  to  the  Govern- 
ment, complaining  of  the  inadequate  re- 
presentation of  the  Irish  Presbyterian 
Church  on  this  and  other  public  Boards  ; 
and,  if  the  Government  intend  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  present  opportunity  to 
bring  the  Presbyterian  representation  at 
the  Board  of  Education  more  in  harmony 
with  that  of  other  Churches  ? 

Thb  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KingHarman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  Government  are 
taking  steps  to  fill  up  the  vacancy  caused 
by  the  death  of  the  Duke  of  Leinster  on 
the  National  Board  of  Education.  The 
Government  aro  of  opinion  that  the  Irish 
Presbyterian  Church  is  not  adequately 
represented  on  the  Board ;  and  they 
will  take  the  present  opportunity  of  in- 
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creasing  the  representation  of  that  Body, 
if  possible. 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— ELECTION  OF 
GUARDIANS,  BANTRY  UNION. 

Mb.  aiLHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  complaints 
haye  reached  him  that  Constable  Kaya- 
nagh,  of  Durras,  at  the  recent  election 
of  a  Guardian  for  the  Olenlough  Elec- 
toral Division  of  the  Bantry  Union,  left 
a  yoting  paper  at  the  house  of  Timothy 
McCarthy,  Glenlough ;  whether  he  called 
for  same  yoting  paper,  and,  if  not,  why 
not ;  whether  he  left  one  voting  paper 
each  at  the  house  of  Ellen  Eangston  and 
Cornelius  Brien ;  and,  whether  he  re- 
turned two  yoting  papers  for  each  of 
these  persons  to  the  Betuming  Officer  of 
the  Bantry  Union,  to  which  their  names 
were  attached  ;  and,  if  true,  whether,  at 
future  elections  of  Guardians  in  the 
Bantry  Union,  the  Government  will  see 
that  the  policemen  entrusted  with  the 
distribution  and  collection  of  voting 
papers  will  act  impartially  ? 

Thb  paeliamentary  under 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kiko-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  constable  stated  that  he 
called  for  the  voting  paper  at  McCarthy's 
house,  but  it  was  in  the  possession  of 
Patrick  Arundel,  one  of  the  candidates 
for  the  election,  who  refused  to  give  it 
up.  With  regard  to  the  other  part  of 
the  Question,  I  have  already  replied  to 
that  in  answer  to  an  inquiry  put  by  the 
hon.  Member  on  the  3rd  instant.  The 
Irish  Government  have  no  reason  to 
believe  that  the  constables  did  not  act 
with  impartiality. 

Mb.  GILHOOLY  :  Can  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  say  how  it  was  he 
returned  two  voting  papers  for  these 
houses  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  two 
papers  were  returned ;  but  there  were 
grounds  for  believing  they  were  for- 
geries. 

LAND  ACT  (IRELAND)— APPOINTMENT 
OF  SUB-COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  Messrs.  Gregory 
and  Wilson,  and  Colonel  Davys,  have 
been  appointed  Sub-Commissioners  under 
the  Land  Act ;  whether  there  are  other 
ez-Sub-Commissioners  whose  past  ser- 


vice has  been  longer  than  that  of  these 
gentlemen;  upon  whose  recommenda- 
tion Colonel  Davys  was  appointed ;  and, 
whether  the  Land  Commission  has  been 
consulted  in  these  appointments,  or  its 
opinion  obtained  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  Sir,  I  am  aware  that  the  three 
gentlemen  named  have  been  appointed, 
and  it  is  quite  possible  that  there  are 
other  gentlemen  whose  past  services 
have  been  longer  than  theirs.  In  one 
instance  this  certainly  is  the  case ;  but 
seniority  cannot  be  regarded  as  the  sole 
ground  for  consideration  in  making  these 
appointments.  The  Government,  how- 
ever, cannot  discuss  the  grounds  on 
which  they  make  their  appointments, 
which  are  made  with  a  full  sense  of 
their  responsibility  in  tlie  matter,  and 
they  endeavour  to  secure  the  services  of 
the  best  available  men.  I  may  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  Mr.  WUson  was 
one  of  a  list  of  nine  persons  specially 
recommended  by  himself. 

Mb.  lea  said,  he  did  not  send  in  any 
such  list.  He  would  remind  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that  he  had 
not  answered  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN :  No,  Sir ; 
the  Land  Commission  is  not  directly 
consulted  upon  these  appointments. 

Mr.  MAYNE  (Tipperary,  Mid)  :  Is 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
aware  that  Colonel  Davys  has  had  a 
serious  dispute  with  his  tenants,  who 
have,  within  the  last  week,  obtained 
larcre  reductions  in  the  Land  Courts  at 
Roscommon  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  I  am 
not  aware,  nor  do  I  think  it  my  duty  to 
inquire  into  this  matter. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS— THE  TREA- 
SURY MINUTE. 

Mb.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  When  the  clause  in  the  re- 
cent Treasury  Minute  respecting  writers, 
which  provides  in  special  cases  for  the 
promotion  of  writers  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Heads  of  their  Depart- 
ments to  the  Lower  Division,  will  be 
given  effect  to;  whether  the  various 
Heads  of  Departments  have  already  sent 
in  their  Reports,  with  the  names  of  those 
writers  whom  they  recommend  for  pro* 
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motion;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the  |  ^^^  OFFICE- ARMY  MEDICAL 

fact  that  it  ia  now  Dearlj'  sii  months  OFFICERS 

,^oeth.  Minute  w»fir.lie.u.d^  he  c.n  COEBET'(Wicklo»,  E.) 

expl..n  the  delay  ,e  givuig  efl«.t  to  the  ^_^^j  ,^^  ^^          ^^  g^^^,^  ^.^^  ^,_,^; 

S  8ffiEE?lET  TO  THE  TEEA.  <S''f^rJ°    ""    f",   ''''^'^^J■ 

„  *  -w  7».     T            \  /T     J     w  ^  /™i.n  Hedical  Omcere  are  placed  on  a  looting 

SUETCMr   JiOK..»)(I«d.,NK^ho  D.p.rto.nt.ro,  .on-oomb.tant 

replied)  eaid:   In  answer  to  the  non.  „          "^j  j-        I'c  j  i_           l     ■ 

Membe,,  the  Tre.eurj  Mmule  l.id  dew.  l*"".  "jd  d,.,«.M,d  ft-om  reokoemg 

that  a     imited    number  ot  copji.U  oi  '"».«  '"'  half-pay  toward,  promot  en  or 

admitted  merit  might  be  proootod  to  -eOrement,  in  view  ef  the  I.cl  that  they 

.,      T            -n-  •  ■          Ti   _          «*  ;„  ire  required  by  the  EeKulations  to  bo 

^^^r'.       T°°'          b        „1d  J;  JndeTfire.andintimeofw.r,do«.? 

tended  that  my  large  number  would  be  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 

XC°t.t;t'e'"..Sdtd°'b™  E8T™eP.!(Li.col..hi,.,Hornc.ile): 

*^    .  .     ,.  .       ,                   ,  -  .          V  ■  There  are  eereral  reaaons  why  med  cal 

Bent  in  lists  of  names,  which  axe  being  „          ,         .            ...            -'l  ir 

.,       ,         ,  ,       .■  ■     .     jv  *       «  affloers  do  not  count  time  on  half-pay 

considered,  and  I  anticipate  that  pro-  ,         ,              ..           j      i-           .^  "^ 

_  .■      _-ii    u     ii    T.    _^^„  „*  „  i;™u„j  towards  promotion  and   retirement,  as 

motion  will  ehortlj  be  made  ot  a  limited  _,i,  .     *    m         j      t    n.„  c    i  ^i~„~ 

number.    It  i.  not  intended  to  increaae  »mb.tant  ofBeer,  do.  In  the  lir.l  place, 

fte  total  number  of    Lower  Diri.ion  f ! '•'/«      ?^.'*''™S     „    ,  M  X; 

.    ,  batant  officer  la  often  an  economy  to  the 

*  public,  and  the  means  of  saving  another 

'..w,.'...TN'r..r  n-rm,..-..'.  -.ni^.mrr^  offiocr  f Kim  CO mpulsory  retirement  at  a 

DDNDRUM  CRIMINAL  LUNATIC  ^„      „^ti„iy  early  age.     This  does  not 

ABTLUM-THE  EESIDBNT  ^ppj^  i^  the  Medical  Staff,  where  there 

MEDICAL  OFFICER.  is  no  compulsory  retirement  before  the 

Mk.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wioilow,   E.]  «ge  of  55,  and  it  ia  desirable  to  retain 

aakedthe  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  trained  medical  officers  as  long  as  they 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  How  many  special  continue  efficient.  Moreover,  the  retired 

inquiries  into  chargea  made  against  the  P^y  of    medical  officers  is    on  a  more 

Resident  Medical  Officer  of  the  Dundrum  liberal   scale   than  that    of   combatant 

Criminal  Lunatic  Aaylum  have  been  held  officers. 

within  the  last  five  years  :  and,  whethei  _ 

there  is  any  objection  to  lay  the  several  METROPOLITAN    POLICE    FORCE-RE- 

Reports  relating  to  such  inquiries  upon  TURN  OF   CONSTABLES   DISMISSED 

the  Table  of  thi  House  ?                   "^  AND  REDUCED. 

The  PAELIAMETTOAitT  UNDEE  Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton) 
SECEETAEY  (Colonel  King-Haeman;  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied]  Home  Department,  Whether  he  will 
said  :  No  special  inquiries  of  the  nature  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Bo- 
indicated  have  been  held.  There  was  e  turn  showing  the  number  of  tho  Police 
Departmental  Inquiry  held  by  order  oj  Constables  dismissed,  and  ako  the 
the  GoTernment  towards  tho  close  o:  number  reduced  in  class,  and  for  what 
1881 ,  and  in  the  beginning  of  1682,  intc  offences,  during  tho  time  ibat  Sir  Charles 
a  number  of  matters  connected  with  thf  Warren  has  been  Chief  CommlBsioner 
administration  of  the  asylum,  as  U  of  the  Metr(n)olitau  Police  Forco  ? 
which  the  hon.  Member  was  informec  The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  of 
in  reply  to  a  Question  put  by  bim  to  tht  STATE  (Mr.  SirART-AVoRTLEY)  (Shef- 
then  Chief  Secretary,  on  May  3,  188a  field,  Hallam)  (who  replied)  said  :  Tho 
In  1885  there  waa  an  inquiry  on  tb(  Secretary  of  State  has  no  objection  to 
general  operation  of  thia  aaylum,  and  a:  lay  on  the  Table  a  Return  showing  the 
totlieadvisability  of  structural  additioni  number  of  police  constables  diamiseed, 
and  re -arrangement  of  buildings.  Ai  and  also  the  number  reduced  in  class, 
the  hon.  Member  has  been  already  in  since  Sir  Charles  Warren  has  been 
formed,  in  reply  to  bis  former  Questioi  Chief  Commissioner.  That  number  haa 
on  thia  subject  above  referred  to,  Ee  been  below  the  averogo  of  former  ye^rs. 
porta  of  this  nature  are  regarded  as  con  The  Secretary  of  State  does  not  tbink  it 
fidential,  and  the  Government  canno  will  be  expedient,  in  the  public  interest, 
undertake  to  lay  them  upon  the  Table  .  to  give  a  Return  of  offences  for  which 
of  tho  House.  I  ODnetables  have  been  dismissed  or  re- 
Mr.  T.  C.  Hiirrinffton 
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duoed.     The    Commissioner    has,     by  prisingtheBeserveTerritoryandEasteTa 

Statute,  the  power  to  dismiss  constables  Zoluland,  8,220  square  miles.   The  new 

without  assigning  any  cause.    The  Se-  Bepublio  is,  therefore,  little  more  than  a 

oretary  of  State  will,  however,  be  happy  fourth  of  the  total  area,  whereas  under 

to  give  the  hon.  Member  privately  any  the  Agreement  of  August,    1 884,   the 

information  as  to  any  particular  case  in  Zulus  had  practically  ceded  4,234  square 

which  he  takes  an  interest.  miles  to  the  Boers;  the  difiPerence,  1,380 

Mb.  LABOnCHEHE :  Will  the  hon.  square  miles,  has  been  secured  to  them 

Oentleman  make  the  Eetum  divisional  ?  by  the  friendly  intervention  of  Her  Ma- 

Mr.    STUAET-WORTLEY  :   I  will  jesty's  Government.      Dinizulu,  Unda- 

consider  that  point.  Duka,  TJmnyamana,  and  the  other  prin- 
cipal Chiefs  of  Zululand,  received  favour- 

WAR   OFFICE-REGIMENTAL    BANDS-  ably  the  intimation  that  Her  Majesty's 

MEN  AT  POLITICAL  MEETINGS.  supreme  authority  and  protection  would 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton)  ^®  extended  to  their  country.  It  is  pro- 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  lor  War  Fu'  r""  ^""^  them  pensions  during 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  t^eir  lives.  Zululand  wil  not  be  an- 
to  the  fact  that  six  bandsmen  of  Her  ^exed  to  Natal-at  all  events  at  present 
Majesty's  Hussar  Regiment,  quartered  -and  w^  be  admmistered  as  a  separo^ 
at  Colchester,  took  park  in  uniform  at  a  g^!^^  ^^^^^^  *^'  *^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^  *^^ 
concert  given  by  the  Conservative  Club  ^^^®^>it  a-dtt-  i_  j  ^i.  •  i-x  i. 
in  that  town  on  Monday,  9th  May ;  and,  „  ^f{  ^^^  '^^f.  f^  ^trt 
whether  this  was  not^ntraiy  tl)  th^  Gentleman  if  he  could  mformtEe  House 
Eegulations  that  are  in  force  with  S?  *°  ^''^  estimated  cost  to  the  Imperial 
regard  to  the   presence  of  regimental  ^^^'''^f  ^^^  ''^''  ^''°'"'  ^^"""^  **' 

^'''THETEaSY^oflxA^E  (Mr.  .   SrHENET  HOLLAND,  said   the 

E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homoastle):  '°'"'®'^.  *°  *^«  fl    °^           "   *^° 

It  appears  that  the  officer  commanding  )'"  estimated  at  £6.03,   a-year     The 

did  itilow  some  of  his  bandsmen  to  play  Government  hoped  to  meet  this  in  future 

at  a  workmen's  Conservative   Glut  in  years  by  a  native  hut  lax,  and  by  hcences 

«i,i;f^»^    no    +u^   «r«^^«;,«.»  ™.«-   ^^.^i^  ^^^  imposts  such  as  were  now  levied  m 

uniform,  as    the   meeting  was   merely  the  Zufii  Reserve ;  but  for  the  £5, 000  of 

social,  and  without  any  political  signi-  .,                .        »,«..«     1*0  ^t/,vuvux 

ficanoe.    But  he  has  been  instructed  not  '^?  ^^^^^1"*      """'  f  °    proposed  to 

to  allow  the  bandsman  to  take  part  in  "k  the  British  taxpayer  to  pay  anything, 

any  concert  without  the  permission  of  ^«*'*""«  V^     ^  ^t  T  "^  **"*  ?T^ 

*ul  n»«^..i  rtffi^^.  »^^^.^^:^»  Keserve  Fund,  which  had  accumulated 

the  vieneral  Ulncer  commanding.  j      xi.            r  i                      t.    t  li. 

^  under  the  careful  management  of  the 

or^TTmii  ATJOTn*     Lxravv LTjn-aa  TV  Eescrve.    That  territory  would  now  be- 

80UTH  AFRICA-ANNEXATIONS  IN  ^^^^  ^^j  „f  Zululand ;  and,  therefore, 

ZULULAND.  i|j  ^as  fair  to  use  the  balance  this  year. 
Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  asked  the  Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
Secretary  ofState  for  the  Colonies,  What  bighshire,  E.)  asked  whether  a  map  of 
is  the  geographinal  limit  of  the  Zululand  the  country  would  be  published  ? 
that  has  been  annexed,  and  does  it  in-  Sib  HENRY  HOLLAND  said,  that 
elude  any  part  of  Tongoland ;  is  the  an-  a  map  would  be  published  with  the 
uexation  approved  of  by  Dinizulu,  Unda-  Papers, 
buka,  Umnyamana,  and  the  principal 

Chiefs  of  the  Zulu  people ;  and,  will  UNITED  STATES-EMIGRANTS  TO 
Zululand  become  a  portion  of  Natal,  or  TENNESSEE, 
a  separate  Crown  Colony  ?  Mb.  PAULTON  (Durham,  Bishop 
The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Sir  Auckland)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
Henby  Holland)  (Hampstead):  The  State  for  Foreign  AflFairs,  Whether  com- 
Zululand  which  has  been  annexed  in-  plaints  have  reached  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
cludes  all  the  Kingdom  of  Cetewayo,  vernment  with  regard  to  the  position  of 
excepting  what  has  been  assigned  to  the  emigrants  who  recently  went  out  to  Ten- 
new  Republic.  It  does  not  include  any  nessee  in  connection  with  the  Tennessee 
part  of  Tongoland.  The  areas  of  the  parts  Coal,  Iron,  and  Railroad  Company; 
of  Zululand  are : — New  Republic,  2,854  whether  inquiry  is  being  made  into  the 
square  miles;    British  Zululand,  com-  circumstances;  and,  if  so,   whether  the 
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results  of  such  inquiry  will  be  made 
public  ;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  take  any  action  in  the 
matter,  should  the  complaints  prove  to 
be  well-founded  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferqusson)  (Man- 
chester, IS.E.)  :  Inquiries  on  this  subject 
are  being  made  through  the  Home  Office. 
Any  further  action  will  depend  upon  the 
result  of  those  inquiries. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— BOROUGH  OF  HANLEY. 
Mr.  WOODALL  (Hanley)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  it  is  true  that  it  is 
intended  to  increase  the  number  of 
magistrates  acting  in  and  for  the  borough 
of  Hanley ;  whether  the  selection  of  the 
gentlemen  nominated  has  been  made 
without  the  knowledge,  consent,  or  ap- 
probation of  the  Town  Council  of  that 
borough ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  and 
Burgesses,  under  the  corporate  seal, 
have  memorialized  Her  Majesty  and 
petitioned  the  House  of  Commons  to  the 
eJQPect  that  the  suggested  appointments 
would  not  conduce  to  the  respect  in  which 
the  Bench  should  be  held  by  the  in- 
habitants, he  will  advise  the  Lord  Chan- 
oeUor  to  take  steps  to  obtain  the  con- 
currence in  any  selection  for  these  im- 
portant posts  of  the  goyerning  body  most 
competent  to  advise  as  to  the  gentlemen 
best  qualified  in  the  esteem  and  con- 
fidence of  those  among  whom  they  will 
have  to  administer  justice?  The  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  he  was  informed  that 
since  the  Notice  was  put  on  the  Paper 
and  subsequently  to  the  presentation  of 
the  Memorials  referred  to,  in  spite  of  the 
protest  of  the  Corporation,  the  names  of 
six  gentlemen  had  been  added  to  the 
Commission  of  the  Peace.  Such  being 
the  case,  he  would  not  trouble  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  to  reply  to  the  Question. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuakt-Wortley)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said :  The 
hon.  Member  appears  to  have  been  under 
some  misapprehension.  On  the  28th  of 
April  the  Lord  Chancellor  gave  the 
necessary  directions  for  the  insertion  of 
additional  names  in  the  Commission  of 
the  Peace  for  the  borough  of  Hanley. 
Before  that  time  a  letter  was  sent  to  the 
Town  Council  by  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
in  terms  which  are  now  often  used  in 
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such  cases,  inviting  observation  as  to  the 
fitness  of  the  gentlemen  proposed.  The 
Council  raised  objections  to  certain  of 
those  gentlemen;  but  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, after  considering  the  objections, 
made  the  appointments.  It  is  not  in- 
tended to  make  any  further  addition  to 
this  Bench  at  the  present  time.  The 
Secretary  of  State  does  not  conceive  it  to 
be  a  part  of  his  duty  to  interfere  with  the 
discretion  which  the  Lord  Chancellor 
thinks  right  to  exercise  in  the  selection 
of  persons  to  be  Justices  of  the  Peace. 

LAND  ACT  (IRELAND) -FAIR  RENTS- 
CASE  OF  T.  R.  WHITNEY. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
Jeremiah  Connolly,  of  the  townland  of 
Derrylugga,  Barony  of  East  Division  of 
West  Carberry,  County  Cork,  a  tenant 
of  Thomas  B.  Whitney,  Blackrock, 
County  Cork,  served  an  originating 
notice  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed  on  the 
11th  November,  1881  ;  whether  his  rent 
was  £17,  and  valuation  £12  5«. ;  whether 
his  case  was  not  adjudicated  on  till 
June,  1883,  when  the  old  rent  of  £17 
was  confirmed  without  reduction  by 
the  Sub-Commission  presided  over  by 
Messrs.  M*Devittand  Walpole;  whether 
Connolly  appealed  from  this  decision  on 
15th  July,  1883,  and  whether  said  appeal 
is  still  unheard  ;  whether,  if  the  facts  are 
as  above  stated,  he  will  explain  the 
delay  that  has  occurred  in  the  hearing 
of  this  poor  man's  appeal,  whereby  he  is 
still  condemned  to  pay  what  may  be 
ultimately  decided  to  be  an  unjust  and 
exorbitant  rent;  and,  whether  he  can 
hold  out  any  hope  that  the  Chief  Com- 
mission will  soon  hold  a  sitting  in  Cork 
to  hear  appeals  so  long  pending  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  facts  of  the  case  were  sub- 
stantially as  stated  in  the  Question. 
The  delay,  which  was  a  serious  matter, 
had  arisen  through  inadvertence  on  the 
part  of  the  Land  Commission.  The 
Commissioners  reported  that  a  sitting 
would  be  held  in  West  Cork  in  October 
or  November  next,  when  the  case  would 
be  tried. 

Dr.  KENNY  asked,  whether,  con- 
sidering the  fact  that  this  man's  case  had 
been  so  long  delayed,  he  would  not  get 
the  benefit  of  any  reduction  which  might 
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be  made  in  the  rent  from  the  time  he 
served  his  notice  ? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  he 
had  rather  anticipated  this  Question ;  and 
he  was  prepared  to  say  that,  considering 
the  gross  negligence  which  had  been 
shown  on  the  part  of  some  of  the  officials 
of  the  Land  Commission,  the  circum- 
stances mentioned  would  be  taken  into 
consideration. 

POST  OFFICE  —  AUXILIARY  LETTER 
CARRIERS -CASE  OF  HENRY  GOOD- 
CHILD. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Newington,  Walworth) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
an  application  has  recently  been  made, 
by  Henry  Goodchild,  for  an  appointment 
as  auxiliary  letter  carrier  in  the  Metro- 
politan District,  to  supplement  his 
present  income,  which  he  has  been  in 
receipt  of  for  the  past  two  and  a-half 
years,  as  verger  in  a  Church  of  England, 
and  that  such  application  was  refused ; 
whether  the  said  applicant  was  a  police 
constable  in  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Force,  and  took  a  leading  part  in  a 
movement  for  an  increase  of  pay  and  a 
reduction  in  the  hours  of  duty,  which 
was  conceded  by  the  then  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Police,  in  consequence  of 
which  Goodchild  was  dismissed ;  and, 
whether  the  refusal  to  appoint  him  an 
auxiliary  letter  carrier  was  owing  to 
such  dismissal  from  the  Police  Force  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  Henry 
Goodchild  did,  in  August  last,  apply  for 
employment  as  an  auxiliary  letter  carrier 
in  London ;  but,  as  it  was  ascertained 
that  he  had  been  dismissed  from  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Force,  it  was  not 
deemed  expedient  to  comply  with  his 
request.  Even  in  the  absence  of  such 
objection  I  should,  of  course,  exercise 
my  discretion  in  making  the  selections 
for  such  employment  from  among  the 
very  numerous  applicants. 

SCOTLAND— THE  TWEED  ACTS. 

SiK  EDWARD  GREY  (Northumber- 
land, Berwick)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether  the  Government  intend  to 
bring  forward  this  Session  the  promised 
reform  of  the  Tweed  Acts  ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  they  will  take  steps  to  satisfy 
the  strongly- expressed  wish  of  the 
people  living  in  Berwick  and  the  adjoin- 
ing part  of  the  Tweed  District,  to  have 
an  extension  of  the  time  for  net  fishing  I 


for  salmon  on  that  River  beyond  the 
date  fixed  for  its  closing  by  the  present 
law? 

Sir  WILLIAM  GROSSMAN  (Ports- 
mouth) asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  whe- 
ther, before  introducing  any  Bill  rege- 
lating the  fisheries  in  the  River  Tweed, 
he  would  g^ve  an  opportunity  to  the 
Tweed  Commissioners  to  express  their 
views  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Maodonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  Her  Majesty's 
Government  adhere  to  their  intention  of 
dealing  with  the  Salmon  Fishery  Laws  in 
Scotland ;  but  the  state  of  Public  Busi- 
ness renders  it  most  unlikely  that  this 
can  be  accomplished  during  the  present 
Session.  It  is  not  thought  advisable  to 
deal  by  separate  Bill  with  any  special 
matter  relating  to  salmon  fisheries.  In 
reply  to  the  supplementary  Question,  the 
Government  would  be  glad  to  receive 
any  representations  from  the  Tweed 
Commissioners  on  the  matter. 

EAILWAY8  — IK8PE0T0RS'  REPORTS 
UPON  ACCIDENTS. 

Mr,  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  instructing 
their  Inspectors,  in  making  their  Beports 
upon  accidents,  in  all  cases  to  append  to 
such  Eeports  a  reference  or  references  to 
Beports,  if  any,  of  the  Inspectors  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  upon  previous  accidents 
of  a  similar  character  on  the  same  lines 
of  railway,  where  the  Inspectors  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  have  drawn  attention  to 
similar  defects  of  plant  or  working,  and 
have  had  occasion  to  make  similar  recom- 
mendations to  the  same  Eailway  Com- 
pany? 

The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Henby  De 
Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  It 
has  been  the  practice  of  the  Inspecting 
Officers  generally  to  refer  to  recom- 
mendations previously  made  by  them 
upon  other  accidents  where  similar  re- 
commendations had  been  made.  Atten- 
tion will  be  paid  to  the  suggestion  con- 
tained in  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  but  it  would  be  difficult  to  make  an 
absolute  rule  in  the  matter. 

CHARITY  COMMISSIONERS— THE  JUDD 
FOUNDATION,  TONBRIDGE. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.)  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
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the  Oommittee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Whether  the  Charity  Commissioners 
have  received  from  the  Local  Board  of 
Tonbridge  a  Memorial  praying  that  a 
scheme  maybe  prepared  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Second  Grade  School  at  Ton- 
bridge,  in  connection  with  the  Judd 
Foundation  ;  and,  whether  the  Com- 
missioners will  accede  to  the  prayer  of 
that  Memorial  ? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford); 
The  Charity  Commissioners  have  re- 
ceived the  Memorial  mentioned  in  the 
Question;  they  have,  in  consequence, 
had  under  their  consideration  the  pre- 
sent application  of  this  wealthy  endow- 
ment, and  propose  shortly  to  communi- 
cate with  the  Skinners'  Company,  as  the 
Governors  of  the  School,  with  a  view  to 
the  furtherance  of  the  proposal  made  by 
the  Memorialists. 

DISTURNPIKED  ROADS— ANNUAL  RE- 
CEIPTS AND  CONTRIBUTIONS. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancras,  E.) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the 
annual  receipts  from  disturupiked  roads 
to  the  Imperial  Exchequer  is  £215,000, 
and  the  contribution  to  the  local  expen- 
diture in  regard  to  those  roads  is  given 
in  proportion  to  their  mileage  alone, 
and  not  in  reference  to  the  previous  in- 
crement from  the  tolls,  nor  to  the  pre- 
sent cost  of  the  wear  and  tear,  the  Ex- 
chequer contribute  a  sum  of  only  £  1,000 
annually  in  aid  of  the  previously  dis- 
turupiked roads  within  the  Metropolitan 
area ;  and,  if  such  be  the  case,  whether 
the  road  made  through  the  Park  by  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  at  Hyde 
Park  Comer  might  be  maintained  out 
of  the  receipts  received  from  the  pre- 
viously referred  to  distumpiked  roads 
generally  ? 

The  first  COMBOSSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University):  There 
are  no  receipts  to  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer from  distumpiked  roads,  and  **  the 
contribution  to  the  local  expenditure  in 
regard  to  those  roads  "  is  not  given  "in 
proportion  to  their  mileage  alone ; "  but 
is  based,  in  the  case  of  the  Metropolis, 
on  the  estimated  annual  cost  of  main- 
taining the  roads  as  turnpike  roads. 
The  amount  contributed  by  the  Exche- 
quer last  year  in  respect  of  distumpiked 
roads  in  the  Metropolis  was  £1,759.  As 
to  the  new  streets  at  Hyde  Park  Corner, 
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the  expense  of  maintaining  them  has 
now  for  four  years  been  borne  by  the 
Exchequer  without  local  contribution  of 
any  kind ;  and  it  is  to  put  a  stop  to  this 
state  of  afiPairs  that  I  have  asked  Par- 
liament to  pass  the  Hyde  Park  Corner 
(New  Streets)  Bill. 

Mb.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
attention  had  been  directed  to  the  great 
necessity  of  a  crossing  between  West- 
minster Abbey  and  the  House  ? 

Mb.  PLUNKET:  I  am  afraid  that 
question  does  not  spring  very  directly 
from  the  last  one. 

Mb.  cox  gave  Notice  that  he  would 
put  down  a  Question  on  the  subject. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— BRAD- 
FORD SCHOOL  BOARD. 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity) asked  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that,  in  the 
borough  of  Bradford,  the  actual  rate 
paid  for  School  Board  purposes  much 
exceeds  the  rate  nominally  levied ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  would  submit  a  State- 
ment to  the  House  of  the  amount  of 
School  Board  rate  in  the  £1  nominally 
levied,  and  that  actually  collected  from 
the  ratepayers  ? 

The  VICE  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Habt  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford) : 
The  actual  rate  paid  for  School  Board 
purposes  may,  in  many  cases,  exceed  the 
amount  in  the  £1  nominally  levied,  as 
the  Beturn  submitted  to  Parliament  is 
based  upon  the  gross  rateable  value 
from  which  considerable  deductions  have 
to  be  made  in  the  process  of  rating.  I 
believe  this  to  be  the  true  explanation  of 
the  discrepancy ;  but  I  have  no  means 
of  furnishing  the  information  asked  for 
in  the  latter  part  of  the  Question. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— ANNEXATIONS  IN 
ZULULAND. 

Mb.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  If  he  will  state  whether  the 
Zulu  people  have  given  their  sanction 
to  the  annexation  of  their  territory  to 
the  British  Empire;  and,  whether  in- 
formation has  reached  him  that  the 
Cape  Colonists  are  very  much  averse  to 
the  extension  of  the  British  Possessions 
in  South  Africa  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
HsNBY  Hollai^d)  (Hampstead)  :   The 
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first  Question  has  been,  I  think,  suffi- 
ciently answered  by  my  replies  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark) 
to-day,  and  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Evesham  (Sir  Kichard 
Temple)  on  the  17th.  With  regard  to 
the  second  Question,  my  reply  is  that, 
so  far  a9  Zululand  is  concerned,  the 
Cape  Government  and  people  have  for  a 
long  time  desired  that,  in  the  interests 
of  peace  and  public  safety  in  South 
Africa,  Zululand  should  be  brought 
under  the  Queen's  Sovereignty ;  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  there  is  any  body 
of  opinion  in  South  Africa  averse  to  the 
recent  extension  of  the  British  Posses- 
sions. I  may  call  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  a  speech  made  on  Tues- 
day by  Mr.  Eobinson,  the  Natal  Dele- 
gate to  the  Colonial  Conference,  and  a 
man  of  high  intelligence  and  political 
experience.  He  expressed  his  belief 
that  the  Proclamation  of  the  annexation 
of  Zululand  will  be  hailed  with  great 
satisfaction  both  by  the  European  and 
Native  populations  of  South  Africa. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  said,  he  wanted 
to  know,  were  any  steps  taken  to  ascer- 
tain what  the  views  of  the  people  of 
Zululand  were  with  regard  to  the  an- 
nexation ? 

Sir  HENRY  HOLLAND  replied 
that  some  time  ago,  in  answer  to  a 
Question,  he  stated  that  he  had  been 
informed  that  the  Zulus  themselves  had 
asked  us  to  come  in  and  protect  them 
from  the  Boers.  He  also  said  he  had 
telegraphed  for  information  when  it  was 
decided  to  take  further  steps,  and  that 
Mr.  Osborne  and  Sir  Arthur  Havelock 
informed  the  Colonial  Office  that  the 
majority,  inclusive  of  the  people  and  the 
Chiefs,  would  gladly  accede;  that  the 
people  would  be  specially  glad  of  British 
rule ;  and  that  that  was  the  opinion  of 
the  Chiefs  and  those  skilled  in  the  go- 
vernment and  knowledge  of  the  people. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne) :  What  is  the  date  of  that 
telegram  ? 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND :  That  tele- 
gram I  have  already  read  ?  It  is  dated 
the  13th,  and  was  received  on  the  14th 
February  last. 

EGYPT  —  SIR    HENRY    DRUMMOND 
WOLFF'S  MISSION— REPORTED 
EVACUATION. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 


for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true, 
as  stated  m  The  Standard  oi  the  17th  in- 
stant, that  England  and  Turkey  have 
agreed  to  the  evacuation  of  Egypt  in 
three  years,  on  certain  conditions ;  and, 
if  so,  what  are  these  conditions,  and 
when  will  the  Government  inform  Par- 
liament as  to  the  instructions  given  by 
the  Cabinet  to  Sir  Henry  Drummond 
Wolff? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferousson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  I  am  unable  to  give  the 
hon.  Member  any  information  on  the 
subject. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  Might  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  conceal  all  information  from 
Parliament  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

RIVERS  POLLUTION  ACT— THE  RIVER 

WEAR. 

Mr.  W.  CRAWFORD  (Durham,  Mid) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  fact  that  in  the 
rural  parish  of  Crossgate,  in  Durham,  a 
rate  of  2«.  M,  in  the  £1  was  levied  by 
the  Durham  Rural  Sanitary  Authority 
to  construct  a  sewer  dischajging  unfil- 
tered  sewage  into  the  River  Wear ;  that 
the  Auditor,  having  decided  the  con- 
struction of  such  sewer  to  be  illegal  and 
in  contravention  of  the  Rivers  Pollution 
Act, thereupon  disallowed  and  surcharged 
the  members  of  the  Board  the  amounts 
paid  in  respect  thereof ;  that  the  Local 
Government  Board,  when  appealed  to 
by  the  Durham  Rural  Board,  confirmed 
the  Auditor's  decision,  but  remitted  the 
surcharge,  thus  depriving  the  ratepayers 
of  any  redress,  alUiough  they  admitted 
the  rate  of  2b.  6d.  in  the  £1  wrongfully 
and  illegally  levied  for  such  a  purpose ; 
and,  if  the  circumstances  are  as  stated, 
will  the  Government  say  whether  the 
ratepayers  of  Crossgate  have  any  means 
of  recovering  the  rate  of  2«.  6d.  thus 
illegally  levied  on  them  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  Sums 
amounting  to  about  £130,  which  had 
been  expended  by  the  Durham  Rural 
Sanitary  Authority  in  providing  a  sewer 
for  the  contributory  place  of  Crossgate, 
were  disallowed  by  the  Auditor  on  the 
ground  that  unpurified  sewage  was  dis- 
charged through  the  sewer  into  the 
River   Wear   in  contravention  of  the 
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Eivei.  PoUuUon  Prey.naon  Act.  0«  |SOOTLAND-MIS. 
•I  .pp,d  bj  th,  member,  ot  Ih,  8,m,.  ATCONSTANTII.OPI.E. 
tarr  Authority  who  were  euroharged,  the  nTT/^TT.^T.T.T  /thi-  i.  l  -nr  , 
Looal  Govemmeat  Board  .onfirS.d  the  «;■  B"™*"*'*  (^'"'"/gj'.  ™^' 
Auditor'.  deoUion.  It  appeared,  how-  •■ked  the  UiidorSocrelarj  of  Slate  for 
ever,  that  the  rmr  wa.  largely  poUutod  foreign  A8a.r.,  Whether  hu  altenlion 
from  other  noorcoi,  and  that,  in  lacl,  the  ''•i'  b""  "^"^  *»  "«  Memorial  from  a 
new  .ewer  had  not  oeeaiioned  any  ma.  Committee  of  the  Free  Ohuroh  of  Scot, 
lerial  inoreaee  in  the  pollution.  It  did  and  with  regard  to  oerHin  properly  bo- 
no! .eem  to  the  Board  neoo..ary  to  longing  to  their  Miuion  Station  at  Con- 
requir.  that  the  member,  .urch.rged  itantmople,  dated  4lh  May,  1887 ;  and, 
.honld  perKjnally  bear  the  ooat  of  the  whether  Her  Maje.ty'.  Ooieniment 
work.,  and  they,  therefore,  remitted  the  ">'.  ;«»'«"  «'  ""i  .tatement  of  iaoto 
dieaUowanoe  and  eurcharge.  I  am  not  therein  let  forth,  and  con.idermg  that  no 
aware  of  any  means  by  which  the  rate-  pecuniary  liability  will  be  cast  upon  the 
payete  of  Croasgate  can  bo  recouped  the  Treasury,  reconsider  the  inatruotion. 
amount  in  question.  recently  issued  to  Her  Maie.ty'.  Am- 
bassador at  the  Forte,   and  allow  the 

COUET  O.   BANKHnPTCT-M».K    M.  g^fa^  oVt"«  Jo'rl'MLr' la  t' 
LANGWOETHY  -  PRIVATE  EXAMI-  cordanw  with  precedent  and  the  prayer 
NATION.  of  the  Memorialiate  ? 
De.  CAMERON  (Qlaagow,  College)  Thb     UNDER     8E0EETART    of 
asked   the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  STATE  (Sir  Jambs  FsttouasoN)  (Man- 
Trade,  Whether  his  attention  has  been  cheater,  N.E.)  ;    The  Memorial  in  9«e8- 
called  to  the  fact  that  on  Saturday  last  tion  has  been  communicated  to  the  Trea- 
an  examination  in  Sankruptoy  in  pro-  ^ury,  who  have  decided  that,  under  the 
ceedingB  against  Mr.  E.  M.  Langworthy  circumstances  set  forth  in  it,  theproperty 
was  conducted  in  private,  and  the  Press  niay  be  held  in  trust  by  the  Embassy, 
prevented   from    reporting  what    took  on   the  condition  that  it  shall   entail 
place ;  if  he  will  atate  under  what  pro-  no  pecuniary  liability  on   the  part  of 
vieion  of  the  Bankruptcy  Acts  the  pro-  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
ceedings  were  kept  secret ;  and,  whether 

hewillconaidertheadvisability.ifneceB-  EMIGRATION  FROM  IRELAND, 
sary,  of  amending  the  Law  so  as  to  Mr.  W.  A.  MACDONALD  (Queen'a 
secure  publicity  in  oasea  where,  as  in  Co.,  Caaory)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
the  one  referred  to,  the  queation  at  isaue  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
is  an  alleged  fictitious  tranafer  of  pro-  Whether  hia  attention  haa  been  directed 
porty  by  a  debtor  with  a  view  to  defraud  to  the  alarming  increase  in  the  number 
his  creditors  ?  of  emigrants  from  Ireland  during  the 
The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Hkrbt  month  of  April  of  thepreaent  year;  and, 
Da  WoBUa)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxtetb)  :  whether  he  can  give  the  House  any  idea 
An  examination  of  certain  persons  ia  as  to  the  cause  of  the  increaae  ? 
taking  place  in  the  bankruptcy  proceed-  The  PARUAMENTARY  UNDER 
ings  against  Mr.  E.M.IiBngwQrthy  at  the  tSECRETARY  (Colonel  Kiko-Haruak) 
instance  of  the  Chief  Official  Receiver.  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
The  proceedinga  are  carried  on  under  said :  My  attention  has  been  directed  to 
Section  27  of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  for  the  considerable  increaae  of  emigration 
the  purposes  of  discovery,  and  the  mode  referred  to  in  the  Question.  The  hon. 
in  which  they  are  conducted  is  a  matter  O-entlemau  might  have  gathered  from 
within  the  province  of  the  Bankruptcy  the  numbers  which  I  stated  a  few  days 
Court  itself.  Such  an  examination  ia,  ago  that  my  attention  has  been  directed 
however,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  conducted  to  the  subject.  In  addition  to  the  usual 
in  private,  in  accordance  with  the  prac-  oauaea  operating  towards  emigration,  at 
tice  of  the  Court,  and  the  enda  of  justice  present  there  ia  a  considerable  want  of 
might  be  entirely  defeated  if  that  were  employment  in  the  country,  and  there  ia 
otherwiae.  But  the  ulterior  proceedings  a  fear  on  the  part  of  many  aa  tothe  con- 
to  which  the  result  of  the  examination  aequenoea  likely  to  ensue  from  their  past 
may  (pve  rise  will  have  the  uaual  pub-  miaconduot.  Iniere  ia  likewise  a  disin- 
itity.  olinatioa  on  the  part  of  many  others  to 
Mr.  Sikhit 
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join  Secret  Societies,  which,  if  they  re- 
mained in  the  country,  they  would  most 
probahly  be  compelled  to  join. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  asked, 
whether  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Oentleman  did  not  think  the  increase 
was  due,  at  least  in  part,  to  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill  into  this  House,  and 
to  the  conviction  on  the  part  of  the 
people  of  Ireland 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  that 
is  a  matter  of  opinion,  and  not  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Question. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.) :  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  in  answering  the  Question, 
had  used  the  words,  ^*  My  attention  has 
been  directed."  The  Question  on  the 
Paper  was,  whether  the  attention  of 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  been  directed  to 
the  subject  ? 

INLAND  REVENUE-THE  INCOME  TAX 
—CHARGE  ON  THE  WIVES  OF  CIVIL 
AND  MILITARY  OFFICERS  IN  INDIA: 
AND  OTHERS  ABROAD. 

Mr.  king  (Hull,  Central)  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  following  General  Instruction  to  the 
Surveyor  of  Taxes  has  been  altered  or 
caacelied : — 

*'A  wife  receiving  an  allowance  or  remit- 
tances from  her  husband  abroad  is  to  be  charged 
for  the  same  as  his  agent,  under  the  second 
proviso  to  s.  45  of  Act  o  &  6  Viet.,  c.  35,  when 
the  remittances  are  derived  from  any  kind  of 
property  out  of  the  United  Kingdom,  whether 
real  or  personal,  movable  or  immovable.  But 
remittances  derived  from  trade  profits,  salary, 
&c.,  are  not  chargeable ;  *' 

whether  the  portion  of  the  pay  of  Civil 
or  Military  officers  in  India,  remitted  to 
their  wives  at  home,  comes  under  the 
word  **  salary,"  and  is  not  exempt  from 
Income  Tax,  Income  Tax  having  been 
already  paid  in  India;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  wives  of  Indian  officers  have 
been  charged  Income  Tax  in  England  on 
home  remittances  from  their  husband's 
pay ;  and  whether  this  is  in  accordance 
with  the  law  ? 

ThbCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
Instruction  referred  to  had  not  been  al- 
tered or  cancelled.  In  answer  to  the 
second  Question,  he  had  to  say  that  remit- 
tances such  as  the  hon.  Member  had  de- 
scribed were  not  liable  to  Income  Tax  pro- 

VOL.  OOOXY.     [third  series.  1 


vided  the  husband  had  not  been  at  any 
time  resident  in  this  country  during  the 
year  of  assessment.  But  the  exemption 
was  not  granted  in  connection  with  the 
payment  of  Income  Tax  in  India.  He 
was  not  aware  that  the  wives  of  Indian 
officers  were  charged  Income  Tax  under 
the  circumstances  mentioned ;  but  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  brought  to  his  notice  any 
case  in  which  that  had  been  done  it  would 
receive  attention. 

IMMIGRATION  OF  DESTITUTE 
FOREIGNERS. 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Uni- 
versity) asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  AflPairs,  Whether  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
has  been  called  to  the  alleged  immigra- 
tion into  this  country  of  a  large  number 
of  foreigners  in  a  destitute  condition  ; 
and,  whether,  if  the  statement  is  correct, 
the  Government  will  endeavour  to  make 
such  representations  to  Foreign  Govern- 
ments as  will  put  a  check  upon  so  heavy 
an  addition  to  the  burdens  of  the  rate- 
payers of  this  country  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  There  has  been  a  con- 
siderable increase  of  foreigners  in  the 
East  End  of  London  who  have  become 
chargeable  to  the  public,  and  complaints 
are  also  made  of  the  impoverishment  of 
wages  caused  by  the  competition  of 
foreign  labour  in  certain  industries.  If 
it  were  determined  to  take  any  steps  to 
check  the  immigration  of  persons  not 
in  a  condition  to  maintain  themselves 
the  matter  would  be  one  of  domestic 
legislation,  rather  than  for  representa- 
tion to  Foreign  Governments. 

Mr.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.)  inquired, 
whether  foreigners  who  entered  English 
workhouses  wore  sent  back  to  their  own 
country  in  the  same  way  as  Irish  people 
were? 

Sib  JAMES  FERGUSSON  repHed 
that  it  was  notorious  that  they  could  not 
send  foreigners  abroad  in  the  same  way 
that  destitute  people  were  sent  to  their 
own  parishes. 

METROPOLITAN  DISTRICT  -  DEATHS 
FROM  STARVATION  AND  PRIVA- 
TION. 

Mb,  J.  G.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Univer- 
sity) asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  Return,  re- 
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ceDtly    presented    to    this    House,    of 

deaths  &om   Btarvation   and   privation 

in  the  Metropolitan    District,  whereby 

it  appears  that  in  the    case  of  George 

Hicks,  on  whom  an  inquest  was  held 

on  l*2th  March,  1886,  the  verdict  of  the 

jury  was  to  the  effect  that — 

"  Death  was  accelerated  by  exposure  to  cold 
ID  the  wood  shed  of  Paddington  Workhouse  ;'* 

and  that  in  the  case  of  Thomas  Turner, 
on  whom  an  inquest  was  held  on  the  8th 
December,  1886,  the  deceased — 

''Had  been  deterred  from  asking  farther 
parochial  relief  by  letters  demanding  repay- 
ment for  a  loan" 

from  the  Edmonton  Union ;  and,  whe- 
ther any  official  inquiry  has  been  made 
into  these  cases ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  have 
seen  the  Return  referred  to.  The  at- 
tention of  the  Local  Government  Board 
was  drawn  to  the  case  of  Hicks  at  the 
time  when  it  occurred,  and  they  ascer- 
tained that  a  committee  of  the  Padding- 
ton Guardians  had  inquired  into  the 
matter,  and  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
to  make  provision  for  warming  the  wood 
shed  at  the  Workhouse.  This  report 
was  adopted  by  the  Guardians.  I  am 
inquiring  whether  the  necessary  altera- 
tions have  been  carried  out.  As  regards 
the  case  of  Turner,  I  am  informed  that 
when  in  June,  1886,  he  made  applica- 
tion to  the  Edmonton  Guardians  for 
relief  he  applied  for  it  on  loan.  He  re- 
ceived relief  in  the  months  of  June  and 
July,  but  did  not  afterwards  apply  ;  and 
it  was  not  until  November  that  applica- 
tion was  made  to  him  to  commence  the 
repayment  of  the  value  of  the  relief 
granted  him.  Whether  this  application 
deterred  him  from  asking  for  further 
relief  I  am  not  at  present  able  to  say ; 
but  I  am  making  further  inquiries  on 
the  subject. 

WAR  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  DEPART- 
MENT) —  DEFECTIVE  WEAPONS  — 
THE  TESTS. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether, 
as  all  the  bayonets  in  the  hands  of  the 
Regular  Infantry  have  now  been  re- 
tested,  he  can  state  what  was  the  test  to 
which  they  were  submitted,  and  when 
it  was  introduced,  how  many  were  so 
tested,  and  how  many  failed  to  pass  the 
test  ? 

Mr.  J,  O.  Talbot 


The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle) : 
The  long  triangular  Martini-Henry 
bayonets  and  the  sword  bayonets  in 
the  United  Kingdom  have  been  re- 
tested.  The  former  were  sprung  on 
all  three  faces  round  a  curved  block 
2^  inches  high  in  the  centre — struck 
twice  on  each  flat,  and  gauged ;  also 
a  large  percentage  were  twisted  from 
point  to  socket  through  a  quarter  of 
a  circle;  40,180  in  the  hands  of  the 
troops,  and  123,400  in  store  were  thus 
tested ;  4f  per  cent  of  those  with  the 
troops  and  3  per  cent  of  those  in  store 
broke ;  4  J  per  cent  with  the  troops  and 
1^  per  cent  in  store  were  under  gauge  ; 
2H  per  cent  with  the  troops  and  11  per 
cent  in  store  were  found  to  be  soft ;  and 
69  per  cent  of  those  with  the  troops  and 
84^-  per  cent  of  those  in  store  passed  the 
re-testing.  Of  the  sword  bayonets,  1 2, 800 
in  the  hands  of  troops  and  22,000  in 
store  were  re-tested  by  being  sprung 
round  a  curved  block  2}  inches  high,  or 
over  a  bridge  giving  the  same  bend, 
struck  on  an  oak  block  on  back  and 
edge  and  on  each  flat,  troughed,  and 
gauged;  90  per  cent  of  those  with 
troops  and  89^  per  cent  of  those  in  store 
passed  the  test.  Of  the  remainder,  in 
each  case  9  per  cent  were  soft,  and  1  per 
cent  of  those  with  the  troops  and  1}  per 
cent  of  those  in  store  broke.  Of  the 
weapons  which  were  returned  as  **  soft," 
50  per  cent  of  the  sword  bayonets 
passed,  after  bein^  re-hardened  and 
tempered ;  and  of  tne  triangular  bayo- 
nets, 75  per  cent  of  those  from  the 
troops  and  86  per  cent  of  those  in  store 
passed  under  similar  circumstances.  As 
a  much  larger  proportion  of  the  weapons 
in  the  hands  of  the  troops  failed  to  pass 
the  test  than  of  those  in  store,  it  is  evi- 
dent that  the  bayonets  have  seriously 
deteriorated  since  their  issue  to  the 
troops.  Troops  at  home  are,  of  course, 
all  armed  with  re-tested  bayonets.  Sup- 
plies have  been  sent  to  the  Mediter- 
vanean,  Egypt,  and  South  Africa,  and 
those  in  the  hands  of  the  troops  at  those 
stations  have  been  recalled  for  the  pur- 
pose of  being  re-tested.  Those  only  that 
pass  the  re-test  will  be  placed  in  store. 
As  previously  stated,  the  bayonets  in 
possession  of  the  Militia  will  be  re- 
tested  during  the  present  year,  and  re- 
placed as  necessary.  I  will  now,  with 
the  permission  of  the  House,  refer  to 
two  Questioiis    bj&   to  imperfect  anx^ 
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which  my  hon.  Frlond  has  previously 
addressed  to  me.  He  inquired  as  to  an 
alleged  testing,  with  very  bad  results,  of 
the  swords  of  the  Eoyal  Horse  Guards 
in  October  last;  but  the  officer  com- 
manding the  regiment  reports  that  no 
such  test  took  place.  Then,  as  regards 
the  shoyels  which  broke  in  the  hands  of 
men  of  the  East  Kent  Kegiment  at 
Dover,  I  have  to  say  that  they  were  of 
a  pattern  introduced  in  1871  from 
America  as  reserve  intrenching  tools. 
It  was  soon  found  that  they  were  too 
light  for  ordinary  unskilled  work,  and 
in  1875  a  heavier  and  stronger  pattern 
was  introduced  for  general  service ;  but 
the  store  of  the  light  pattern  was  re- 
tained to  be  used  gradually  up.  The 
tool  is  really  a  shovel,  and  answers 
fairly  well  at  Chatham  in  the  hands  of 
the  Sappers  ;  but  it  is  not  fit  for  use  as 
a  spade  thrust  into  heavy  soil.  The 
central  store  of  these  shovels  at  Wool- 
wich is  exhausted.  Those  at  out- stations 
will  be  recalled,  and  replaced  by  proper 
spades.  Steps  are  in  progress  to  tho- 
roughly overhaul  all  intrenching  tools, 
and  to  reject  from  store  all  as  to  the 
utility  of  which  there  can  be  any  serious 
doubt.  There  remains  the  question  of 
the  sword  bayonets  of  the  City  of  London 
Artillery  Volunteers.  After  repeated 
applications,  since  my  hon.  Friend's 
Question,  I  have  only  this  afternoon 
received  Colonel  Hope's  Beport  as  to  the 
tests  to  which  they  were  subjected.  I 
should,  therefore,  prefer  to  reply  on  this 
point  to-morrow. 

Mr.  HANBURY  asked,  whether  the 
test  to  which  the  sword  bayonets  had  been 
recently  subjected  was  the  same  as  that 
to  which  they  were  subjected  when  they 
were  first  issued  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  No ;  it  is  a 
much  more  severe  test.  Of  course,  the 
onginaltestiDgtookpIacealongtimeago. 

Sir  henry  HAVELOCK-ALLAN 
(Durham,  S.E.)  inquired,  whether  the 
new  test  would  be  applied  to  the  in- 
trenchment  shovels  in  the  possession  of 
the  Infantry  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  said,  he  under- 
stood  that  the  arms  and  tools  of  all 
troops  would  be  overhauled. 

SUPERANNUATION       AND       RETIRED 
ALLOWANCES— PENSION  TO  A  CUS- 
TOM   HOUSE    OFFICER  —  FRAUDU- 
LENT DRAWING. 
Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 

Secretary  to  the  Treasury  WhetJier  his 


attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  fact 
that  the  annual  pension  of  £40  of  a 
Custom  House  official,  named  Leckey, 
who  retired  at  the  age  of  67  in  1845, 
and  died  in  1852,  was  drawn  by  his  wife 
for  23  years  after  his  death,  and  for  a 
further  12  years  by  his  daughter,  up  to 
March  of  this  year;  whether  he  has 
reason  to  believe  that  similar  cases  are 
not  uncommon ;  what  precautions  are 
taken  to  prevent  imposition  of  this  kind ; 
and,  who  are  the  officials  to  whose 
neglect  the  waste  of  public  money  in 
this  instance  was  due  ? 

Mr.  CALEB  WEIGHT  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Leigh)  also  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  any  step 
will  be  taken  to  inquire  into  the  abuses 
recently  exposed  of  persons  receiving 
pensions  for  many  years  after  the  lawful 
recipient  has  died ;  and  whether  during 
the  present  Session  the  Government 
intend  to  ask  the  House  to  appoint  a 
Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  the 
Pension  List  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
rLeeds,  N.) :  Perhaps  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Leigh  Division  of  Lancashire 
will  allow  me  to  deal  with  the  Question 
which  he  has  addressed  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  at  the  same  time  as 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston.  As  the  House  is,  no  doubt, 
aware,  the  offender  in  this  case  was 
prosecuted  by  the  Board  of  Customs, 
was  convicted  of  felony,  and  sentenced 
to  a  term  of  imprisonment.  I  have  made 
inquiries  of  the  Offices  that  pay  pensions, 
and  I  am  informed  that  no  similar  case 
has  been  discovered  in  any  of  the  Civil 
Departments,  though  in  military  pen- 
sions attempts  at  personation  appear  not 
to  be  uncommon.  The  Eegulations  for 
the  payment  of  pensions  require  the 
production  of  a  certificate,  attested  by  a 
Justice  of  the  Peace,  notary  public,  or  a 
member  of  certain  specified  classes  of  the 
community,  of  the  continued  existence 
of  the  person  claiming  to  be  entitled  to 
the  pension,  and  a  false  declaration,  of 
course,  exposes  the  offender  to  legal 
penalties.  In  addition  to  this,  though 
not  prescribed  by  the  Eegulations,  it 
has  been  the  practice  in,  I  believe,  all 
paying  Departments,  except  the  Cus- 
toms, to  check  the  age  of  all  claimants 
at  certain  intervals,  and  to  exercise  ex- 
treme care  whenever  the  lapse  of  time 
since  the  grant  of  the  pension  or  the  age 
of  a  pensioner  gave  cause  for  exer- 
cising cai;tion«    I  am  considering  whO'^- 
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ther  this  practice,  or  some  development 
of  it,  should  not  be  embodied  in  the 
Kegulations.  In  the  meantime,  a  general 
and  careful  scrutiny  of  pensioners  is  in 
progress.  The  method  appears  to  me  to 
be  one  entirely  for  Departmental  regu- 
lation, and  in  no  way  to  call  for  inquiry 
by  a  Select  Committee  of  this  House. 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Is  nobody  respon- 
sible in  this  matter  ? 

Me.  JACKSON :  Obviously  the  per- 
sons  responsible  are  the  officials  in  the 
Custom  House. 

Mb.  HANBUEY:  Will  the  hon. 
Gentleman  endeavour  to  trace  the  per- 
sons who  are  responsible  ? 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Is  the  hon.  Qentleman  aware  that  until 
a  few  years  ago  there  was  a  person  who 
appeared  in  the  Pension  List  as  receiv- 
ing a  pension  for  services  rendered  in 
the  American  War  of  Independence  ? 

[No  reply.] 

THE  FRENCH  EXHIBITION  OF  1889. 

Mb.  E.  EOBERTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  a  copy  of  any  communica- 
tions that  have  passed  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  French 
Government  on  the  subject  of  the  French 
Exhibition  ? 

Thk  under  SEOEETAET  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fbbqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  I  shall  be  happy  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  copy  of  those  commu- 
nications. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING-HOURS  OP 
UNLOADING. 

Mb.  ATKINSON  (Boston)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  faofc  that  the 
hours  of  8  a.m.  to  4  p.m.,  during  which 
goods  may  be  landed  out  of  vessels  ar- 
riving from  beyond  the  seas  in  four 
months  of  the  year  without  payment  of 
oharges  for  overtime  for  the  officials  at- 
tending, are  not  suitable  for  the  present 
state  of  navigation,  which  has  changed  so 
greatly  from  sailing  vessels  to  steamers, 
and  to  ask  if  the  Lords  Oommissioners 
of  the  Treasury  will  exercise  their 
option  of  appointing  "  other  hours,"  by 
making  the  time  6  a.m.  to  6  p.m.  ? 

Tbb  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.^:  My  attention  has  been 
called  to  this  sabject  by  Memorial  from 
oerlain  Ohambers  of  Shipping.    I  will 

Mr.  Jackson 


consider  the  question  in  concert  with  the 
Customs  authorities,  and  see  whether 
any  extension  of  the  hours  can  be  ob- 
tained without  any  serious  increase  of 
expense  to  the  Customs  Department. 

IMMIGRATION    OF  FOREIGNERS. 

Mk.  MUNEO-FERGUSON  (Leith, 
&c.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  Memoran- 
dum issued  on  the  Immigration  of 
Foreigners  into  the  United  Kingdom,  he 
will  consider  the  advisability  of  framing 
some  such  Eegulations  with  regard  to 
this  immigration  as  are  in  force  at 
New  York? 

The  SECEETAEY  (Baron  Henry 
Db  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
The  matter  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  is  one  of  great  intricacy ;  but  I 
can  assure  him  it  is  engaging  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

EVICTIONS   (IRELAND)  —  POWERS    OF 

SHERIFF. 

Mb.  FINUOANE  (Limerick,  E.) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
If  a  Sheriff  and  those  policemen  who 
accompany  him  are  entitled,  whilst  on 
eviction  duty,  to  force  their  way  through 
the  lands  of  any  farmer  who  objects, 
and  says  he  will  treat  them  as  tres- 
passers ;  if  they  should  refuse  to  leave, 
IS  the  owner  of  the  land  empowered  to 
use  as  much  force  as  is  necessary  to  re- 
move them ;  and,  if  so,  will  the  G-o- 
vernment,  in  order  to  prevent  collisioas 
between  the  policemen  and  the  people, 
direct  that,  for  the  future,  the  evicting 
force  shall  go  to  the  house  to  be  evicted, 
by  the  ordinary  road ;  and,  is  it  a  fact 
that  the  Sheriff  and  police  have  often 
forced  their  way  through  the  lands  of 
farmers  who  have  objected  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  QENEEAL  for 
lEBLAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity), in  reply,  said,  that  the  Sheriff 
was  not  under  the  control  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Grown.  No  complaint  of 
the  police  had  hitherto  been  made  on 
the  subject ;  but  if  any  case,  in  which  it 
was  alleged  the  police  acted  improperly, 
was  brought  under  his  notice,  he  would 
cause  inquiries  to  be  made  into  it. 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  YEAR 
OF  HER  MAJESTY'S  REIQN  —  THE 
ROYAL  TITLES. 

Me.  HOWAED  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked  the  First  I^ord  of  thQ 
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Treasury,  If  Her  Majesty's  Qovernment  by  150  per  cent,  and  on  puddled  bars 
will  consider,  in  connection  with  the  by  350  per  cent ;  and,  if  these  reports 
forthcoming  Jubilee  rejoicings,  and  in  are  correct,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
concert  with  Colonial  Goyernments,  the  yemment  will  use  their  good  offices  with 
desirability  of  adyising  the  Crown  to  the  Dominion  Goyernment  to  procure 
recognise  the  progress  made  during  the  a  modification  of  proposals,  which,  if 
50  years  of  Her  Majesty's  reign  by  carried  into  effect,  would  proye  highly 
Canada,  Australasia,  South  Africa,  and  detrimental  to  the  iron  trade  of  this 
many  of  the  Colonies  founded   by  the  country? 

British  people,   by    such    further    ex-  Thb    FIRST    LORD    (Mr.    W.    H. 

tension  of  the  Royal  titles  as  may  place  Smith)    (Strand,    Westminister) :    Her 

other   portions   of  the  Empire  on  an  Majesty's  Goyernment  haye  not  receiyed 

equality    in    this    respect    with    Great  any  official  information  in  regard  to  any 

Britain,  Ireland,  and  India  f  such  proposals  as  these  mentioned  by 

Mr.   BADEN-POWELL  (Liyerpool,  my  noble  Friend ;  but  the  Goyernment 

Kirkdale)  also  asked  the  First  Lord  of  would  not  be  justified  in  making  any 

the  Treasury,  Whether  any  action  had  official  representation  on  the  subject  to 

been  taken  in  consequence  of  the  agree-  the  Goyernment  of  the  Dominion,  eyen 

ment  unanimously  come  to  at  the  Co-  if  such  information  had  been  receiyed. 

lonial  Conference  that,  subject  to  Her  Any  representations  should  be  addressed 

Majesty's  pleasure,  there  should  be  an  to  the  Dominion  Goyernment  by  parties 

extension  of  the  present  title  of   Her  who  may  be  affected  by  the  fiscal  policy 

Majesty,  so    as    to    include  a  distinct  of  Canada, 
reference  to  the  Colonies  ? 

The    first    LORD   (Mr.    W.    H.  BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

f^lZl  J?v!;?o;,«S^^^^^          b«^n  Me.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcasde-on- 

answer  to  this  Uuestion  will  also  be  an  rn       \     t_  j  xi>    -ci*    i.  t     j    is  xu    m 

answer  to  a  Question  of  which  I  have  ^yne)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 

received  private  Notice  from  the  hon.  f^'^' ,^^**  business  the  Government 

member  ?or  the  Kirkdale  Division  of  f^'^i^,  to  take  on  Monday  and  Tuea- 

Liverpool.      The  Question  of  the  hon.  day.  and  on  Monday  the  6th  June  ? 

MemSer  for  Sheflaeld  was  brought  under  _  The    FKST    LORD    (Mr.    W.    H. 

the  consideration  of  the  Colonial  Dele-  ^hith)   (Strand,    Westminister) :    The 

gates  at  the  Conference ;  and  after  some  S-iT^fi  k           ^F^e'^dment    (Ireland) 

discussion  they  expressed  themselves  in  ^'^\^'^  be  proceeded  with  on  Monday, 

favour  of  an  extension  of  titie,  which  ^  .7/"  o"  Monday  state  what  Business 

would  include  the  Colonies  by  special  ^  '^^S^'j^r.Jnsual  MotTZ  fo^ 
and  distinct  reference.  Upon  receiving  ""J*"  ^'"  ""  """  "^T***  „  itl,* 
an  intimation  of  the  opinion  of  the  Adjournment,  and  perhaps  one  or  two 
Delegates,  Her  Majesty^s  Government  8™**^  measures, 
instructed  the  Governors  of  the  respon- 
sible Government  Colonies  to  ascertain  PUBLIC  MEETINGS  (IRELAND )-PRO. 
the  views  of  their  respective  Ministers  CLAMATION  OF  THE  DUNGANNON 
upon  this  question.    To  this  inquiry  full  MEETING. 

replies  have  not  yet  been  received ;  and  y[^^  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  beg  to 

there   seems   some   little  difference  of  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

opinion  on  the  subject.    It  will,  how-  Lieutenant  of  Ireland   a    Question  of 

ever,  receive  careful  consideration  from  -^hich  I  gave  him  Notice  yesterday,  but 

Her  Majesty's  Government.  which  I  was  not  in  my  place  to  ask. 

The  Question  is  this — Whether  the  Go- 

DOMINION    OF   CANADA-BIPORT  yemment  have    proclaimed    the    anti- 

DUTIES  ON  IRON.            ^  coercion  meeting  at  Dungannon ;  and,  if 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  (Liver-  go,  on  what  grounds ;  and  perhaps  the 
pool,  West  Derby)  asked  the  First  Lord  Chief  Secretary  would  take  this  oppor- 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  tunity  of  stating  to  the  House,  as  he 
Government  have  received  any  official  promised  to  do,  what  the  policy  of  the 
information  in  regard  to  the  proposals,  Government  in  Ireland  is  to  be  in  refer- 
as  reported  by  cable,  of  the  Dominion  ence  to  anti-coercion  meetings  ? 
Government  to  increase  the  import  duties  The  CHIEF  SECRETAK Y  (Mr.  A.  J. 
on  pig  iron  by  100  per  cent,  on  bar  iron  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  With  re- 
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gard  to  the  meeting  at  Dungannon,  it 
has  been  proclaimed.  The  ground  for 
the  Proclamation  is  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  those  responsible  for  the  peace  of  the 
district,  the  meeting  could  not  be  held 
without  endangering  the  public  safety. 
The  reasons  for  that  opinion  will  not 
surprise  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  it  is  that 
party  feeling  runs  very  high  in  the  dis- 
trict. It  was  found  that  even  if  the 
second  meeting  were  prohibited,  the 
ohance  of  disturbance  would  have  been 
very  great,  as  those  who  had  intended 
to  hold  the  second  meeting  would  have 
attended  the  first  meeting,  with  the 
probable  result  of  great  disturbance  and 
loss  of  life.  Under  the  circumstances, 
I  am  of  opinion  that  the  local  magis- 
trates did  their  duty  in  proclaiming  both 
meetings. 

Mr.  DILLON :  The  Chief  Secretary 
promised,  the  other  day,  that  the  whole 
of  this  subject  would  be  taken  into  the 
serious  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  I  would  ask  him  a  further 
Question  on  this  matter — Whether,  in 
the  first  place,  it  is  not  now  the  delibe- 
rate and  avowed  policy  in  the  Province 
of  Ulster  to  call  rival  meetings  in  every 
instance  where  an  anti-coercion  meeting 
is  called;  whether.  Sir,  that  policy 
was  not  previously  adopted  and  put 
down  by  force  by  Earl  Spencer;  and, 
whether  the  Irish  Government  will 
not  follow  the  policy  adopted  by  Earl 
Spencer  under  precisely  similar  circum- 
stances ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  The  Govern- 
ment propose  to  take  any  measures  they 
think  desirable  and  necessary  to  pre- 
serve the  public  peace;  but  I  am  per- 
fectly ready  to  give  a  pledge  that  I  will 
do  what  I  can  \x}  frustrate  any  intention 
on  the  part  of  any  party,  whatever  that 
party  may  be,  in  Ireland,  to  stop  the 
right  of  public  meeting  by  calling  bogus 
meetings  at  the  same  place  and  on  the 
same  day. 

Mr.  STOREY  (Sunderland):  I  am 
very  thankful  to  hear  this  declaration 
by  the  Chief  Secretary.  Will  he  show 
us  that  he  means  it  in  this  very  case 
at  Dungannon  by  permitting  the  first 
meeting  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  asking  a  Ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  STOREY:  Excuse  me,  I  am 
asking  a  Question. 

J/r.  A.  J.  Balfour 


Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  arguing  the  Question. 

Mr.  STOREY :  I  will  ask  this  Ques- 
tion. Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  the  case  of  Dungannon,  or  in  the 
next  similar  case,  allow  the  first  meet- 
ing and  prohibit  the  second,  and  put 
down  the  men  who  interfere  with  the 
first? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No,  Sir ;  in 
any  case  similar  to  Dungannon  I  should 
act  exactly  as  I  have  acted  in  that  case. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  must  allow  mo  to  follow 
the  example  of  Earl  Spencer  in  reserving 
full  discretion  to  the  Government.  I 
have  stated  the  general  lines  of  policy 
that  we  shall  pursue  ;  and  I  think  hon. 
Gentlemen  must  allow  me  to  act  on  my 
own  judgment. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
Is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that 
in  the  case  of  the  very  Dungannon 
meeting  in  1884  Earl  Spencer  allowed 
the  Nationalist  meeting  to  be  held,  al- 
though a  rival  meeting  was  held  and 
addressed  by  Colonel  King  -  Harman, 
who  expressed  his  regret  that  the  Na- 
tionalist meeting  was  protected  and  al- 
lowed to  be  held  by  Earl  Spencer  ?  I 
wish  to  ask  him  whether  the  Orange 
meeting  attended  by  Colonel  King- 
Harman,  and  the  Nationalist  meeting 
addressed  by  myself  and  others,  went 
off  without  any  breach  of  the  peace 
whatever  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  anxious  to 
know  what  happened  in  1884,  and  will 
give  me  Notice  of  the  Question,  either  I 
or  the  Under  Secretary  will  answer  it. 
With  regard  to  the  inference  he  draws 
from  the  statement  he  makes^  I  must 
inform  him  that  each  case  must  be  con- 
sidered on  its  own  merits ;  and  the  fact 
that  a  certain  policy  was  right  in  1884 
is  no  proof,  or  even  a  presumption,  that 
it  is  right  in  1887. 

WAR    OFFICE  —  ORDNANCE    DEPART- 
MENT—REPORT OF    THE    COMMIS- 
SION. 
In  reply  to  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot 

(Sussex,  N.W.), 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  said,  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  would,  in  all  probability,  be 
circulated  on  Monday  next. 
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PARLIAMENT  —  THE   NEW  RULES   OF 
PROCEDURE    (1882)  —  RULE    2.  —  AD- 
JOURNMENT OF  THE  HOUSE. 
ANNEXATIONS  IN  ZULULAND. 
MOTION  FOR  ADJOTTRNMENT. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE,  Member  for 
Northampton^  rose  in  his  place  and 
asked  leave  to  move  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House,  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
cussing a  definite  matter  of  urgent  pub- 
lic importance — namely,  the  recent  An- 
nexation of  portions  of  the  Zulu  territory, 
without  the  consent  or  knowledge  of  this 
House. 

The  pleasure  of  the  House  not  having 
been  signified — 

Mr.  speaker  called  on  those  Mem- 
bers who  supported  the  Motion  to  rise  in 
their  places,  and  not  less  than  40  Mem- 
bers having  accordingly  risen  :  — 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  was  not 
surprised  that  so  large  a  number  of 
Members  approved  the  course  he  had 
taken,  because  no  man  of  independent 
mind  could  deny  that  this  was  a  matter 
of  urgent  public  importance,  and  because 
the  news  of  this  annexation  had  come 
upon  the  public  unofficially  through  the 
newspapers,  and  with  great  suddenness 
and  surprise.  When  he  asked  for  a  day 
to  consider  the  subject,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  stated  that  the 
Zulu  Question  might  be  discussed  on  the 
Colonial  Estimates.  But  as  the  Govern- 
ment already  had  Supply  to  take  them 
to  July,  he  did  not  know  when  that  could 
be,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
as  well  have  offered  them  the  Ides  of 
March ;  and  even  when  they  had  the 
opportunity  the  subject  could  only  be 
raised  by  moving  the  reduction  of  the 
salary  of  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies. 
Besides  which  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees would  probably  rule  out  of  Order 
a  full  discussion  of  the  Question.  He 
was,  therefore,  justified  in  bringing  for- 
ward the  Question  at  once  and  in  the 
manner  he  had  done.  It  must  be  ad- 
mitted that  our  policy  in  South  Africa 
had  for  many  years  been  a  most  costly 
one.  The  wars  that  took  place  before 
the  Transvaal  difficulty  arose  had  cost 
this  country  from  £26,000,000  to 
£30,000,000  sterling,  on  which  we  had 


still  to  pay  a  large  sum  annually  for  in- 
terest. Since  then  the  Transvaal  and 
Zulu  Wars  and  annexation  had  entailed 
a  public  expenditure  of  some  £  1 2,000,000 
more.  With  reference  to  our  relations 
with  South  Africa,  and  with  Zululand  in 
particular,  from  1877  to  the  present  year, 
he  might  remark  that  by  the  Zulu  War 
and  the  measures  by  which  it  was  im- 
mediately succeeded,  we  reduced  a  once 
flourishing  nation  to  a  state  of  almost 
absolute  anarchy,  and  brought  the  people 
to  a  condition  of  starvation.  Zebebu  was  a 
rival  chief  of  Cetewayo.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Lon- 
don (Sir  Robert  Fowler)  laughs. 

Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London): 
That  is  not  the  way  to  pronounce  the 
name. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  did  not 
pretend  to  pronounce  these  names  cor- 
rectly. He  was  not  an  Alderman  of  the 
City  of  London.  His  name  was  spelt 
Z-e-b-e-b-u,  and  he  called  that  Zeb-ee- 
boo.  Cetewayo  was  destroyed  by  Ze- 
bebu, who  became  master  of  Zululand. 
They  were  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  that  Zulu- 
land  had  been  practically  annexed  since 
1879.  But,  if  so,  why  was  it  that  we 
had  simply  acted  as  arbitrators  between 
the  Zulus  and  the  Boers  in  settling  the 
frontier  line  of  the  new  Republic  ?  That 
did  not  look  like  an  act  of  sovereignty. 
The  real  condition  of  things  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  year  was  that 
one-third  of  Zululand  belonged  to  us, 
about  one-half  of  it  was  independent, 
and  the  rest  of  it  had  become  the  new 
Boer  Republic.  All  that  could  be  ga- 
thered of  what  had  transpired  since  then 
was  only  to  be  found  in  the  vague  state- 
ments of  newspaper  correspondents,  and  in 
ananswerof  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  given 
on  Tuesday  last,  in  which  he  gave  an  ac- 
count of  how  this  annexation  took  place. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  on 
the  8th  of  February  the  chiefs  were  in- 
formed by  Mr.  Osbom  that  British  pro- 
tection, carrying  with  it  the  supreme 
authority  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
was  to  be  extended  to  Eastern  Zululand. 
Four  days  later,  that  was  on  the  12th  of 
February,  he  telegraphed  for  information 
as  to  the  feeling  of  the  Zulus  on  the  sub- 
ject,  and  received  an  answer  on  the  14tb, 
giving  it  as  Mr.  Osborn's  opinion  that 
the  majority  of  the  chiefs  would  gladly 
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accede.  On  the  15tli  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  rcczi^ed  a  tele- 
gram to  the  same  effect  from  Sir 
Arthur  Havelock.  Now,  this  only  began 
on  the  8th  of  February,  and  by  the  16th 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  decided 
to  carry  out  this  aDnexation.  He  did 
not  know  whether  it  was  sprung  upon 
the  Zulus ;  but  it  seems  to  have  been 
sprung  upon  Her  Majesty's  Government 
by  Mr.  Osborn,  and  still  more  had  it 
been  sprung  upon  the  House  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  Speaking  last 
night  at  a  banquet  given  to  Mr.  John 
HobinsoD,  Lord  Onslow  had  said  that 
the  annexation  was  necessary  to  secure 
peace  and  quiet  on  the  Northern  Fron- 
tier of  Natal,  to  prevent  internecine 
war,  by  regulating  the  relations  of  the 
Boers  with  the  Zulus,  and  to  preserve 
the  existence  of  the  latter  people.  That 
was  but  the  ordinary  trash  put  forward 
by  every  Government  that  effected  an 
annexation.  The  Conservatives  in  this 
respect  were  worse  than  the  Liberals, 
but  the  Liberals  were  bad  enough.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
for  State  perceived  that  a  little  more 
than  that  would  be  required  by  the 
House  to  explain  this  extraordinary  an- 
nexation of  territory.  He  therefore  told 
the  House,  in  answer  to  a  Question, 
that  the  Zulus  came  under  the  perma- 
nent authority  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment at  the  end  of  the  war  of  1879.  He 
could  not  understand  what  was  meant 
by  the  word  **  permanent."  It  was  true 
that  we  occupied  the  country  with  troops, 
but  afterwards  withdrew  and  put  up  in- 
dependent kinglets.  It  would  be  re- 
membered that  in  1880  the  Natal  Go- 
vernment was  very  anxious  for  the 
annexation,  and  there  was  a  minute  of 
Lord  Wolseley's  protesting  against  it. 
There  was  another  point.  Was  this  new 
Bepublic  part  of  the  British  Empire? 
The  Government  did  not  in  any  way 
interfere  when  the  Boers  sought  to 
establish  their  new  Bepublic.  Instead 
of  stepping  in  and  saying — **  How  has 
this  been  done  ? "  they  stepped  in  as 
arbitrators,  and  assisted  in  settling  the 
frontier.  The  fact  had  to  be  faced  that 
suddenly  a  huge  territory  as  large  as 
Ireland — [An  hon.  Member:  Not  so 
large.]— well,  say  half  as  large — had 
been  annexed,  while  Parliament  had 
had  no  information,  and  there  had 
been  no  discussion.  They  had  had 
a    very    great   experience   of  annexa* 
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tion  in  South  Africa  and  elsewhere  on 
the  part  of  the  Conservatives.  They 
wanted  to  draw  a  trail  over  their  con- 
duct in  Great  Britain  by  some  swagger 
abroad,  so  that  they  might  say — **  Look 
what  a  Government  we  are— we  have 
increased  the  area  of  the  British  Em- 
pire." As  he  had  said,  there  was  no 
information  on  the  subject  forthcoming, 
and  there  had  been  no  discussion,  and 
they  were  told  that  perhaps  there  would 
be  an  opportunity  of  discussing  it  on 
the  Colonial  Estimates  whenever  they 
might  come  on.  It  was  said  in  support 
of  the  annexation  that  it  would  prove 
a  very  remunerative  speculation.  The 
same  thing  was  said  of  the  annexation 
of  Burmah.  It  was  not  known  what 
Burmah  had  cost  at  present;  but  it 
must  be  a  very  wealthy  country  if  it 
could  afford  an  equivalent  to  that  Bill. 
In  all  probability  the  Zulus  hated  us, 
and  they  would  be  very  silly  if  they  did 
not ;  for  we  had  been  a  persistent  curse 
to  the  country.  The  probability  was  that 
just  as  the  Zulus  objected  to  the  Boers 
taking  their  country,  so  they  objected  to 
us  doing  the  same,  and  anyone  who  went 
into  their  country  to  make  war  upon 
them  or  annex  them  was  their  enemy, 
and  justly  so.  In  fact,  they  wanted  to 
be  independent  both  of  Boers  and  Eng- 
lishmen. If  Zululand  wore  taken,  Ton- 
galand  must  also  be  taken.  That  was  a 
very  rich  country,  and  he  already  saw  a 
greedy  look  in  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's eye.  But  if  we  annexed  the  ter- 
ritory, what  should  we  do  with  Amaton- 
galand  ?  and  when  we  had  swallowed 
up  Zululand  and  Amatongaland,  what 
should  we  do  with  Swaziland  ?  He  was 
perfectly  certain  that  if  we  got  med- 
dling with  Swaziland  we  should  get 
into  difficulties.  In  Africa  they  were 
reverting  to  the  grand  scheme  of 
Lord  Salisbury ;  they  wanted  annexa- 
tion to  this  country,  and  they  wanted 
unity,  as  it  was  called.  He  was  not 
surprised  that  the  English  merchants 
connected  with  Southern  Africa  should 
be  in  favour  of  this  annexation ;  they 
were  always  wanting  this  country  to  do 
something  which  would  end  in  war,  in 
order  that  a  portion  of  the  money  should 
go  into  their  pockets.  They  made  their 
livings  out  of  our  small  wars,  and  the 
very  fact  of  their  being  in  favour  of  the 
annexation  was  the  best  reason  why  they 
should  be  against  it.  He  was  opposed 
to  all  these  Tory  annexations.    The  Go- 
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vornment  professed  to  have  shaken  off 
their  Jingo  policy.  Ho  believed  they 
\rore  Jingoes  still,  and  would  remain 
Jingoes  to  the  end  of  the  chapter.  He 
had  moved  the  adjournment  as  a  pro- 
test against  this  annexation.  He  be- 
lieved a  large  number  of  hon.  Members 
were  of  opinion  that  our  policy  in  South 
Africa  had  been  not  only  a  most  expen- 
sive one,  but  a  most  injurious  one  to  the 
honour  of  the  country.  We  were,  with- 
out exception,  the  greatest  robbers  and 
marauders  in  regard  to  these  annexa- 
tions that  had  ever  existed  upon  the  face 
of  the  globe.  If  Eussia  took  some  little 
territory  for  the  benefit  of  their  frontier 
we  said  it  was  scandalous  on  the  part  of 
Bussia.  We  were  worse  than  other 
countries,  because  we  were  hypocrites 
also,  for  we  plundered  and  always  pre- 
tended that  we  did  so  for  other  people's 
good.  Slave- owners  said  they  took 
slaves  from  Africa  for  their  benefit ;  but 
whether  this  annexation  proved  bene- 
ficial to  the  Zulus  or  not,  he  was  certain 
it  would  be  by  no  means  beneficial  to 
the  British  taxpayers,  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  they  ought  to  protest  from  the 
very  first  against  the  Government  re- 
commencing that  career  of  crime  and 
annexation  which  distinguished  them  in 
1878.  He  knew  that  in  protesting 
against  this  annexation  they  would  be 
told  that  they  were  obstructionists — 
[  Cries  of  "  Hear,  hear !  "]  He  thought 
so.  Hon.  Members  opposite  had  such 
confidence  in  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment as  to  allow  them  to  do  whatever 
they  pleased  without  let,  hindrance,  or 
explanation.  He  perfectly  understood 
their  desiro  to  coerce  Ireland,  but  Ire- 
land was  not  the  only  part  of  the  British 
Empire.  Hon.  Members  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side,  on  tlie  other  hand,  thought 
that  on  the  present  occasion  they  ought 
to  take  advantago  of  the  Bule  which 
allowed  them  to  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  House,  in  order  that  the  Minister 
might  give  some  clear  and  definite  ex- 
planation of  what  had  been  done. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(i/r.  Zabouchere.) 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  COLONIES  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
(Hampstead)  said,  he  would  in  the  first 
place  enter  a  protest,  which  the  hon. 
Member  evidently  expected  would  be 
entered,    and  which    he    (Sir    Henry 


Holland)  thought  might  most  justly  be 
entered  against  the  course  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  taken.  He  protested 
against  this  Motion  for  adjournment 
being  made  during  the  discussion  of  the 
Irish  Criminal  Procedure  Bill,  and  solely 
for  the  purpose  of  delaying  the  discus- 
sion on  that  Bill.  Entertaining  that  view, 
he  should  endeavour,  as  shortly  as  pos- 
sible, to  answer  the  argument  put  for- 
ward by  the  hon.  Member.  In  the  first 
Elace,  he  must  remark  that  when  the 
on.  Gentleman  said  this  matter  had 
been  sprung  upon  the  House,  he  must 
have  carefully  refrained  from  reading 
the  Blue  Book  which  was  presented  not 
long  ago,  and  in  which  the  question  of 
the  protection  of  Zululand  and  of  its 
annexation  was  raised  over  and  over 
again.  To  understand  this  question 
properly  it  was  necessary  to  go  back  to 
the  end  of  the  war  of  1879.  At  that 
time,  Zululand  came  imder  the  para- 
mount authority  of  Her  Majesty.  She 
might,  without  doubt,  have  exercised 
that  authority,  and  annexed  the  whole 
territory.  That  authority,  although 
not  fully  exercised  by  us,  had  always 
existed,  and  had  been  fully  recognized 
over  and  over  again  by  the  Zulus.  It 
was  recognized  when  we  parcelled  out 
Zululand  among  the  Chiefs,  and  again 
when  Cetewayo  was  restored.  The 
conditions  which  specified  that  para- 
mount authority  were  read  out  publicly 
when  Cetewayo  was  restored  to  his 
monarchy.  Cetewayo,  ill-advised  and 
ill- counselled,  broke  his  pledges  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  fought  Usibebu, 
wae  defeated  and  died.  His  son  Dini- 
zulu  and  the  Usutu  Chiefs  then,  in  1884, 
called  in  the  Boers  to  assist  them 
against  Usibebu,  and  by  the  agreement 
of  August,  1884,  the  Zulus  practically 
ceded  4,234  square  miles  of  country  to 
the  Boers,  being  a  larger  portion  of  land 
than  is  now  recognized  as  the  New  Re- 
public. Afterwards,  the  Chiefs  became 
alarmed  at  the  rapid  encroachment  of 
the  Boers,  which  threatened  their  entire 
absorption,  and  they  appealed  to  Her 
Majesty  as  the  paramount  authority  to 
defend  them.  He  would  not  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  by  reading  the 
passages,  but  would  refer  them  to  pag<  8 
74  and  92  of  [C.  4,645.]  There  were 
interviews  with  Sir  Arthur  Havelock  in 
March  and  May,  1886,  when  in  answer 
to  appeals  to  save  them  from  utter  ruin 
the  Chiefs  were  told  that  it  was  not  pos- 
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sible  to  withhold  recognition  of  the  New 
Republic,  but  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, although  it  was  impossible  to 
save  all,  or  nearly  all,  for  them,  would 
endeavour  to  save  as  much  they  could. 
They  then  expressed  their  thanks,  and 
said  that,  if  the  Government  would  take 
charge  of  them  they  would  be  taken  care 
of,  and  freed  from  their  troubles.  The 
New  Eepublic  was  recognized  by  Lord 
Granville  in  March,  1886,  and  Sir 
Arthur  Havelock  was  then  authorized 
to  negotiate  for  a  demarcation  of  bound- 
ary between  the  Republic  and  Eastern 
Zululand.  He  (Sir  Henry  Holland) 
found  no  fault  with  that  policy  of  the 
late  Government.  On  the  contrary,  he 
was  inclined  to  think  that  it  was  the  best 
policy  in  the  interest  of  the  Zulus. 
After  some  troublesome  negotiations 
and  troubles  an  agreement  was  signed  on 
22nd  October,  1886,  by  which  Commis- 
sioners were  to  be  appointed  to  settle  the 
Boundary.  The  Commission  was  com- 
posed of  English,  Boer,  and  Zulu  Com- 
missioners ;  but  the  latter  did  not  attend. 
His  presence  might  have  been  useful, 
but  it  was  clearly  not  indispensable,  as 
the  Zulus  had  placed  themselves  in  our 
hands.  The  demarcation  was  completed 
on  the  25th  of  January,  1887,  and  al- 
though there  was  no  doubt  that  some 
of  the  Zulu  Chiefs  had  protested  against 
the  boundary  agreed  upon  with  the 
Boers,  the  ground  of  their  protest  was 
cut  away  from  their  feet  by  the  fact 
that  they  had  themselves  invited  in  the 
Boers,  and  given  them  a  much  larger 
piece  of  territory  than  they  had  under 
this  agreement  and  demarcation;  and, 
also,  because  they  had  placed  them- 
selves unreservedly  in  the  hands  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  agreed 
to  abide  by  what  we  did  for  them. 
Nor  was  there,  in  truth,  any  ground  for 
complaint  or  protest.  British  Zululand 
will  contain  about  8,220  square  miles — 
the  Reserve  Territory  containing  about 
2,567  square  miles,  and  Eastern  Zulu- 
land  5,653  square  miles— and  this  is 
irrespective  of  the  St.  Lucia  Lake  dis- 
trict, about  680  square  miles.  The  area 
of  the  New  Republic  is  2,854  square 
miles,  not  much  more  than  one- fourth 
of  the  total  area.  Again,  by  the  agree- 
ment of  August,  1884,  the  Zulus  had 
practically  ceded  to  the  Boers  some 
4,234  square  miles,  and,  therefore,  the 
^fference  of  1,380  square  miles  had 
been  secured  to  the  Zulus  by  the  inter- 
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yention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
On  the  8th  February,  1887,  Mr.  Oabom 
informed  the  Zulus  that  protection, 
carrying  with  it  the  supreme  authority  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  was  to  bo 
extended  to  Eastern  Zululand,  ^'and 
Chiefs  and  people  therein."  The  ques- 
tion of  protecting  or  annexing  Zululand 
had  for  some  time  occupied  the  attention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  and  as 
far  back  as  September,  1886,  Mr.  Stan- 
hope had  informed  Sir  Arthur  Havelock 
that  the  question  of  a  general  protec- 
torate over  Zululand  was  reserved  for 
consideration,  and  called  upon  him  for 
his  views  on  the  proposal  contained  in 
his  recent  despatches  for  annexing  that 
country  to  Natal.  He  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  telegraphed  to  Sir  Arthur 
Havelock  on  the  12th  February  to  learn 
what  was  the  then  attitude  of  the  Zulus, 
and  whether  there  was  any  more  general 
favourable  feeling  towards  British  pro- 
tection. On  the  14th  he  received  a 
telegram  in  reply  stating  as  follows : — 

**  Views  as  to  general  favourable  feelings  of 
Zulos  strengthened  by  subsequent  information 
•received.  Cardew  recently  returned  from 
Zululand  expresses  opinion  that  people  are  pre- 
pared to  accept  British  Government.  Osbom 
says  only  obstacle  is  opposition  of  Ndabuko, 
other  Chiefs  do  not  offer  any  opposition  to ; 
thinks  that  majority,  inclusive  of  Umnyamana, 
will  gladly  accede.  People  will  be  specially 
glad  of  British  rule.'' 

And  again  on  the  14th  February  he 
received  another  telegram  containing 
the  following  words  : — 

**  Announcement  received  favourably  by 
Umnyamana,  who  promised  to  send  informa- 
tion to  all  headsmen  thereof.  Dinuzulu  and 
Undabuko  did  not  reply." 

Then  on  the  15th  he  received  another 
telegram,  which  showed  that  Dinuzulu, 
Undabuko,  and  other  Chiefs  had  given 
a  favourable  answer.  In  these  circum- 
stances he  approved  of  Mr.  Osborn's 
action,  but  that  approval  was  not  given 
until  it  appeared  from  those  best  quali- 
fied to  offer  an  opinion,  that  the  Chiefs 
and  people  assented  to  British  rule. 
The  only  point  that  then  remained  for 
the  decision  of  the  Government  was 
whether  we  should  exercise  sovereignty 
and  annex  Zululand  or  only  establish  a 
protectorate.  Both  Sir  Arthur  Havelock 
and  Mr.  Osborn  strongly  advocated  an- 
nexation, and  there  were  strong  and 
weighty  reasons  for  annexation  as 
against  a  protectorate.  Under  a  pro- 
tectorate Her  Majesty  had  no  power  o£ 
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legislation,  and  the  Govemment  had 
been  advised  that  she  could  not,  under 
the  Foreign  Jurisdiction  Acts,  1843  to 
1878 — which  define  Her  authority  in 
foreign  countries — obtain  legal  jurisdic- 
tion over  foreigners  without  the  consent 
of  their  Qovernments,  although  she 
might  establish  Courts  for  her  own 
subjects,  and,  if  so  conceded  by  the 
authorities  of  the  country,  over  persons 
actually  subject  to  Her  protection. 
Again,  in  a  protectorate  Her  Majesty 
could  not  issue  titles  to  land,  a  matter 
of  importance  in  Zululand,  where  in- 
dividual ownership  is  practically  un- 
known. These  difficulties  were  all  felt 
in  Bechuanaland.  There  we  began 
with  a  protectorate,  and  it  broke  down 
as  soon  as  ever  Europeans  of  different 
nationalities  came  into  the  country,  and 
like  difficulties  had  been  experienced  in 
governing  the  Reserve  as  a  protectorate. 
He  believed  the  Govemment  acted  wisely 
in  abandoning  a  protectorate  in  favour 
of  annexation.  The  situation,  from  a 
financial  point  of  view,  was  satisfactory. 
Ho  had  already  shown,  in  an  answer  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness,  that  the 
management  of  the  Eeserve  under  Sir 
Arthur  Havelock  had  been  most  suc- 
cessful; £1,500  out  of  £6,000  advanced 
out  of  the  Imperial  Treasury  had  been 
repaid,  and  Sir  Arthur  Havelock  had  a 
cash  balance  of  £6,736.  The  Revenue 
of  the  Reserve  for  the  current  year  was 
estimated  at  about  £11,980,  and  the  ex- 
penditure at  £9,748,  so  that  there  would 
be  a  balance  of  about  £2,200,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  Reserve  balance  of  £6,736. 
The  increase  in  the  cost  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  Zululand  was  calculated  at 
about  £6,000  a-year,  and  about  £5,000 
would  be  due  this  year.  Looking  to  the 
disturbed  state  of  the  country,  the 
struggles  through  which  the  Zulus  had 
been  going,  and  their  impoverished  con- 
dition, it  had  not  been  thought  wise  to 
levy  a  Native  Hut  Tax  this  year.  It 
was  proposed  to  take  £5,000  from  the 
balance  of  the  Reserve  and  apply  it  to 
the  purposes  of  the  Govemment.  It 
was  calculated  that  in  future  years  Hut 
Taxes,  licenses,  and  imposts,  such  as 
wore  levied  in  the  Reserve,  would  cover 
the  expenses  of  administration.  He 
felt  that  he  had  not  done  justice  to  the 
case,  because  he  thought  the  quebtion 
ought  not  to  have  been  brought  on  now, 
and  he  had,  therefore,  contented  himself 
withsimplystatingtheTiewofthoGovern- 


ment  and  the  grounds  for  their  decision. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  been 
throughout  actuated  by  a  desire  to  do  the 
best  for  the  Zulus,  and  to  maintain  not 
only  their  liberty,  but  as  large  a  part  as 
possible  of  their  territory.  The  task  had 
been  full  of  difficulty,  and  he  could  not 
close  his  remarks  without  bearing  testi- 
mony to  the  zeal,  ability,  and  judgment 
displayed  by  Sir  Arthur  Havelock  and 
Mr.  Osbom  in  dealing  with  these  difficult 
questions. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &o.)  said,  he  entirely  agreed  with 
the  action  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.Labouchere)in  bring- 
ing this  matter  forward,  and  in  his 
statement  of  facts,  but  he  did  not  agree 
with  the  conclusion  at  which  he  had 
arrived.  If  we  had  to  begin  all  over 
again  it  would  be  better  to  have  nothing 
to  do  with  Zululand.  We  committed  a 
blunder  and  a  crime  in  taking  Zululand, 
But  we  had  done  these  unfortunate  per- 
sons so  much  injury  that  we  were  bound 
to  do  something  for  them.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  had  greatly 
exaggerated  the  geographical  aspect  of 
the  question.  The  whole  of  Zululand  was 
only  about  one-quarter  of  the  area 
of  Ireland.  Whatever  happened,  he 
earnestly  hoped  that  the  country  would 
not  be  treated  like  Basutoland,  and 
handed  over  to  Natal.  The  Zulus  had  a 
great  deal  to  complain  of  in  our  having 
allowed  the  Boers  to  take  part  of  their 
territory.  The  Boers  were  called  in  by 
discontented  Zulus  because  they  wanted 
to  get  possession  of  lands  which  did  not 
belong  to  them.  Having  done  them  this 
wrong,  it  was  the  more  incumbent  on  us 
not  to  hand  the  Zulus  over  to  the  ten- 
der mercies  of  the  oligarchy  in  Natal. 
He  would  approve  of  the  action  of  the 
Govemment  if  it  would  lead  to  a  bond 
fide  protectorate  of  the  natives ;  but 
what  he  feared  and  apprehended  was 
that  the  country  would  at  a  later  period 
be  handed  over  to  Natal,  which  would 
be  a  most  objectionable  step,  and  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  contemplated  as 
possible  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies.  He 
again  said,  that  if  the  Government  would 
give  them  some  pledge  that  they  meant 
to  administer  this  territory,  and  not  leave 
it  to  a  few  Europeans  in  South  Africa, 
then  he  thought  the  right  thing  had 
been  done.  If  not,  he  believed  an  in- 
justice would  be  done. 
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Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire, E.)  said,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  had  not  adopted  a 
very  convenient  mode  of  bringing  that 
important  question  before  the  House ; 
but,  seeing  how  few  opportunities  the 
Session  presented  for  doing  so,  he  (Mr. 
Osborne  Morgan)  could  hardly  blame 
him  for  the  course  he  had  taken.  As  he 
had  been  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colony  while  the  negotiations  which 
culminated  in  this  settlement  were 
going  on,  he  should  be  glad  to  be 
allowed  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
subject.  It  was  but  fair  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry  Holland)  to 
say  that  he  had  to  make  the  best  of  a 
bad  business.  They  must  bear  in  mind 
that  the  Zulus,  though  a  very  brave 
people  by  nature,  and  once  possessed  of 
a  splendid  military  organization,  had 
like  most  semi- savage  nations,  utterly 
collapsed  when  conquered.  They  had 
lost  not  only  their  spirit  of  independence 
and  self-reliance,  but  their  very  sense 
of  nationality.  He  referred  shortly  to 
the  events  which  had  followed  on  the 
Zulu  War,  to  which  all  the  evib  of  the 
country  were  to  be  traced,  and  especi- 
ally to  the  agreement  of  August,  1884, 
under  which  the  Zulu  Chiefs  had  prac- 
tically ceded  to  the  Boers  nearly  the 
whole  of  their  territory.  The  existence 
of  that  agreement  made  it  impossible  for 
Lord  Granville — whose  views  would  be 
found  expressed  in  the  despatch  of  March 
1 1, 1885 — altogether  to  ignore  the  claims 
of  the  Boers.  The  present  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  had,  in  fact,  taken 
up  the  negotiations  for  a  settlement  of 
the  question  ^^here  the  late  Government 
left  them,  and  after  listening  attentively 
to  the  explanation  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  he  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan) 
could  not  say  that  his  statement  was  un- 
satisfactory. The  settlement  was,  on  the 
whole,  more  favourable  to  the  Zulus 
than  had  been  anticipated ;  nor  could  it 
be  said  that  it  had  been  sprung  upon 
them.  He  was  as  much  opposed  to  an- 
nexation as  anyone ;  but,  unfortunately, 
we  had  got  ourselves  so  entangled  in 
this  matter  that  we  must  either  throw 
the  Zulus  over  entirely,  in  which  case 
they  would  be  *  *  eaten  up  "  by  the  Boers — 
who  were  a  most  voracious  race — or  we 
must  take  them  in  some  way  or  other 
under  our  charge.  Of  the  two,  he  pre- 
ferred an  annexation  to  a  protectorate, 


which  meant  responsibility  without  con- 
trol. The  really  important  question 
was  would  this  arrangement  last  ?  He 
was  not  afraid  of  the  Zulus,  who  were 
utterly  broken  and  dispirited ;  but  he 
did  fear  the  Boers,  and  he  could  only 
approve  the  settlement  upon  the  under- 
standing that  every  care  would  be  taken 
to  secure  their  loyal  and  scrupulous  ob- 
servance of  the  Treaty. 

Dr.  Clark  and  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 
rose  at  the  same  time  to  address  the 
House 

Mr.  speaker  called  upon  Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  claim.  Sir,  to 
move  that  the  Question  be  now  put. 
[Loud  cries  of  assent  and  dissent.] 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
Question  is  that  the  Question  be  now 
put. 

Question  put  accordingly,  **  That  tbe 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  278  ;  Noes 
156:  Majority  122. 

AYES. 


Agg-Gardner,  J.  T. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Allsopp,  hon.  G. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  Colonel  H. 

H.  L. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Atkinson,  H.  J. 
Baden-Powell,  G.  S. 
Baggallajr,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Banes,  Major  G.  E. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beckett,  E.  W. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  G. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  C. 
Bethell,     Commander 

G.R. 
Bickford-Smith,  W. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,    Colont^l  H. 

B.H. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 


Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Brooks,  Sir  W.  C. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Burdett-CoutU,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Campbell.  R.  F.  F. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  .1. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  II . 
Charrington,  8. 
Churchill,  rt.  hn.  Lord 

R.  H.  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Cochrane- Baillie,  hon. 

C.  W.  A.  N. 
Coddington,  "W. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  C.  R. 
CommereU,  Adml.  Sir 

J.  E. 
Compton,  F. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cozens- HfU'dy,  H.  H. 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Crossiey,  E. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  Q. 
Currie,  Sir  D . 
Curzon,  Viscount 
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Curzon,  hon.  Q.  N. 
Dalryinple,  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Dugdale,  J.  S. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Dancombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Kbrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  0. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Elliot,  hon.  H,  F.  H. 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Evelyn,  \V.  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
FeUden,  Lt.-Gen.  R.  J. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  W. 

J.  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
For  wood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gaakell,  C.  G.  Milnes- 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

J.S. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Gibson,  J.  G. 
Giles,  A. 
GiUiat,  J.  S. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Goschen,  rt.  hn.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Greene,  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
HaU,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamley,  Gen.  Sir  E. 

B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hardcastlfiy  E. 
Hardcaatley  F. 


Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Havelock  -  Allan,  Sir 

H.  M. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  right  hon.  E. 
Herbert,  hon,  S. 
Hill,  right  hon.  liord 

A.  W. 
HiU,  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Holland,     right    hon. 

Sir  H.  T. 
Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howard,  J.  M. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hughes  -  Hallett,  Col. 

F.  C. 
Hulse,  E.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kenrick,  W. 
Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kenvon  -  Slaney,  Col. 

Ker,*R.  W.  B. 

Kerans,  F.  H. 

Kimber,  H. 

King,  H.  S. 

King  -  Harman,   right 

hon.  Colonel  E.  R. 
Knatchbull  -Hugessen, 

H.  T. 
Knowles,  L. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lea,  T. 

Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Loiffhton,  S. 
Lethbridge,  Sir  R. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  M. 

Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lymington,  Viscount 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
M*Garel.Hogg,  Sir  J- 

M. 
M'Xjagan,  P. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 


March,  Earl  of 
Marriott,  rt.  hn.  W.  T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  K. 

Story- 
Matthews,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  C. 
Milvain,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Morrison,  W. 
Mowbray,  right  hon. 

Sir  J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  0. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 

Northcote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'NeiU.  hon.  R.  T. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  W. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T, 
Pitt- Lewis,  G. 
Plunket,  right  hon.  D. 

R. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Richardson,  T. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hn.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  W.  T. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Round,  J. 
RusseU,  T.  W. 
St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Salt,  T. 
Solater-Booth,  rt.  hn. 

G. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 


Solwin  -  Ibbetson,    rt. 

hon.  Sir  H.  J. 
Selwyn,  Captain  C.  W. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Shaw-Stewart,  M.  H. 
Shiricy,  W.  S. 
Sidebotham,  J.  "W. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H, 
Smith,  A. 
Spencer,  J.  £. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorburn,  W. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Verdin,  R. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Wharton,  J.  L, 
Whitley,  E. 
Williams,  J.  PoweU- 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wood  N. 

Wortley,  0.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yerburgh,  R.  A. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TBLLBRB. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 
Abraham,  W.   (Lime- 
rick, W.) 
Anderson,  C.  H. 
Atherley-Jones,  L* 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Barbour,  W.  B. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Barran,  J. 
Barry,  J. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Blake,  T. 
Blane,  A. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Bradlaugh,  C. 
Bright,  Jacob 
Bright,  W.  L. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brown,  A.  L. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Buchanan,  T.  R. 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
BymOi  G.  M. 


Cameron,  J.  M. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channlng,  F.  A; 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Cobb.  H.  P. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M. 
Conyboare,  C.  A.  V. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cossham,  H. 
Cox,  J.  R. 
Craig,  J. 
Crawford,  W. 
Gremer,  W.  R. 
Crilly,  D. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dodds,  J. 
EUis,  J.  E. 
Ellis,  T.  E. 
Esmonde,  SirT.  H.  G. 
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Esslemont,  P.  Palmer,  Sir  C.  M. 

Farqabarson,  Dr.  H.  Paulton,  J.  M. 

Finuoane,  J.  Pease,  Sir  J.  W. 

Plynn,  J.  C.  Pickersgill,  E.  H. 

Foley,  P.  J.  Picton,  J.  A. 

Fox,  Dr.  J.  F.  Pinkerton,  J. 

Fuller,  G.  P.  PoweU,  W.  R.  H. 

Gardner,  H.  Power,  P.  J. 

Gilhooly,  J.  Power,  R. 

Gill,  H.  J.  Price,  T.  P. 

Graham,  R.  C.  Priestley,  B. 

Gully,  W.  C.  Pyne,  J.  D. 

Harrington,  E.  Rathbone,  W. 

Harris,  M.  Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 

Hayden,  L.  P.  Reed.  Sir  E.  J. 

Healv,  M.  Richard,  H. 

Healy,  T.  M.  Roberts,  J. 

Holden,  I.  Robertson,  E. 

Hooper,  J.  Roe,  T. 

Howell,  G.  Rowlands,  J. 

Hunter,  W.  A .  Rowlands,  W.  B. 

lUingworth,  A.  Rowntree,  J. 

Jacoby,  J.  A.  Schwann,  C.  E. 

James,  C.  H.  Sexton,  T. 

Joicey,  J.  Shaw,  T. 

J  ordan,  J.  Sheehan,  J.  D. 

Kennedy,  E.  J.  Sheehy,  D. 

Kenny,  C.  S.  Sheil,  E. 

Kenny,  J.  E.  Stack,  J. 

Kenny,  M.  J.  Stevenson,  F.  S. 

Ijacaita,  G.  C.  Storey,  S. 

Lalor,  R.  Stuart,  J. 

Jjawson,  Sir  W.  Sullivan,  D. 

Leahy,  J.  Sullivan,  T.  D. 

Lewis,  T.  P.  Summers,  W. 

Macdonald,  W.  A.  Swinburne,  Sir  J. 

M 'Arthur,  A.  Thomas,  A. 

M*Cartan,  M.  Tuite,  J. 

McDonald,  P.  Vivian,  Sir  H.  H. 

M'Donald,  Dr.  R.  Wallace,  R. 

M'Ewan,  W.  Wardle,  H. 

M'Kenna,  Sir  J.  N.  Warmington,  0.  M. 

M'Laren,  W.  S.  B.  WUl,  J.  S. 

Marum,  E.  M.  Williams,  A.  J. 

Montagu,  S.  Williamson,  J. 

Morgan,  O.  Y.  Williamson,  S. 

Kolan,  Colonel  J.  P.  Wilson,  H.  J. 

Nolan,  J.  Wilson,  I. 

O'Brien,  J.  F.  X.  Winterbotham,  A.  B. 

O'Brien,  P.  Woodall,  W. 

O'Brien,  P.  J.  Wright,  0. 

(J' Connor,  A.  Yeo,  F.  A. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Tippry.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P.  tellers. 

O'Hanlon,  T.  Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 

O'Hea,  P.  Labouchere,  H. 
O'Kelly,  J. 

Question  put,  ''That  this  House  do 
now  adjourn." 

The  House  divided: — Ayos  142 ;  Noes 
280:  Majority  138.— (Div.  List,  No. 
158.) 

Db.  GLAEE  (Oaithness):  I  beg  to 
give  Notice,  Sir,  that  on  as  early  an 
opportunity  as  possible  I  will  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  your  action  and 
the  action  of  the  Leader  of  the  House  in 
proposing  the  closure  on  this  occasion, 
and  move  a  Besolution. 


ORDERS   OF  T:1E  DAY. 

CRIMINAL   LAW    AMENDMENT     (IRE- 
LAND)  BILL.— [Bill  217.] 

{Mr,  Arthur  Balfour ^  Mr.  Secretary  Maithewt^ 
Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.) 

OOMMITTEB.     \_Progreis  \%th  May."] 
Ltbnth  night.  I 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

SUMMAEY  JUBISDIOTION. 

Clause  2  (Extension  of  summary  juris- 
diction). 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
have  to  move  as  an  Amendment  after 
the  word  ''shall,"  in  the  first  line  of  the 
sub-section,  the  words  "wilfully  and 
knowingly."  I  am  compelled  to  move 
this  Amendment  owing  to  the  peculiar 
form  in  which  the  Government  have 
worded  their  clause.  They  appear  de* 
sirous  of  creating  new  crimes  which  have 
never  before  been  heard  of.  We  know 
very  well  what  the  crime  of  conspiracy 
is,  and  in  the  enactments  dealing  with 
that  crime  the  offence  has  been  speoifi- 
cally  named.  But  for  tho  purposes  of 
this  Act  the  Government  describe  the 
offence  not  as  *' conspiracy,"  but  as  taking 
part  in  any  criminal  conspiracy.  The 
point  I  wish  to  make  is — that  no  man 
can  criminally  conspire  without  being 
guilty  of  conspiracy,  but  that  any  man 
may  innocently  take  part  in  a  criminal 
conspiracy,  and  it  is  to  protect  a  person 
in  that  position,  who  may  be  affected  by 
the  peculiar  phraseology  of  the  clause, 
that  I  move  this  Amendment.  I  do  not 
know  what  attitude  the  Government  may 
be  disposed  to  assume  towards  it ;  but  I 
presume  they  are  not  anxious  to  commit 
anybody  under  the  clause  unless  he  has 
been  guilty  of  some  offence.    If  a  man 

Participates  in  a  criminal  conspiracy,  no 
oubt  he  ought  to  be  punished;  but 
there  are  a  number  of  acts  which  a  man 
may  do  innocently,  but  which  would, 
nevertheless,  make  him  liable  under  this 
clause.  For  instance,  let  me  suppose 
that  one  of  the  overt  acts  of  conspiracy 
was  the  holding  of  a  meeting,  and  that 
the  conveners  of  the  meeting  employed 
a  bill-poster  who  was  utterly  innocent, 
who  did  not  know  what  the  meeting  was 
called  for,  and  who  might  even  be  unable 
to  read  the  placard.    As  the  Bill  stands, 
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the  posting  of  the  placard  convening  the 
meeting  may  be  held  to  be  an  overt  act 
of  conspiracy,  and  the  bill-poster  would 
have  rendered  himself  liable  to  punish- 
ment under  the  peculiar  phraseology  of 
this  section,  which  punishes  a  man  not 
for  conspiring,  but  for  taking  part  know- 
ingly or  not  in  a  criminal  conspiracy.  I 
trust  the  Government  will  see  that,  as 
the  clause  is  drawn  at  present,  there  is  a 
distinct  difficulty  which  ought  to  be  re- 
moved in  some  way  or  other. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
17,  after  the  word  *'  shall,''  to  insert  the 
words  "  wilfully  and  knowingly." — {Mr. 
Maurice  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  Uiere  inserted." 

The  CHIEF  SECEETARY  FOB  lEE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manches- 
ter, E.):  As  far  as  I  understand  the 
words  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member, 
they  would  neither  add  clearness  to  the 
wording  of  the  Bill,  nor  improve  its 
substance.  In  those  circumstances,  and 
according  to  the  canon  I  laid  down 
yesterday,  it  is  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  accept  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALT :  I  protest 
against  this  mode  of  dealing  with  an 
Amendment  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  will  not  even  conde- 
scend to  give  us  his  reasons  for  refusing 
the  Amendment.  We  have  seen  some 
strange  proceedings  already  this  even- 
ing; but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
presuming  a  little  too  far.  I  ask,  and  I 
ask  respectfully,  that  we  shall  have  some' 
reasons  given  to  us  for  any  decisloii  the 
Government  come  to.  We^ciannot  be 
expected  to  be  content  with  the  simple 
declaration  of  a  Mini^t^that  he  will 
not  accept  the  Ameo^tments  we  put  for- 
ward. I  protesta^inst  the  attitude  the 
right  hon.  Q^j(fieman  has  assumed, 
and  I  ask  him^Q  observe  the  ordinary 
courtesy  ^^jgiving  the  reasons  of  the 
Governmenf^Qr  not  accepting  an  Amend- 
ment.        f 

Mr.  Ad  J,  BALFOUR :  I  meant  no 
discourt^y^  and  with  due  respect  to  the 
hon.  lumber,  I  did  give  a  reason.  I 
said  tl^  reason  why  we  refuse  the 
Amen^ont  is  that  according  as  I  read 
the  wq^ds  they  neither  make  the  Bill 
dearetnor  in  any  way  better. 

Mr-T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Does  tie  right  hon.  Gentleman  think  he 
haa  ad^ed  to  his  former  statement  ? 


Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  No ;  I  do 
not. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY.:  Then,  if  he  has 
added  nothing  to  his  former  statement, 
he  has  been  wasting  the  time  of  the 
Committee.  There  is  such  a  thing  as 
tedious  and  irrelevant  repetition,  Mr. 
Courtney,  and  when  that  is  committed 
by  a  Minister  it  becomes  specially  offen- 
sive. I  will  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man this — that  if  the  Government  sup- 
pose they  will  shorten  the  discussion  by 
giving  such  answers,  they  are  greatly 
mistaken.  A  reply  by  the  Government 
having  been  refused,  I  beg  to  move,  Mr. 
Courtney,  that  you  do  report  Progress 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr, 
T.  M,  Mealy.) 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  114; 
Noes  253 :  Majority  139.— (Div.  List, 
No.  159.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  maintain  that 
the  Government  ought  to  provide  some 
safeguard  for  innocent  persons,  and  not 
leave  the  matter  to  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates. Language  so  vague  as  Uiis 
section,  as  it  now  stands,  has  never  been 
employed  in  an  Act  of  Parliament.  The 
terms  of  the  Amendment,  however,  are 
the  common  phraseology  of  an  Act  of 
Pairlfament,  so  that  the  Irish  Chief 
Secretary  is  altogether  mistaken  when  he 
says  that  the  Amendment  will  not  im- 
prove the  clause.  It  improves  it  in  a 
most  distinct  manner.  Take  the  case  of 
a  carman,  who  has  driven  persons  to  a 
meeting.  The  persons  who  are  on  the 
car  may  be  attending  the  meeting  for 
the  purpose  of  taking  part  in  a  so-called 
criminal  conspiracy,  which  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  proclaimed.  An  election 
may  be  going  on,  or  it  may  be  a  National 
League  meeting  that  is  about  to  be  held ; 
but  the  carman  will  have  taken  these 
men  on  his  car  quite  innocently.  Never- 
theless, under  this  clause,  he  may  be 
proceeded  against  for  having  taken  part 
in  a  criminal  conspiracy.  Then,  again, 
take  the  case  of  a  man  who  has  addressed 
envelopes.  There  may  be  to-morrow, 
in  the  City  of  London,  men  addressing 
envelopes  by  the  thousand,  but  the  con- 
tents of  the  letters  enclosed  in  such 
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envelopes  may  be  altogetlier  unknown 
to  those  who  address  them,  and  yet  the 
mere  fact  of  addressing  them  may  in- 
volve a  criminal  conspiracy.  In  this 
case  wo  throw  the  burden  of  proof  on 
the  individual.  If  this  were  an  English 
Bill,  it  would  be  said  that  this  is  a  very 
grave  and  important  matter,  and  that  a 
conspirator  so-called  should  act  with 
knowledge.  The  Bill  does  not  say  that 
any  criminal  conspirator  should  be 
punished,  nor  does  it  deal  with  a  con- 
spiracy ;  but  it  uses  a  much  wider  net, 
and  says  that  **  any  person  who  takes 
part  in  a  criminal  conspiracy  "—a  vague 
term,  never  used  hitherto  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament — shall  be  punishable  under 
the  clause.  We  are,  therefore,  driven  to 
ask  that  it  shall  be  **  any  person  who 
knowingly  takes  part  in  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy." We  think  the  Grovernment 
are  bound  to  employ  some  saving  phrase 
in  the  case  of  these  men.  The  Chief 
Secretary  refuses  even  to  put  in  the 
words  **  criminally  conspires,"  which 
would  be  a  sufficient  safeguard,  because 
even  the  most  far-reaching  Besident 
Magistrate  would  not  be  able  to  say  that 
the  mere  fact  of  driving  a  man  upon  a 
car  was  proof  that  the  carman  had 
criminally  conspired.  Let  me  give,  as 
an  illustration,  what  actually  did  take 
place  in  the  County  of  Kerry  a  short 
time  ago.  A  carman  was  unfortunately 
engaged  to  drive  some  men  who  were 
drunk,  or  rather,  he  gUve  them  what  is 
called  a  '*  lift."  One  of  them  fifed  off  a 
revolver  for  mere  swagger — a  practice 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Johnston)  is,  no  doubt,  very 
familiar  with  in  the  region  he  repre- 
sents. The  police  not  only  arrested  the 
unfortunate  driver  of  the  car,  but  kept 
him  in  gaol  for  four  months,  when  a 
nolle  prosequi  was  entered,  and  the  case 
was  laughed  out  of  Court.  There  was 
no  pretence  for  saying  that  the  car  driver 
had  anything  to  do  with  the  transaction; 
yet  he  was  detained  in  prison  for  four 
months,  without  bail,  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  having  refused  bail 
simply  because  he  happened  to  be 
driving  a  man  on  a  car  who  committed 
an  indiscreet  act.  I  wish  the  Committee 
to  bear  in  mind  that  this  was  done  under 
the  ordinary  law,  which  is  not  nearly  so 
harsh  as  the  provisions  of  the  present 
Bill.  We  have  no  desire  that  persons 
who  are  guilty  should  not  be  brought 
within  the  meshes  of  the  law ;  but  we 

Mr,  T.  M.  Ueahj 


remember  the  old  prov.rb,  "That  it  is 
better  that  ninety-nine  guilty  men  should 
escape  than  that  one  innocent  man 
should  suffer."  The  very  reverse  of  that 
proposition  is  provided  in  this  sub- 
section. It  says  virtually  that  ten  men 
may  be  guilty  of  a  criminal  conspiracy, 
and  1,000  may  take  part  in  it  innocently, 
but  that  all  ought  to  suffer  alike.  I 
have  pointed  out  that  in  this  case  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  refused  bail,  and 
yet  in  the  end  the  case  was  never  brought 
to  trial  at  all,  but  a  nolle  prosequi  was 
taken.  When  you  were  discussing  the 
English  Law  as  it  affects  English  Trades 
Unions,  and  persons  who  may  conspire 
together  in  that  way,  you  took  very  good 
care  to  provide  that  those  who  were  to 
be  punished  should  have  taken  part 
wilfully  and  knowingly  in  the  con« 
spiracy. 

Mr.   O'DOHERTY    (Donegal,   N.) : 
The  words  which  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Maurice  Healy)  proposes  to  insert  very 
frequently  occur  in  Acts  of  Parliament 
which  deal  with  crime.     I  think   this 
clause  undoubtedly  requires  it  to    be 
specified  that  before  a  person  can   be 
punished  for  taking  part  in  a  criminal 
conspiracy,     he     should    wilfully    and 
knowingly  have  participated  in  it.     In 
offences  proceeded    against    under  the 
Excise  Acts,  it  is  always  necessary  to 
prove  that  the  offender  wilfully    and 
knowingly  broke  the  law,  before   any 
penalties  can  be  recovered,  and  in  that 
case  proof  is  exceedingly  difficult,  be- 
cause questions   of  law  and  fact    are 
inextricably    mixed    up.     The   highest 
lawy^TS^have  held  that  persons   may 
take  pari^n  a  conspiracy,  and  yet  be 
perfectly  inn\a^t  of  conspiring.     How, 
then,  is  an  InsfeyPQasant  to  determine 
for  himself  whether^iiy  combination  he 
may  enter  into  is  to  ©praised  up  to  the 
standard  of  a  conspirac^^r  not  ?    Surely 
that  would  depend  on  hik  knowledge  of 
the  facts  and  the  means  tov>0  employed, 
together  with  an  accurate  H&owledge  of 
the  object  to  be  attained.    Y^®  means 
might  be  the  means  of  rendeiipfi^  ^  com- 
bination criminal,  or  the  object  to  be 
attained  might  import  criminality  into 
it.    Under  those  circumstances,  *^hether 
the  Government  accept  the  wo^s  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member,  or  thV©  words 
which  appear  on  the  Paper  lowef  down, 
'*  knowing  the  same  to  be  crimfi^al,"  I 
maintain  that  the  clause  should  ^^^  ^o 
allowed  to  stand  as  it  does,    X  cannot 
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see  that  the  acceptanoe  of  the  Amend- 
ment, in  drawing  aidistinotion  between 
what  is  criminal  and  what  is  not  criminal, 
can  in  any  way  injure  the  efBciency  of 
the  Bill.  Certainly  some  words  of  this 
kind  are  needed  in  order  to  protect  an 
innocent  person.  Men  may  enter  into  a 
conspiracy  to  secure  what  they  believe 
to  be  a  laudable  object ;  but  means  may 
be  resorted  to  aftor.ward8  which  may 
render  the  conspiracy  criminal,  but 
which  were  totally  unknown  to  these 
men  at  the  time  they  joined  it.  I  think 
it  ought  to  be  made  perfectly  plain  to 
the  Besident  Magistrate  that  the  person 
brought  before  him  knew  that  the  con- 
spiracy in  which  he  had  been  engaged 
was  criminal,  and  this  Amendment  would 
enable  even  a  Eesident  Magistrate  to 
discriminate  between  an  innocent  and  a 
criminal  conspiracy.  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee will  do  well  to  press  on  the  Go- 
vernment the  nocesdity  of  importing 
some  words  into  the  clause — I  do  not 
say  the  exact  words  proposed  here — so 
that  persons  who  may  enter  into  com- 
binations quite  as  innocent  as  trade 
combinations,  may  not  find  themselves 
afterwards  within  the  meshes  of   the 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  In  framing  the  Bill  the 
Government  have  put  in  words  where 
they  ought  not  to  be,  and  have  loft  them 
out  where  they  ought  to  be.  If  they  will 
look  at  Sub-section  2,  they  will  find  the 
words  are — 

"  Any  person  who  shall  wrongfully  and 
without  legal  authority  uso  violcncd  or  intimi- 
dation ;  ** 

and  further  on — 

**  To  cause  any  person  or  persons  either  to  do 
any  act  which  such  person  or  persons  has  or 
have  a  legal  right  to  abstain  from  doing,  or 
to  abstain  from  doing  any  act  which  such 
person  or  persons  has  or  have  a  legal  right  to 
do  ;  or  to  or  towards  any  person  or  persons  in 
consequence  either  of  his  or  their  having  done 
any  act  which  he  or  they  had  a  legal  right 
to  do,  or  of  his  or  tlioir  having  abstained 
from  doing  any  act  which  he  or  they  had  a  legal 
right  to  abstain  from  doing.*' 

Now,  if  a  person  has  a  legal  right  to 
abstain  from  doing  an  act,  no  person 
has  a  legal  right  to  compel  him  to  do  it. 
Therefore,  the  words  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  case  are  altogether  super- 
fiuous.  What  we  require  in  the  clause 
is  protection  for  those  who  have  no  in- 
tention or  desire  to  break  the  law.  Wo 
know  that  any  person  who  takes  part  in 

VOL.  CCCXV.     [thibp  series.] 


a  riotous  assembly,  for  instance,  is  re* 
sponsible  for  the  acts  committed  by  any 
individual  in  that  assembly;  but,  in  that 
case,  the  person  taking  part  must  do  bo 
knowingly;  because  the  Eiot  Act  will 
have  been  read  first  as  a  warning.  I 
do  not  know  the  legal  meaning  to  be 
attached  to  these  words ;  but,  to  my 
mind,  it  seems  to  be  a  plain,  common- 
sense  matter,  to  provide  that  no  man 
shall  be  punished  for  anything  he  has 
not  wilfully  or  knowingly  done.  For 
instance,  the  man  may  not  have  tho- 
roughly imderstood  the  full  extent  of 
his  act  when  he  entered  into  the  so-called 
conspiracy ;  he  may  have  been  merely 
performing  a  perfunctory  part  in  con- 
nection with  such  conspiracy,  such  as 
writing  letters,  or  driving  a  man  to  a 
meeting.  I  think  the  Government  ought 
not  to  punish  such  persons.  If  they  in 
tend  to  do  so,  they  ought  at  least  to  get 
up  and  tell  us  what  their  object  is. 
From  their  present  silence  we  can  only 
conclude  that  they  intend  to  make  an 
indiscriminate  use  of  the  Act  in  regard 
to  the  innocent  and  the  guilty  alike. 

Mb.  COLERIDGE  (Sheffield,  Atter- 
clifife) :  I  think  we  ought  to  have  from 
the  Government  an  indication  of  what 
they  mean  by  the  words  "who  shall 
take  part  in  any  criminal  conspiracy." 
Do  the  Government  mean,  or  not,  that 
it  shall  be  the  same  as  if  it  read  "any 
person  who  shall  conspire?"  If  so, 
those  words  are  much  higher,  very  much 
more  simple,  and  very  much  more  clear 
to  the  unlearned  understanding.  If  the 
words  do  mean  "any  person  who  shall 
conspire  to  compel  or  induce  any  person 
or  persons  either  not  to  fulfil  his  or  their 
obligations,''  &c.,  let  them  say  so,  and  put 
the  language  as  briefly  and  plainly  as  they 
can.  But  if  they  mean  something  more, 
and  wish  to  bring  within  the  meshes  of 
this  clause  something  above  and  beyond 
criminal  conspiracy  by  introducing  words 
which  seem  to  be  much  wider  than  the 
mere  inclusions  of  persons  who  are  con- 
spiring— namely,  "  persons  who  shall 
take  part  in  any  criminal  conspiracy,''  I 
think  the  Government  should  tell  us 
why  they  use  these  words,  and  what 
their  object  is.  If  their  object  is  to 
bring  persons  within  the  meshes  of  the 
Criminal  Law,  who  are  naturally  not 
conspirators  themselves,  then  I  ask  them 
to  say  what  sort  of  persons  they  mean  to 
get  at.  I  am  sure  any  lawyer  would  say 
that  the  addition  of  the  words  "  wilfully 
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or  knowingly,"  to  the  word  "conspire  " 
would  be  surplusage ;  but  if  they  were 
surplusage,  they  would  do  no  harm.  It 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  proyisions 
of  this  measure  are  not  to  be  interpreted 
by  lawyers,  but  that  the  Act  is  to  be 
administered  by  persons  who  are  not 
lawyers  primd  fac%$^  and  have  not  had 
experience  in  construing  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment. I  think  the  (Government  may 
reasonably  eay,  whether  or  not  they 
mean  in  this  first  sub-section  "  any  per- 
son who  shall  conspire "  or  something 
further  and  beyond  that,  and  if  so,  what 
is  it  they  mean  by  the  words  **  any  per- 
son who  shall  take  part  in  a  criminal 
conspiracy." 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  I  do 
not  think  that  these  three  words  *'  wil- 
fully and  knowingly,"  are  by  any  means 
surplusage,  but  they  point  out  very 
clearly  what  the  meaning  of  the  pro- 
vision is.  Undoubtedly,  there  are  in 
conspiracies  acts  which  may  be  done 
without  being  punishable  as  criminal 
A  and  B  may  conspire  together  to 
do  a  certain  thing  which,  if  done  by  A 
separately,  or  by  B  separately  would  be 
perfectly  lawful,  and  which  only  becomes 
a  conspiracy  when  it  is  done  by  two  or 
more  persons.  The  offence  is  in  the 
agpreement,  and  not  in  the  act.  The 
Oovemment  propose  to  take  a  number 
of  acts  which  are  in  themselves  innocent, 
and  make  them  crimes.  In  point  of 
fact,  they  are  making  a  new  crime  of 
certain  things  which  are  perfectly  inno- 
cent as  the  law  now  stands,  and  at  least 
they  ought  to  insert  words  in  the  clause 
to  require  that  an  Act  which  is  now 
innocent  shall,  if  it  is  to  be  made  criminal, 
have  been  done  *  *  wilfully  and  knowingly. ' ' 
The  magistrate  should  have  power  to 
say — '^  This  is  an  act  which  in  itself  is  a 
perfectly  innocent  act,  and  it  is  desirable 
that  I  should  have  evidence  that  the 
person  who  did  it  did  it  knowingly  and 
wilfully  in  furtherance  of  a  conspiracy. 
Unless  that  is  proved,  I  do  not  see  how 
I  am  to  commit  him."  I  know  the  Go- 
vernment do  not  intend  that,  but  that 
they  wish  to  catch  any  person  who  takes 
part  in  any  conspiracy.  Let  me  put  a 
case  which  may  be  considered  far- 
fetched, but  which  is  perfectly  possible. 
I  remember  a  case  in  which  a  Itesident 
Magistrate  sent  a  boy  of  12  to  gaol  for  a 
month,  because  he  whistled  at  a  police- 
man in  Limerick.  Suppose  a  cabman 
drives  Mr.    William    O'Brien  from   a 
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railway  station  on  the  Great  Western 
Railway  in  Ireland,  is  it  to  be  held  that 
that  cabman  has  taken  part  in  any  conspi- 
racy in  which  Mr.  William  O'Brien  may 
have  been  engaged  ?  [Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  : 
Or  the  engine  driver.]  Yes,  or  the 
engine  driver.  If  you  add  these  words 
**  wilfully  and  knowingly"  the  person 
accused  would  be  able  to  say — **  I  did 
not  know  that  Mr.  William  O'Brien  was 
going  down  to  the  place  to  which  I 
drove  him  for  the  purpose  of  instituting 
the  Plan  of  Campaign."  As  the  clause 
now  stands,  all  the  Resident  Magistrate 
would  say  is  this — **  What  I  want  to 
know  is,  whether  you  took  part  in  the 
matter.  Your  guilty  knowledge  is 
nothing  to  me,  and  therefore  you  must 
go  to  prison  for  six  months."  I  defy 
any  lawyer  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  to  point  to  any  code  of  law,  whe- 
ther European,  or  Indian,  or  even 
Chinese,  which  establishes  such  an 
offence  as  taking  part  in  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy. The  whole  thing  is  a  farrago 
of  nonsense  in  order  to  enable  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrate  to  do  anything  he 
likes. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  I  must  express  my  astonishment  at 
the  reiterated  answer  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  that  thpse  words  will  not 
improve  the  clause.  I  do  not  think  that 
they  can  be  regarded  as  mere  surplusage. 
If  they  are,  how  is  it  that  you  find  them 
used  so  frequently  in  the  English  Acts  ? 
I  may  point  out  that  in  the  Act  of  1875, 
dealing  with  contracts  of  service  between 
masters  and  workmen,  the  words  are 
**  wilfully  and  maliciously  breaking  a 
contract  of  service,  or  breaking  a  con- 
tract involving  injury  to  person  and 
property."  In  the  fifth  section  of  that 
Act,  the  words  are  any  person  who 
shall  **  wilfully  and  maliciously  break  a 
contract."  Why  should  that  be  proper 
in  an  Act  relating  to  England,  and 
be  pure  surplusage  and  altogether 
useless  in  a  Bill  which  is  to  apply 
to  Ireland  ?  Why  should  words  be 
reasonable  in  one  Act,  and  unreason- 
able in  another  ?  With  regard  to  our 
present  proceedings,  we  are  engaged  in 
making  criminal  now  that  which  has  not 
been  criminal  before.  It  is  a  well-estab- 
lished rule  that  in  taking  proceedings 
against  a  man  for  crime,  the  offence  he 
is  accused  of  should  be  exhaustibly  set 
forth  in  full  detail,  and  there  is  nothing 
more  common  than  to  say  that  a  thing 
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has  been  done  wilfully.  Here  you  pro* 
pose  that  a  man  is  to  be  held  guilty  of 
oriminal  conduct  when  you  admit,  by 
implication  at  least,  that  you  are  not 
prepared  to  prove  that  his  intent  was 
criminal.  Let  me  take  this  case,  in 
order  to  enable  tenants  to  get  rid  of  their 
cattle  before  they  could  be  seized  by 
their  landlords.  Men  have  been  em- 
ployed in  posting  notices  announcing  the 
fact  that  a  fair  or  auction  for  the  ssde  of 
cattle  would  be  held  at  a  particular 
place,  on  a  particular  day.  That 
sale  is  held  for  the  express  purpose  of 
enabling  the  tenants  to  defeat  the 
object  of  the  landlord.  Under  this 
section,  as  it  is  at  present  worded,  every 
innocent  bill  poster  who  posts  the  notice 
may  be  held  to  have  taken  part  in  a 
criminal  conspiracy,  and,  not  only  so,  but 
every  newspaper  which  advertises  the 
sale,  or  tho  book-stalls  of  W.  H.  Smith 
and  Co.,  who  sell  the  newspapers  in 
which  such  advertisement  appears— all 
of  them,  under  this  clause,  may  be  held 
to  have  taken  part  in  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy. Under  these  circumstances, 
having  regard  to  the  great  laxity  of 
language  in  which  tho  section  is  drafted, 
and  the  extremely  harsh  and  cruel 
character  of  the  section  itself,  I  think 
it  is  not  unreasonable  to  ask .  the  Go- 
vernment, at  any  rate,  so  to  modify  the 
wording  of  the  section  ^at  no  one  shall 
be  liable  to  be  sent  to  prison  for  six 
months'  hard  labour  against  whom  it 
has  not  been  clearly  established  that 
he  was  not  only  guilty  of  the  act  im- 
puted to  him,  but  that  he  did  it  with  a 
guilty  knowledge. 

Sir  CHA11LE8  RUSSELL  (Hackney, 
S.) :  A  suggestion  has  been  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the 
Attercliffe  Division  of  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Coleridge)  to  substitute  the  words 
''shall  conspire."  I  have  an  Amend- 
ment lower  down  on  the  Paper  to  leave 
out  '*  take  part  in  any  criminal  con- 
spiracy," and  to  insert  "conspire  by 
violence  or  intimidation."  I  quite 
agree  with  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
that  if  the  word  used  is  "  conspire," 
then  the  words  **  knowingly  and  wil- 
fully "  would  be  surplusage.  I  do  not 
intend  to  say  that  they  may  not  be  sur- 
plusage as  they  stand  ;  but,  certainly, 
they  would  get  rid  of  any  ambiguity 
which  might  be  entertained  in  regard  to 
the  meaning  of  the  section  in  its  present 
shape.    I  thii^k  it  would  bo  much  more 


intelligible  to  say  "  shall  conspire  "  in- 
stead of  saying  "any  person  who  shall 
take  part  in  a  criminal  conspiracy." 
Those  are  words  which,  as  far  as  I  am 
aware,  do  not  occur  in  any  other  Act  of 
Parliament.  I  think  the  Committee 
would  be  satisfied  if  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  say  that 
he  will  omit  the  words  "  take  part  in  a 
criminal  conspiracy  "  in  order  to  adopt 
the  words  "shall  conspire." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  That  is  a  matter  which  will 
come  on  later  in  a  subsequent  Amend- 
ment. I  have  already  put  down  an 
Amendment  myself  to  provide  that  the 
criminal  conspiracy  shall  be  one  now 
punishable  by  law.  I  cannot  regard  the 
words  which  have  been  proposed  as 
anything  but  surplusage,  if  attached  to 
the  words  in  the  clause  "  take  part  in  a 
criminal  conspiracy,"  or  to  the  word 
"  conspire,"  which  it  is  proposed  to  sub- 
stitute. :The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  has  re- 
ferred to  an  Act  of  Parliament  passed  in 
1875,  in  which  the  words  "wilfully  and 
maliciously"  occur,  and  he  asks  why 
they  do  not  occur  here.  He  seems  to 
forget  that  that  Act  dealt  with  contracts, 
and  the  essence  of  the  ofi'ence  in  that 
case  is  that  the  contract  should  be  "  wil- 
fully and  maliciously  broken  "  or  other- 
wise the  breaking  would  be  quite  inno- 
cent. [Mr.  T.  M.  Healy:  That  is 
exactly  our  case  here.]  By  using  the 
words  "criminal  conspiracy"  you  are 
referring  to  a  thing  which,  in  the  yexy 
nature  of  it,  must  have  been  done 
"  wilfully  and  knowingly,"  and,  there- 
fore, the  addition  of  these  words  would 
be  mere  surplusage,  and  even  worse 
than  surplusage,  because  they  might  in- 
troduce an  element  of  doubt. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  :  I  can  congratu- 
late the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentle- 
man  on  being,  at  all  events,  able  to 
argue  the  matter ;  because  that  was  not 
the  course  taken  by  the  Chief  Secretary, 
and  every  Amendment  proposed  on  any 
subject  whatever  may  be  met  by  saying 
it  does  not  make  the  matter  more  clear 
or  better.  I  wish  to  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
his  argument  exactly  makes  out  our 
case,  because  he  says  the  words  "  wil- 
fully and  maliciously"  have  been  ap- 
plied to  the  breaking  of  a  contract. 
Surely  a  contract  and  an  agreement  are 
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very  much  the  same  thing.  Why  is  a 
man  to  be  a  conspirator  in  the  case  of 
breaking  an  agreement,  and  not  to  be  a 
conspirator  if  he  takes  part  in  the 
breaking  of  a  contract?  Why  in  the 
one  case  should  you  insist  that  it  must 
be  done  **  wilfully  and  maliciously," 
and  not  in  the  other?  Therefore,  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  triumphantly  substantiates 
our  case  for  the  Amendment.  We  only 
ask  the  Government  to  follow  the  prece- 
dent stated  in  the  Act  of  1875,  intro- 
duced by  an  eminent  Conservative 
authority  from  his  own  point  of  view — 
Sir  Eichard  Cross.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  accurately  stated 
the  purport  of  that  Act.  The  words 
*'  wilfully  and  maliciously  "  occur  both 
in  the  4th  and  5th  clauses  of  the  Act. 
The  4th  section  runs  in  this  way — 

"  Any  person  who  wilfully  and  maliciously 
breaks  a  contract  of  service,  knowing  the  con- 
sequences of  breaking  it." 

That  is  exactly  our  case.  Am  I  to  be 
told  that  a  man  can  break  a  contract 
without  knowing  it  ?  Section  5  says — 
**  Where  any  person  maliciously  and 
wilfully  breaks  a  contract."  That  Act 
was  passed  in  1875.  I  do  not  see  any 
Gentlemen  now  present  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  who  assisted  in  passing  that 
Act ;  but  there  are  Gentlemen  on  that 
Bench  who  tooJc  part  in  amending  it, 
and  who  considered  that  it  was  for  the 
interests  of  the  British  artizans  to  insert 
the  words  **  wilfully  and  maliciously." 
Why,  then,  should  we  not  follow  that 
precedent,  and  take  good  Conservative 
words — some  good  Primrose  language  ? 
I  fail  to  see  what  objection  can  be  taken 
to  them,  and  especially  by  the  Conserva- 
tive Party,  under  the  circumstances.  I 
think  it  is  a  little  too  bad  for  the  Con- 
servative Irish  Chief  Secretary  to  say 
that  the  words  of  his  own  Statute  do  not 
make  the  matter  more  clear. 

Mr.  A.  COHEN  (Southwark,  W.): 
According  to  the  highest  authorities, 
conspiracy  is  nothing  else  than  a  crimi- 
nal agreement.  The  Attorney  General 
for  England  will  assent  to  that.  Then 
how  can  you  speak  of  taking  part  in  an 
agreement  ?  Is  not  that  an  absurdity  ? 
You  can  be  parties  to  an  agreement; 
but  it  is  absurd  to  talk  of  taking  part  in 
an  agreement. 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY  :  I  wish  to 
emphasize  the  fact  that  I  have  been 
compelled  to  draw  up  and  move  this 
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Amendment  by  the  use,  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  of  language  of  a  novel 
and  untechnical  character.  When  you 
use  language  in  a  Bill  which  is  not  in 
accordance  with  the  rules  of  grammar, 
you  tell  us  it  is  technical  language  that 
is  clearlv  understood.  Now,  I  maintain 
that  if  the  crime  is  murder,  you  should 
say  murder ;  if  it  is  arson,  you  should 
say  arson — and  not  taking  part  in  mur- 
der, or  taking  part  in  arson.  In  tho 
4th  section,  there  are  some  half-a-dozen 
crimes  described  in  proper  and  technical 
language — namely, 

"  Murder  or  manslaughter :  attempt  to  mur- 
der ;  aggravated  crime  of  violence  against  tho 
person ;  arson  by  statute  or  common  law ; 
breaking  into,  firing  at  or  into,  or  other wiso 
assaulting  or  injuring  a  dwelling-house." 

I  fail  to  see  why,  in  this  section,  the 
Government  should  have  departed  from 
the  use  of  ordinary  and  well-established 
legal  language,  and  say  that  the  words 
I  propose  to  insert  are  surplusage.  Now, 
I  think  it  would  have  been  surplusage 
if  I  had  used  the  word  **  conspire,**  be- 
cause every  lawyer  knows  that  to  con- 
spire implies  * 'wilfully  and  knowinglj'.** 
The  Government  have  gone  out  of  their 
way  in  using  words  of  a  novel  character 
— namely,  **  any  person  who  shall  take 
part  in  a  criminal  conspiracy ; "  and  I 
think  we  are  compelled  to  step  in  and 
see  that  words  so  wide  in  their  character 
are  not  to  be  wrested  from  the  meaning 
it  is  intended  by  the  Government  they 
should  bear.  I  consider  that  this  is  an 
important  Amendment,  and  that  it  is  not 
surplusage. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo.  E.) :  I  must 
say  that  the  silence  of  the  Government 
is  exceedingly  ominous.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Southwark  (Mr.  A. 
Cohen)  has  pointed  out  the  extraordi- 
nary character  of  these  words,  and,  as 
the  Government  remain  silent,  we  are 
naturally  led  to  suppose  that  they  have 
some  purpose  in  retaining  words  so  pe- 
culiar, and  that  they  will  not  condescend 
to  give  any  expression  of  their  views  to 
the  Committee.  The  words  are — '^any 
person  who  shall  take  part  in  a  criminal 
conspiracy  ; "  and  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Southwark  has 
pointed  out,  those  words  are  simply  ab- 
surd, unless  it  is  intended  to  use  the 
clause  in  an  operative  way,  and  in  somo 
way  which  would  not  have  been  possible 
if  ordinary  language  had  been  used. 
Let  ro^  give  this  illustration.    The  Pay- 


Criminal  Law  {  May  1 9,  1 88 1 }   Ammdment  (Ireland)  JBiU,     554 

Section  2  is  to  take  place  under  Sec- 
tion 1 ;  and  also,  that  on  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  it 
was  decided  yesterday,  that  conspiracy 
is  one  of  the  offences  and  crimes  in  re- 
gard to  which  summary  jurisdiction  may 
be  exercised  by  the  liesidcnt  Magis- 
trates. Fully  bearing  that  in  mind,  I 
believe  that  my  Amendment  is  quite  in 
harmony  with  the  decisions  which  have 
been  arrived  at.  Considering  who  the 
magistrates  will  be  by  whom  the  Bill  will 
have  to  be  administered  when  it  becomes 
law,  it  is  necessary,  for  their  guidance, 
to  lay  down  clearly  and  distinctly,  that 
the  conspiracy  with  which  they  will 
have  to  deal  is  one  of  a  defined  crimi- 
nal character.  I  think  it  is  impossible 
— and  I  say  so  with  all  deference  to  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friends  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Table — it  is  impossible  to 
defend  this  clause  as  it  now  stands. 
The  first  observation  I  make  upon  it 
is,  although  the  discussion  has  to 
some  extent  been  anticipated — and  I 
shall  avoid  as  far  as  I  can  repeating  it 
— these  words — **  take  part  in  a  crimi- 
nal conspiracy,''  are  not  words,  as  far  as 
I  know,  which  can  bo  found  in  any 
Statute.  In  dealing  with  a  criminal 
question,  I  think  we  are  entitled  to 
know — and  the  reasonableness  of  the 
demand  will  be  recognized — what  the 
Government  mean  by  these  words,  *'  take 
part  in  a  criminal  conspiracy,"  and  why 
they  have  departed  from  the  use  of  the 
usual  language  in  such  cases — namely, 
**  shall  conspire."  In  other  words,  we 
are  entitled  to  know  what  is  meant  to  be 
covered  by  the  words,  **take  part  in  a 
criminal  conspiracy,"  which  would  not 
be  covered  by  the  words  '*  shall  con- 
spire," and  if  anything  is  left  to  be 
covered  by  the  words  **  take  part  in  a 
criminal  conspiracy "  which  would  not 
be  covered  by  the  words  "shall  con- 
spire." Why  havo  they  adopted  these 
unusual  words  ?  It  is  not  at  all  an  exag- 
geration to  say  that  undoubtedly  these 
words,  "  take  part  in  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy," may,  in  their  construction,  be 
stretched  beyond  what  the  Government 
honestly  desire  in  the  legitimate  admi- 
nistration of  the  Act.  Is  it  intended 
by  the  use  of  these  unusual  words  to 
include  not  only  the  offences  directly 
dealt  with  under  this  section,  but  some- 
thing which  does  not  amount  to  con- 
spiracy ?    If  the  man  who  **  takes  part 
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liamentary  Party  to  which  I  belong  con- 
sists of  86  Members.  If  one  of  us  were 
brought  up,  and  the  charge  were  brought 
home  to  him  of  having  taken  part  in  a 
criminal  conspiracy,  every  one  of  those 
86  Members  of  the  Irish  Party  would  be 
liable  to  prosecution ;  and  so  those  who 
have  voted  with  us  would  be  held  to  be 
parties  to  everything  that  has  been 
going  on  in  Ireland.  There  is  another 
matter  which  occurs  to  my  mind — 
namely,  the  fact  thot  everybody  con- 
nected with  a  newspaper  who  may  ad- 
vertise a  sale  of  stock  in  Ireland  under 
the  Plan  of  Campaign,  any  person  en- 
gaged in  printing  or  selling  that  news- 
paper, or  in  working  the  press  in  the 
office,  may  be  held  to  have  taken  part  in 
a  criminal  conspiracy.  All  we  want  is 
that  the  Government  should  confine  the 
clause  to  those  who  may  be  actually  en- 
gaged in  a  conspiracy.  Before  we  pro- 
ceed to  a  Division,  I  hope  I  may  be 
allowed  to  say  that  the  Government  are 
themselves  to  blame  for  the  length  to 
which  this  discussion  has  extended.  The 
discussion  of  the  Amendment  has  taken 
quite  three  times  the  length  it  would 
have  taken  if  the  Government  had  met 
us,  in  the  first  instance,  with  ordinary 
courtesy. 

Original  Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided*. — Ayes  114; 
Noes  155  :  Majority  41.— (Div.  List, 
No.  160.) 

Mn.  CHANCE :  An  Amendment  in 
my  name  stands  next  on  the  Paper ;  but 
I  do  not  feel  inclined  to  stand  in  the  way 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Eussell), 
and,  therefore,  I  will  not  move  it. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  (Hackney, 
S.) :  In  rising  to  move  that  the  words 
*'tako  part  in  any  criminal  conspiracy" 
be  omitted,  for  the  purpose  of  inserting 
the  words  **  conspire  by  violence  or  in- 
timidation," I  trust  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
laud  will  bo  good  enough  to  apply 
his  mind  to  the  reasons  I  am  about  to 
give  in  favour  of  the  Amendment.  I 
fully  recognize  the  position  in  which  the 
matter  now  stands — namely,  that  cer- 
tain points  have  been  determined  by  the 
Committee  in  the  Votes  which  have  al- 
ready been  taken  on  this  part  of  the 
Bill.  I  am,  of  course,  ready  to  recog- 
nize the  fact  that  the  Committee  have 
settled  that  the  inquiry  into  offences  in 
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in  a  crimiDal  conspiracy  "  is  to  be  the        .  ^^^  combination  of  tenants  in  which  they 

conspirator  who  conspires,  why  not  say  agree   between  themselves    to    pay  a  lower 

that  the   section  is  to  apply  to  persons  rent,  without  using  any  means  of  coercion  on 

who  **  shall  conspire."     Gases  have  al-  the  landlord,   would  be  a  lawful,  and  not  a 

ready  been  pointed  out,  and  they  may  criminal  combination."-(/6iW,  798.) 

be  multiplied  indefinitely,  in  which  by  if  the  Government  really  means  that 
the  use  of  this  language,  persons  may  these  combinations  are  only  criminal 
be  said  to  have  taken  part  in  a  con-  when  criminal  means  are  used  they 
spiracy,  although  in  no  sense  have  they  ought  to  alter  the  first  line  of  this  sub- 
really  been  conspirators.  Let  me  assume  section,  so  as  to  put  the  matter  beyond 
a  combination  among  tenants  to  pay  a  doubt.  Having  called  attention  to  the 
reduced  rent,  and  that  the  persons  who  language  of  the  Homo  Secretary,  let 
are  combining  hold  a  meeting,  and  the  me  refer  also  to  a  letter  written  by  Lord 
proceedings  at  such  meeting  are  reported  Bramwell  to  one  of  the  newspapers,  in 
in  the  columns  of  the  newspapers.  Is  which  he  declares  that  it  is  not  con- 
it  to  be  said  that  reporting  the  meeting  spiracy  for  tenants  to  agree  to  act  to- 
is  **  taking  part  in  a  criminal  con-  gether;  that  there  is  no  such  crime  as 
spiracy,"  so  as  to  make  the  newspaper  inciting  to  do  a  lawful,  and  not  an  illegal 
proprietor  an  accomplice  in  a  conspiracy  act.  Yet  this  Bill  is  making  it  a  crime 
under  this  clause.  Is  it  to  be  said  that  to  solicit  anyone  to  do  what  is  admitted 
anybody  who  takes  part  in  anything  not  to  be  unlawful  in  itself.  We  have 
which  may  lead  up  to  a  conspiracy  is  had  long  and  learned  discussions  on  the 
necessarily  a  conspirator  ?  It  is  essen-  Law  of  CJonspiracy,  and  I  think  the 
tial  that  there  should  be  no  ambiguity  conclusion  to  be  derived  from  those  dis- 
on  this  point,  and  we  are  entitled  to  cussions  is,  that  the  Law  of  Conspiracy 
have  a  clear  explanation  from  the  Go-  which  exists  in  this  country  is  of  an  ex- 
vemment  of  the  reason  which  has  in-  ceedingly  vague  and  indefinite  character. 
duoed  them  to  depart  from  the  usual  it  is  hardly  too  much  to  say  that  at  one 
language  of  an  Act  of  Parliament.  To  time,  according  to  the  current  of  judicial 
illustrate  what  I  mean,  let  me  refer  the  opinion,  anything  might  have  been 
Oommittee  to  the  5th  sub-seotion  of  this  called  a  criminal  conspiracy  which  any 
dause—  Judge  chose  to  regard  as  morally, 
•'Any  person  who,  by  words  or  acts,  shall  socially,  or  politically  wrong.  The 
meite,  sohcit,  encourage,  or  persuade  any  other  safeguard  was  that  it  did  not  depend 

ISJrL'StiZd."  ''''^  ""^  ^'  ''^"''"'^  ^         °'  ^P^°  *^«  J^^g«  t«.  <ietermine  whether 

a    A-i.  t,      J  \li.  i,     \.       L'  or  not  there  was  guilt  under  a  charge  of 
So  that  under  that  eub-section  any  per-  i^       becaufe  in  the  administrltion 

BOD  who  might  incite  Bohoit  encourage.  ^^  ^^^  jj^;^  ^j  Conspiracy  the  functions 

or  persuade.  A  and  B  to  take  part  m  a  ^^  ^^^  .       ^j^^^^  ^^^^\^  ^  ^  . 

criminal  conspiracy  with  C  a^nd  D   to  tion  and  a  defen'ce  against  Judge-made 

compel  or  induce  the  rest  of  the  letters  j^^  „^  ^^^  ^^^.^^     %^^  ^^^^  >  ^ 

of  the  alphabet  to  do  any  of  the  offences  ^^^j^^  ^^^  ^  ^^^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^  q^^^^^. 

mentioned    in    the    Act    would  be    a  ^^^^     ^      ^^^j,  ^    ^ 

criminal    offender.      It   is    absolutely  ^^^5^'    ^^       ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^.^'   ^^ 

necewary,  if  there  IS  to  be  any  rea^  safe-  ^aw  of  Conspiracy,  Admittedly  vigue, 

guard  for  the  working  of  the  Act  that  ^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^.^^  ^^'    4^,^       ^  ^^    gj^i^ 

the  words  should  be  much  more  closely  _^  i,«„^  -l^a         i  r  •    *u     ^ 

J  J  i.u      £r  J  *    u  ^0  have  had  ample  proof,  m  the  course 

drawn,  and  the  offences  proposed  to  be  ^^  ^^.^  discussioS,  nS  great  amount  of 

dealt  with  more  clearly  defined  than  is  ^^^j^  ^^  j,  '  ^     »^  ^.^^^  ^^  ^^ 

the  case  m  the  clause  as  it  now  stands.  ^         ^^j  ,    ^^       '       j       ^  ^ 

Lli  ?' .  ''''^T'  ^  "^A    ^y  P"'"*'°'^  the  class  aginst  which  the  provisions 

dear  upon  ano^er  gfround.    The  Home  ^^  ^he  BUI  are  to  be  directed,  and  a  class 

Secretary,  speaking  in  the  debate  on  the  ^^  ^^^  „»,^  x,„„^  ^^  ^-^i,*.  l^  u^  «^,,«; 

lofii  /xf  A     *i       'A  ^^  men  who  nave  no  right  to  be  consi- 

izm  01  Apni,  saia—  ^^^^^  lawyers  equal  to  the  task  of  dis- 

.Jl^fii"  f  n^Lt?"^^"^  ""^  combinations  criminating  nice  questions  of  law.  There- 

among  tenants  to  pay  only  a  reduced   rent,  -  ^    ->.   ^  i       xi.      i  i 

provided  they  do  not  have  recourse  to  violence  ^<>'®»  ^®  <^"g*^*  ^  °^a^®  ^'^^  ^^^  cA®*^ 

or  unlawful  means."— (3  Hantardy  [313]  784.) ;  and  plain,  and  that  is  the  object  of  the 

and  later  he  interrupted  the  right  hon.  Amendment  I  am  about  to  propose.     It 

Member  for  Halifax   (Mr.    Stansfeld),  ^  ^^  answer  to  my  Amendment  for  the 

and  aaid Government  to  say  that  they  do  not  pro* 

j5Vr  Charha  Ruisell 
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tion  of  the  Common  Law  of  Conspiracy ; 
and  my  hon.  and  learned  Friends  will 
remember  that  upon  the  Commission  on 
which  some  of  the  most  distinguished 
Judges  sat,  including  Mr.  Justice 
Stephen,  Lord  Blackburn,  Lord  Justice 
Barry,  and  Mr.  Justice  Lush,  the  Com- 
mission sought  to  limit  the  Law  of  Con- 
spiracy to  certain  definite  subject-matter 
which  they  specified  under  various  heads, 
and  to  remove  entirely  from  the  law 
that  reference  to  the  Common  Law  of 
Conspiracy  which  is  now,  under  general 
words,  introduced  again  in  so  insidious 
and  dangerous  a  form.  In  their  Beport, 
the  Commissioners  go  the  length  of  say- 
ing- 


pose  in  this  Bill  to  codify  the  Law  of 
Conspiracy.     I  do  not  ask  them  to  codify 
the  Law   of  Conspiracy ;   I  leave   the 
general  Law  of  Conspiracy  to  be  dealt 
with  by  the  ordinary  law  and  the  ordi- 
nary tribunals.    All  I  ask  by  the  Amend- 
ment is  to  restrict  the  exercise  of  this 
summary   jurisdiction    which    you    are 
giving  to  this  tribunal  to  cases  of  con- 
spiracy which  are  clear,  unmistakable, 
and  criminal  in  their  character.     There- 
fore, I  am  not  answered  by  the  objection 
urged  the  other  night  by  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, that  I  am  asking  the  Government  to 
codify  the  Law  of  Conspiracy.     There 
is    another   matter   in  regard    to    the 
vagueness  of  this  clause  of  the  Bill — 
namely,  the  use  of  the  word  **  criminal " 
as  it  is  used  in  the  context.    I  submit, 
with  great  confidence,   that  the  word 
'^ criminal"  as  it  stands  in  the  section 
has  no  force  whatever  greater  than  the 
section  would  have  if  that  word   had 
been  omitted.     The  section  begins  by 
saying — **  Any  person  who  shall  commit 
any  of   the    following    offences,"    and 
omitting  the  word  **  criminal,"  it  pro- 
ceeds to  say — "Any  person  who  shall 
take  part  in  any  conspiracy,"  and  so  on. 
If  the  word  **  criminal "  were  not  used, 
the  Legislature  would  show  that  it  in- 
tends to  treat  as  offences  under  this  sec- 
tion the  doing  of  the  particular  matters 
which  are  specified,  and  the  matter  is 
not  substantially  improved  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Attorney  General — No.  25 
— by  which   he  seeks  to  introduce  the 
words    **  any  criminal  conspiracy  now 
punishable  by  law."    What  guide  would 
that  bo  to  the  uninformed  tribunal  which 
is  to  administer  this  section  as  to  mat- 
ters upon  which  there  may  be  a  serious 
difference  of  opinion  ?    In  my  opinion, 
it  is  not  x>ossible  to  formulate  any  judg- 
ment on  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  much 
closer  than  that  which  I  have  ventured 
to  suggest,  and  the  interpretation  of  the 
law  will  depend  very  much  upon  the 
mind  of  the  Judges  of  the  particular 
tribunals  who  will  have  to  administer 
it.     But  I  will  point  out  to  the  Com- 
mittee   some    further    reasons  why  it 
seems  to  me  to  be  important  in  the  mat- 
ter whether  there  ought  to  be  this  dis- 
tinction.    The  whole  tendency  of  the 
legislative  efforts  of  successive  Govern- 
ments has  been  to  get  rid  of  the  present 
vague  and  indefinite  state  of  the  law 
which  goes  under  the  general  design  a- 


**  We  have  taken  upon  ourselves  the  responsi- 
bility of  recommending  that  conspiracy  (amongst 
other  crimes)  should  no  longer  bo  indictable  at 
Common  Law,  and  the  principal  statutory  con- 
spiracies provided  for  were  " — 

I  direct  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  this  because  it  gives  an  exhaustive 
enumeration  of  criminal  conspiracies — 

'*  treasonable  seditions  to  bring  falso  accusations 
to  defraud  and  to  commit  indictable  offences." 

When  Sir  John  Holker  brought  in  his 
Bill  it  was  framed  on  the  lines  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Criminal  Code 
Commission;  but  I  do  not  find  in  the 
Code  which  he  proposed  any  such  pro- 
vision as  this — 

'*  To  compel  or  induce  any  person  or  persons 
either  not  to  fulfil  his  or  their  legal  obligations, 
or  not  to  let,  hire,  use,  or  occupy  any  land,  or 
not  to  deal  with,  work  for,  or  hire  any  person 
or  persons  in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade,  busi- 
ness, or  occupation,  or  to  interfere  with  the 
administration  of  the  law." 

There  is  no  such  category  contained  in 
Sir  John  Holker's  Code  under  the  head 
of  **  Conspiracy."  The  Amendment  I 
now  propose  to  the  Committee  will,  if 
adopted,  make  the  clause  read — *'  Any 
person  who  shall  conspire  by  violence  or 
intimidation  to  compel  or  induce  any  of 
the  things  specified  in  the  clause  to  be 
done."  I  wish  to  know  what  reason- 
able objection  can  be  urged  to  that 
Amendment  ?  What  is  the  offence  that 
is  criminal  in  its  character  which  is  not 
covered  by  those  words  ?  What  criminal 
conspiracy  is  not  included  in  the  words 
**  any  person  who  shall  conspire  by  vio- 
lence or  intimidation"  to  do  certain 
things.  I  had  not  the  pleasure  of  hear- 
ing the  speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  the  other 
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day,  but  I  have  read  it.  It  was  de- 
livered in  connection  with  another 
clause,  in  regard  to  which  I  conceive 
that  the  discussion  was  a  little  prema- 
ture. I  believe  that  you,  Mr.  Courtney, 
gave  an  intimation  to  that  effect,  and, 
if  I  may  say  so,  I  quite  agree  with 
you.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  pressed  to  say  if  the  object  of  the 
clause  was  not  covered  by  my  words. 
What  was  his  answer  ?  He  made  this 
strained  suggestion — that  there  might 
be  a  case  of  putting  pressure  upon  a 
man  to  compel  him  to  do  or  not  to  do  a 
thing — such  as  a  combination  to  injure 
and  defame.  Is  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  able  to  say  that  that  is  a  com- 
mon offence?  Certainly,  we  have  no 
evidence  of  its  existence  in  Ireland.  I 
do  not  recollect  a  single  case  in  my  life 
in  which  a  charge  of  conspiring  to  in- 
jure and  defame  has  ever  been  tried. 
Therefore,  if  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  has  nothing  further  to  say  than 
that,  I  think  he  has  given  no  answer  at 
all  to  my  Amendment.  I  submit  that  if 
any  such  cases  should  arise,  it  would  be 
only  right  and  proper  to  leave  them  to 
be  dealt  with  by  the  ordinary  law,  and 
not  to  bo  dealt  with  by  a  tribunal  with 
summary  jurisdiction.  I  again  wish  to 
impress  on  the  Committee  that  I  am  not 
seeking  to  have  anything  declared  to  be 
no  offence,  which  according  to  law  is 
an  offence  ;  but  I  wish  to  have  it  shown 
in  unmistakable  language  that  what  the 
Legislature  means  in  giving  this  power 
to  the  Irish  Resident  Magistrates  is  to 
give  them  power  to  deal  with  conspi- 
racies which  are  conspiracies  by  violence 
or  intimidation  to  coerce  persons  to  do  or 
not^to  do  certain  things.  These  are  the 
reasons  which  induce  me  to  think  that  the 
Amendment  is  one  which  ought  to  be 
accepted  by  the  Government,  and  all  the 
more,  because  of  the  character  of  the 
tribunal  to  which  this  jurisdiction  is  re- 
mitted, and  because  the  Government  have 
professed  to  the  House  that  they  intend  to 
put  down  real  crime  only.  I  say  that  the 
clause,  as  it  stands,  goes  far  beyond 
that ;  that  the  language  in  which  it  is 
couched  is  imperfect,  indefinite,  incom- 
plete, and  objectionable;  that  it  gives 
power  to  the  Besident  Magistrates  which 
they  ought  not  to  have,  and  it  makes 
use  of  language  which  is  easily  capable 
of  being  misconstrued.  I  beg  to  move 
the  Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice. 

Str  Charlee  Ruisell 
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Amendment  proposed. 

In  page*  2,  lino  17,  leavo  out  tho  words  "  take 
part  in  any  criminal  conspiracy,"  and  insert 
tho  words  "conspire  by  violence  or  intimida- 
tion."— {Sir  Charles  Russell.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  loft  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
RicuARD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight):  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  complains  of 
the  words  **take  part  in  any  criminal 
conspiracy."  I  do  not  agree  with  him 
that  this  language  is  untechnical.  The 
reason  why  that  language  is  adopted  is 
because  the  Government  are  of  opinion, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  that  it  correctly  ex- 
presses what  is  the  legal  effect  of  the 
acts  which  constitute  conspiracy.  I 
pointed  out  the  other  night  that  it  was 
not  only  the  conspiracy  or  agreeing  which 
was  important  in  relation  to  this  matter, 
but  that  it  was  the  intent,  purpose,  and 
means  by  which  it  was  proposed  to  carry 
out  the  agreement,  and  that  some  of 
these  matters  will  have  to  be  considered 
as  questions  of  fact,  and  not  as  ques- 
tions of  law,  when  you  are  dealing  with 
the  question  of  criminal  conspiracy.  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  says  that  the 
word  **  criminal,"  inserted  in  the  Bill, 
means  nothing,  and  he  says,  also,  that 
I  mean  nothing  by  the  Amendment 
which  I  have  proposed,  the  words  of 
which  are  *  *  any  criminal  conspiracy 
now  punishable  by  law."  [Sir  Charles 
Russell:  I  said  it  was  too  vague.]  If 
my  hon.  Friend  had  waited,  I  think  I 
should  have,  in  another  instant,  have 
made  my  meaning  clear.  I  will  point 
out  again  to  the  Committee  why  these 
words  were  inserted.  We  have  argued 
over  and  over  again  that  there  are 
combinations  or  conspiracies  which  are 
not  unnecessarily  unlawful  or  crimi- 
nal ;  and  we  consider  it  desirable  that 
on  the  face  of  tho  section,  especially 
when  we  are  transferring  the  jurisdic- 
tion to  a  new  tribunal,  we  should  indi- 
cate that  we  do  mean  conspiracies  of  a 
criminal  character,  and  not  combina- 
tions which,  although  they  might  be 
objectionable  —  such,  for  instance,  as 
that  to  which  I  referred  the  other  night — 
are  still  not  criminal  in  their  character. 
Therefore,  we  thought,  and  still  think, 
that  the  word  ** criminal"  is  operative 
and  effective.  What  I  propose  to  do  is 
this.  It  is  suggested  that  you  would 
bo  able  to  treat  things  as  conspiracies 
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which  would  not  now  bo  regarded  as 
conspiracies,  owing  to  altered  circum- 
stances. It  was  for  tho  purpose  of 
meeting  that  objection  that  the  words 
aro  to  be  introduced  "punishable  by 
law."  I  am  surprised  that  it  should  be 
imagined  that  the  words  in  Sub-section  5 
can  be  construed  as  inciting  to  do  a 
lawful  thing ;  the  simple  object  of  the 
words  is  to  enable  an  accessory  to  bo 
dealt  with,  and  it  was  in  no  way  with 
the  object  of  making  anything  unlawful 
which  was  otherwise  lawful  that  these 
words  are  introduced.  There  is  a  fur- 
ther argument  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  which  I  wish  to  deal  with.  He 
said  you  ought  to  lay  down  some  strict 
definition  of  conspiracy,  because  you  are 
going  to  transfer  the  jurisdiction  from 
the  jury  to  the  magistrate,  and  because 
you  are  taking  away  the  safeguard  of 
the  jury.  I  am  aware  that  this  is  an 
important  matter;  but  will  the  Com- 
mittee for  a  moment  consider  what  the 
real  safeguard  of  tho  jury  is  ?  The  only 
ground  on  which  this  could  be  suggested 
is  that  the  Eesident  Magistrates  would 
not  be  as  good  judges  of  facts  as  the 
jury  are ;  but  it  is  not  that  the  jury  are 
competent  lawyers,  but  that  they  are 
considered  to  be  good  judges  of  facts, 
and  of  the  intent  or  purpose  with  which 
an  act  is  done.  That,  I  think,  might  be 
left  to  the  Eesident  Magistrate,  because 
you  say  we  are  taking  it  out  of  the 
region  of  inference  of  law.  I  assume  that 
the  Eesident  Magistrates  do  their  duty, 
and  that  they  are  not  corrupt  or  partial, 
but  honest  men.  Then,  I  say,  that  they 
are  as  good  judges  of  fact,  and  even 
better,  than  the  highest  skilled  and 
trained  lawyers,  although  they  do  not 
know  so  much  of  the  law.  I  submit 
that  the  very  criticism  against  the  re- 
moval from  juries  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  brought  forward 
is  an  argument  in  favour  of  the  transfer 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Eesident 
Magistrates.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  says  you  will  find  nothing  in  the 
Criminal  Codt^  which  contemplates  such 
a  distinction  as  this  with  regard  to  con- 
spiracy. My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
read  out  somewhat  hurriedly  an  enu- 
meration of  the  dififerent  kinds  of  con- 
spiracy, but  I  think  I  caught  the  words 
'*  conspiracy  to  commit  an  indictable 
offence."  I  believe  those  words  were 
there,  and  if  so,  I  say  that  is  not  a  nar- 
row definition  of  the  Law  of  Conspiracy ; 


it  is  a  net  spread  as  wide  as  it  can 
be  spread.  My  objection  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  is 
not  an  argument  drawn  from  any  Act  of 
ParliP;ment;  it  is  that  it  narrows  the 
offence  to  a  degree  to  which  it  ought 
not  to  be  narrowed.  I  want  to  know 
why  a  conspiracy  *'  by  fraud  "  to  compel 
people  to  do  these  acts  should  not  be  an 
indictable  offence?  If  I  put  in  **  by 
fraud,"  it  might  immediately  be  SEud  that 
we  are  endeavouring,  for  the  purposes 
of  this  Bill,  to  codify  what  is  criminal 
conspiracy ;  and  I  protest  that  it  would 
be  unwise  to  insert  in  this  Bill  the 
particular  acts  which  are  to  constitute 
criminal  conspiracy.  There  are  a  great 
variety  of  cases  outside  the  words  **  vio- 
lence or  intimidation  "  which  may  have 
to  be  dealt  with  under  this  section ;  and 
to  accept  the  Amendment  would  be  to 
lot  go  free  many  conspiracies  which  we 
are  endeavouring  to  put  an  end  to.  For 
these  reasons,  it  is  impossible  for  Her 
Majesty's  Qovernment  to  accept  tho 
Amendment. 

Mr.  J.  B.  BALFOUE  (CTackmannan, 
&c.) :  It  is,  I  think,  impossible  to  ex* 
aggerate  the  importance  of  this  ques- 
tion, although  it  may,  perhaps,  appear 
dry  and  technical.  We  are  now  upon  a 
clause  dealing  with  the  matter  of  sum- 
mary jurisdiction,  and  the  proposal  is 
to  amend  it  by  the  substitution  of 
certain  words.  With  regard  to  what 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
said  on  the  subject  of  conspiracy  to  de- 
fraud, I  believe  that  all  such  cases  in 
Scotland  have  been  dealt  with  by  the 
ordinary  law  and  the  ordinary  tribunals ; 
and  I  am  quite  sure  that  it  is  not  for  the 
purpose  of  striking  at  any  such  thing 
that  this  Bill  is  brought  in,  or  that  it  is 
proposed  to  establish  summary  jurisdic- 
tion. I  think  the  Attorney  General  ad- 
mitted that,  to  take  part  in  a  conspiracy, 
was  simply  to  conspire,  and  that  to  con- 
spiro  was  to  agree  to  do  an  unlawful 
thing.  If  that  is  so,  why  do  not  the 
Government  accept  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  say 
**  conspire."  I  think  that  if  the  words 
proposed  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
were  introduced,  no  one  would  suppose 
that  something  wider  was  intended ;  but 
if  the  Bill  is  allowed  to  remain  as  it  now 
stands,  the  Eesident  Magistrates  might 
be  persuaded  that  a  person  who  had 
been  concerned  otherwise  than  as  an 
agreeing  party  should  be  got  at  under 
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this  clause.  If  the  words  ''take  part 
in"  are  intended  in  the  proper  sense 
of  take  part  as  a  party,  then,  I 
say,  use  the  word  '*  conspire."  It 
is  the  danger  I  have  referred  to,  and 
which  we  think  exists  in  the  Bill,  that 
makes  it  right  that  the  words  in  ques- 
tion should  be  struck  out ;  and  even  if 
the  Attorney  General  is  satisfied  that 
nothing  more  than  the  words  ''  take 
part  in  "  should  be  struck  out,  the  Go- 
vernment ought,  I  think,  to  accept  the 
word  **  conspire."  Now,  that  is  the 
first  point  which  is  involved  in  the 
Amendment.  The  next  point  is  the 
use  of  the  word  "  criminal."  This  has 
been  made  the  subject  of  discussion  al- 
ready, and  I  do  not  propose  to  go 
farther  into  it;  but  if  the  word  ** cri- 
minal "  is  intended  to  have  any  efficacy, 
it  should  be  made  clear  what  that  effi- 
cacy is,  because  I  apprehend  that  nothing 
can  be  more  dangerous  than  to  put  be- 
fore an  unskilled  tribunal  such  a  word 
as  ''criminal"  to  chciracterize  things 
which  are  not  in  themselves  crimes.  It  is 
customary  in  Scotch  indictments  to  use 
the  words  "  wickedly  and  feloniously ;  " 
but  it  is  held  that  these  are  words  of 
style,  and  that  the  use  of  them  does  not 
make  the  thing  described  by  them  a 
"  crime,"  unless  it  is  so  apart  from 
the  use  of  these  words.  If  the  word 
which  we  are  considering  is  only  a  word 
of  style,  and  not  intended  to  make  a 
thing  criminal  which  is  not  in  itself 
criminal,  then  it  ought  to  be  struck 
out ;  but  if  it  is  meant  to  charac- 
terize as  criminal  something  that  was 
not  so  before,  then,  I  say,  there  ought 
to  be  some  definition  of  what  makes  it 
criminal.  If  things  are  to  be  made 
crimes  which  are  not  in  their  essence 
criminal,  then  you  should  say  so  ;  but, 
in  that  case,  the  words  ought  not  to  be 
used.  Again,  if  what  is  meant  is  only 
to  characterize  the  thing  as  criminal,  if 
done  by  criminal  means,  we  ought  to 
know  what  these  means  are,  and  what 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend's  Amend- 
ment proposes  is  that  the  clause  should 
tell  us  the  means,  so  that  a  magistrate 
may  know  whether  an  act  is  done  by 
means  which  are  illegal  or  not.  This  is 
a  matter  of  great  importance,  and  it  is 
particularly  so  in  view  of  the  kind  of 
tribunal  by  which  the  Bill  will  be  ad- 
ministered. The  hon.  and  learned  At-^ 
torney  General,  in  answer  to  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
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Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Eussell),  endea- 
voured  to  deal  with  the  argument  that 
an  Act  which  might  be  safely  admi- 
nistered by  a  higher  tribunal,  and  a 
jury,  might  not  be  so  safe  if  adminis- 
tered by  Besident  Magistrates.  I  under- 
stand the  Attorney  General  to  say  that 
the  value  of  a  jury  consists  in  this — that 
the  jury  is  a  good  j  udge  of  fact,  although 
it  might  not  be  a  good  judge  of  law,  and 
that  the  Besident  Magistrates  of  Ireland 
are  to  be  assimilated  to  a  juiy  on  ac- 
count of  their  ability  to  judge  of  facts, 
although  not  of  law.  I  do  not  suppose 
that  anyone  would  say  that  an  average 
jury  is  so  good  a  judge  of  fact,  pure  and 
simple,  as  a  Judge;  but  then  a  jury  brings 
in  other  elements,  one  of  which  is  a 
common-sense  way  of  looking  at  things. 
The  great  complaint  with  reference  to 
Besident  Magistrates  is  that  they 
would  not  introduce  into  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Criminal  Law  the  mitigating 
and  common-sense  elements  which  the 
jury  introduce;  but,  on  the  contrary,  they 
would  add  a  new  terror  to  it.  I  say,  there- 
fore, when  you  are  confiding  a  novel 
jurisdiction  to  novel  administrators,  you 
ought  to  give  these  administrators  the 
clearest  instructions  as  to  what  they  have 
to  do.  I  believe  there  is  no  offence  known 
to  the  Criminal  Law  surrounded  by  so 
much  difficulty  and  delicacy  as  that  which 
is  called  conspiracy.  If  the  question  is 
whether  a  man  has  picked  a  pocket  or 
committed  an  assauft,  there  is  no  deli- 
cacy about  that ;  but  when  you  are  con- 
sidering whether  he  is  guilty  of  con- 
spiracy, that  is  to  say,  whether  he  has 
conspired  to  do  something  unlawful,  you 
^et  into  a  very  delicate  region.  There- 
fore, when  you  have  to  deal  with  so 
subtle  a  matter  as  you  may  have  to  deal 
with  under  this  clause,  there  ought  to  be 
no  doubt  left  either  as  to  the  character 
of  the  acts  intended  to  be  struck  at,  or 
as  to  the  means  by  which  they  are  to  be 
reached.  For  these  reasons,  I  shall  sup- 
port the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Hackney,  as  the 
only  available  safeguard  in  this  very 
special  and  difficult  matter. 

MR.MAUBICEHEALY(Cork):  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Hackney  involves  two  dis- 
tinct points ;  first,  there  is  the  point, 
which  has  been  to  some  extent  already 
discussed,  as  to  what  is  the  effect  of 
using  the  words  "take  part  in,"  as  dis- 
tinguished   from    the     technical    term 
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'*  conspire;"  and  the  second  point  is, 
what  is  the  meaning  to  be  attached  to 
the  word  **  criminal."  If  the  Govern- 
ment mean  that  to  '^  take  part  in  a  cri- 
minal conspiracy  "  is  the  same  as  *'  con- 
spiracy," I  ask  whether  they  should 
not  put  that  meaning  into  the  Bill  ?  If 
they  really  mean  that  these  words  are  to 
be  read  in  this  way,  that  they  only  apply 
to  persons  who  are  parties  to  a  criminal 
conspiracy,  then  there  is  no  great  differ- 
ence between  and  **  criminally  con- 
spiring." The  terms  are  practically 
synonymous,  and,  therefore,  there  can 
be  no  reason  why  the  Amendment 
should  not  be  adopted.  But  I  do  urge 
upon  the  Government  not  to  leave  the 
clause  in  its  present  form.  It  is  all 
very  well  for  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
men to  get  up  and  say  what  they  intend 
to  do ;  but  there  is  the  greatest  reason 
to  suppose  that  the  Eesident  Magis- 
trates will  be  very  far  from  accepting 
the  view  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite.  My  opinion  is,  that 
the  clause,  as  at  present  constructed, 
will  allow  innocent  persons  to  be  con- 
victed. The  Government  say  that  they 
have  no  desire  to  have  the  clause  con- 
strued so  as  to  affect  innocent  persons ; 
but  where  you  have  a  Eesident  Magis- 
trate administering  the  clause,  he  may 
come  to  the  conclusion  that,  in  certain 
cases,  he  might  convict  persons  who 
have  no  guilty  knowledge  in  the  matter. 
It  was  that  which  I  had  in  view  when  I 
moved  an  Amendment  to  a  former  sub- 
section ;  but,  of  course,  I  do  not  wish 
to  go  back  to  that.  I  say  that  if  the 
Government  intend  that  the  section 
should  be  limited  in  the  manner  pointed 
out  by  the  Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land, I  think  they  should  not  confine 
their  intentions  to  mere  expressions  in 
this  House,  but  embody  them  in  unam- 
biguous words  in  the  clause  itself.  We 
then  come  to  the  argument  turning  on 
the  word  '*  criminal,"  and  it  appears  to 
me  that  on  this  point  the  contention  of 
the  late  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour)  is  simply  unanswerable.  He 
said  that  the  word  '* criminal"  is  used 
in  one  of  two  ways;  it  is  used  either 
with  the  object  of  making  acts  criminal 
which  have  been  regarded  hitherto  as 
innocent,  or  it  is  used  as  a  definition.  If 
the  word  is  used  in  the  first  sense,  I 
cannot  imagine  any  more  serious  act  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  than  to 
come  down  to  the  House  and  seek  to 


introduce  so  great  a  change  by  this 
means.  If  the  Government  wished  to 
make  certain  combinations  illegal,  and 
to  make  it  illegal  to  combine  under  any 
circumstances,  then  I  say  that  they  are 
bound  to  express  their  intention  by  dis- 
tinct and  express  enactment,  and  should 
not  attempt  to  make  so  great  a  change 
in  the  law  by  the  mere  introduction  of 
an  adjective  into  this  Bill.  I  say  it  is 
clear  that  by  the  use  of  this  word  the 
Government  intend  to  effect  a  great 
change  in  the  law.  I  am  content  to 
believe  they  do  not  mean  to  do  anything 
with  regard  to  the  Bill  in  an  equivocal 
sense ;  but  then  we  are  driven  on  to  the 
second  horn  of  the  dilemma  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  late 
Lord  Advocate.  If  the  word  is  used  as 
a  definition,  then  I  can  imagine  no 
worse  mode  of  drafting  a  Bill,  and  the 
remedy  for  that  loose  draftsmanship  is 
that  pointed  out  by  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Hackney 
(Sir  Charles  Eussell).  If  the  Government 
mean  to  draw  a  distinction  between 
criminal  conspiracies  and  conspiracies 
that  are  not  criminal,  they  should  select 
the  form  of  combination  which  they 
wish  to  strike  at,  and  expressly  define 
what  that  form  of  combination  is.  Let 
them  tell  us  what  is  the  particular  species 
of  conspiracy  which  they  consider  cri- 
minal, and  then  we  shall  be  prepared 
to  discuss  the  matter  on  more  equal 
terms.  The  Amendment  before  the 
Committee  attempts  a  definition  of  this 
kind ;  it  limits  the  species  of  criminal 
conspiracies  which  can  be  struck  at 
under  this  clause  to  the  overt  acts 
pointed  at  in  this  clause.  Now,  if  the 
definition  of  threats  and  intimidation  is 
not  sufficiently  wide,  let  them  tell  us 
what  it  is  they  mean  to  strike  at.  This 
is  a  perfectly  clear  demand,  and  I  think 
it  is  one  to  which  we  should  have  some 
answer  further  than  that  which  has 
been  given  by  the  Attorney  General. 
The  Attorney  General  for  England  has 
suggested  the  word  *'  fraud,"  and  if  the 
Government  want  to  introduce  that,  I 
do  not  suppose  there  will  be  any  strong 
objection  to  their  doing  so.  At  any 
rate,  if  they  wish  the  wording  of  the 
clause  extended,  let  them  extend  it, 
provided  that  they,  in  some  manner, 
define  what  is  the  class  of  conspiracies 
at  which  they  want  to  strike.  There 
has  been  a  considerable  amount  of  ar- 
gument on  this  word  ''criminal,"  and 
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H  the  Irish  Eesident  Magistrates  are  in 
the  same  state  of  doubt  and  difficulty  on 
the  subject  as  has  hitherto  prevailed  on 
the  two  Front  Benches,  I  imagine  they 
will  have  rather  a  distressing  time  of 
it.  But,  for  my  part,  I  think  there 
has  been  some  confusion  in  this  matter. 
It  has  been  put  forward  that  the  words 
**  criminal  conspiracy"  has  no  more 
meaning  than  the  words  '*  criminal 
arson"  or  *' criminal  burglary,"  and  the 
Attorney  General  replied  to  that  by  re- 
ferring to  a  book  on  the  subject.  My 
view  is  that  there  ought  to  be  no  differ- 
ence of  opinion  about  the  matter.  It  is 
true  that  in  speaking  of  conspiracy 
lawyers  have  more  or  less  used  the 
phrase  "  criminal  conspiracy "  instead 
of  stating  what  the  criminality  is  ;  but 
it  does  not  follow  that  the  superfluous 
words  have  no  meaning.  Lawyers  have 
used  the  words  **  criminal  conspiracy," 
but,  80  far  as  I  am  able  to  judge,  the 
word  "conspiracy"  is  never  used  to 
apply  to  innocent  combinations ;  and  if 
the  word  "criminal  conspiracy"  are 
only  used  where  conspiracy  is  meant,  I 
say  that  the  words  have,  in  my  judg- 
ment, no  force  in  themselves.  There 
are  no  such  offences  as  criminal  and 
uncriminal  conspiracy  in  practice,  what- 
ever the  theory  may  be.  The  term 
"  criminal  conspiracy  "  does  not  enable 
anyone  to  discriminate  between  certain 
classes  of  combinations,  and  say  this  is 
criminal  and  this  is  not  criminal ;  and, 
therefore,  unless  the  Government  wish 
to  introduce  an  enormous  difficulty  in 
the  construing  of  this  clause,  they  are 
bound  to  define  to  what  class  of  con- 
spiracy they  refer,  and  not  content 
themselves  with  standing  on  the  words 
of  the  Bill.  That  brings  us  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  question  as  to  what 
classes  of  conspiracies  are  to  be  included 
in  this  clause  ;  and  on  that  point  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  Government,  on  their  own 
case,  are  not  entitled  to  any  larger  scope 
in  the  section  than  that  pointed  out  in 
the  Amendment.  Their  caso  is  that 
intimidation  prevails  in  Ireland,  and 
that  the  tenants  are  compelled  to  enter 
into  conspiracy  to  Boycott  people  in 
order  to  induce  them  not  to  pay  rent. 
That  is  their  whole  case  as  stated  in  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  who  said 
that  such  a  state  of  intimidation  pre- 
yaikd  that  persons  in  Ireland  are  com- 
pelled to  go  into  conspiracies  to  induce 
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others  by  Boycotting  not  to  hire  or  take 
land.  That  being  the  mischief  which 
they  say  is  struck  at  by  this  clause,  I 
am  of  opinion  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons will  be  doing  wisely  in  limiting 
the  remedy  proposed  to  be  applied  to 
the  particular  mischief  of  the  section. 

Mr.  E.  T.  EEID  (Dumfries,  &c.):  I 
do  not  expect  to  be  able  to  make  any 
impression  on  the  Government,  because 
I  am  afraid  that  in  respect  of  all  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill  they  will  decline  to 
listen  to  any  Amendment ;  but  I  rise  to 
express  my  adherence  to  the  views  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Eussell), 
and  to  say  that  I  regard  this  as  a  very 
dangerous  clause,  and  one  which  ought 
to  be  amended.  The  first  objection  I 
have  is  that  the  words  are  used — **  any 
person  who  shall  take  part  in  any  cri- 
minal conspiracy."  Now,  the  argument 
has  already  been  put  forward  by  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend;  but  I  observed 
that  the  Attorney  General,  in  answering 
him,  did  not  attempt  to  deny  the  accu- 
racy of  his  statements.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  pointed  out  that 
taking  part  in  a  criminal  conspiracy 
might  be  the  same  thing  as  conspiring. 
The  Attorney  General  said  it  was  the 
same  thing,  but  he  declined  to  go  fur- 
ther and  say  why,  if  the  two  things  aro 
similar,  the  Government  decline  to  leave 
out  the  words  *'  take  part  in."  I  should 
like  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  why  he  insists  upon  using  those 
words  instead  of  the  simple  word  **  con- 
spire?" And  again,  to  repeat  what 
was  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  South  Hackney,  will  he  give  us 
any  authority  to  show  that  those  words 
have  been  used  before  ?  There  might 
be  a  conspiracy — for  example,  a  com- 
bination to  commit  murder  like  the  Ku 
Klux  conspiracy — and  there  might  be 
many  degrees  of  guilt  or  innocence 
in  those  who  took  part  in  it.  A  man 
who  conspires  would  have  been  one  of 
the  persons  actually  taking  part  in  a 
combination  for  the  commission  of  mur- 
der; but  a  man  who  takes  part  in  a 
criminal  conspiracy  may  be  one  who 
takes  part  in  something  quite  different. 
There  are,  as  I  have  said,  many  degrees 
of  guilt,  and  using  language  of  this 
kind,  which  is  not  legal  language,  might 
lead  the  Eesident  Magistrate  to  say  that, 
although  that  man  had  not  conspired, 
he,  nevertheless,  took  part  in  that  which 
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is  conspiracy  for  the  commission  of  an 
ofifence ;  and  therefore  I  hope  the  At- 
torney General  will  explain  why  it  is  we 
are  not  to  have  the  word  **  conspire," 
instead  of  the  words  ''  taking  part  in  a 
criminal  conspiracy."  I  will  now  turn 
to  another  point  mentioned  by  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  which  was  not  met 
by  the  Attorney  General  for  England. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  pointed  out 
that  it  was  exceedingly  important  to 
define  the  particular  kind  of  conspiracies 
which  were  to  be  determined  by  the 
Kesident  Magistrate,  and  the  Attorney 
General  said  that  the  Law  of  Conspiracy 
is  very  difficult  of  definition.  It  is  so 
difficult  that  I  believe  those  on  the  two 
Front  Benches  will  not  be  able  to  define 
in  what  conspiracy  consists.  If  that  is 
so,  I  think  the  Government  should  deter- 
mine what  is  the  nature  of  the  offence 
aimed  at  by  this  section,  and  curiously 
enough  they  have  attempted  to  do  so — 
it  is  not  persons  who  conspire  not  to 
perform  their  legal  obligations,  but 
those  who  conspire  to  make  others  not 
perform  their  legal  obligations.  lie 
would  be  a  bold  man  indeed  who  should 
endeavour  to  codify  the  law  with  respect 
to  conspiracy,  and  I  should  be  sorry  to 
take  any  part  in  an  attempt  to  do  so. 
The  answer  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
England  to  this  Amendment  is  a  very 
short  one.  He  said  it  is  quite  true  you 
are  asking  us  to  define  conspiracy  ;  but 
what  are  the  reasons  why  you  ask  us  to 
do  that  ?  The  reason  you  put  forward 
is  that  the  safeguard  •f  the  jury  is  with- 
drawn, and  it  is  perfectly  true  that  the 
safeguard  of  the  jury  is  of  exceeding 
great  importance,  because  whether  the 
offence  is  punishable  or  not,  it  is  a  mixed 
question  of  law  and  fact.  But  the  At- 
torney General  seems  to  think  that  we 
have  an  excellent  substitute  for  the  jury 
in  the  Kesident  Magistrates,  who,  he 
says,  are  excellent  judges  of  fact.  I 
ask  why,  if  they  are  excellent  judges  of 
fact  in  the  delicate  case  of  conspiracy, 
they  should  not  be  made  judges  of  fact 
in  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales  ?  But 
the  truth  is,  a  safeguard  is  required,  not 
because  we  are  disposed  to  impeach  the 
integrity  of  those  gentlemen,  but  be- 
cause we  do  not  think  they  are  in  touch 
with  the  people  of  the  country,  which  is 
that  which  makes  trial  by  jury  so  valu- 
able elsewhere.  If  it  is  true  that  the 
words  "take  part  in  criminal  conspiracy" 
are  dangerous,  and  that  danger  is  not 


removed  by  the  Attorney  General  placing 
on  the  Paper  an  Amendment  to  say  that 
the  conspiracy  contemplated  here  must 
be  a  conspiracy  now  punishable  by  law, 
because,  in  the  case  of  innocent  agents, 
there  is  no  protection,  unless  you  extend 
to  them  that  protection  which  you  refuse 
to  extend  to  them,  by  inserting  such 
words  as  **  wilful,"  or  **  knowingly."  It 
is  that  which  makes  this  clause  so  for- 
midable. Therefore,  I  say,  do  let  us 
try  to  get  rid  of  the  danger  of  employing 
empty,  vague,  and  general  language  in 
this  clause.  The  last  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 
the  words  "  conspire  by  violence  and 
intimidation."  No  doubt  violence  and 
intimidation  are  two  really  formidable 
methods  by  which  conspiracy  is  carried 
out.  But  conspiracy  might  be  carried 
out  by  persuasion,  and  that  is  not  the 
sort  of  thing  which  ought  to  be  struck  at 
by  exceptional  legislation,  nor  the  kind 
of  thing  which  is  dangerous  to  anyone. 
Therefore,  I  ask  that  there  may  be  a 
definition  here,  and  it  would  be  almost 
better  to  have  any  definition  than  to 
have  none.  If  the  words  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  South  Hackney 
proposes  are  not  sufficiently  wide,  let  the 
Government  suggest  others  if  they  will, 
but  do  not  leave  the  clause  undefined 
and  doubtful  in  character  in  reference  to 
an  offence  which  is  difficult  and  im- 
possible of  definition.  I  ask  the  At- 
torney General  again  why  the  words 
**  taking  part  in  a  criminal  conspiracy  " 
are  put  into  this  clause,  and  why  he  will 
not  define  those  particular  phases  of 
offence  which  it  appears  are  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  summary  jurisdiction. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (DubHn  Uni- 
versity): The  first  point  of  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  is  that  we  have  used 
the  words  '*  take  part  in  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy" instead  of  the  word  **  conspire ;" 
and  in  the  next  place,  he  asks  me  to  de- 
fine the  nature  of  the  conspiracies 
which  are  to  be  submitted  to  summary 
jurisdiction.  I  do  not  regard  the  words 
used  as  contrasted  with  the  word  ''  con- 
spire "  as  anything  more  than  a  choice 
of  expression.  I  am  aware  that  the 
words  *'  unlawful  combination  "  some- 
times occur ;  but  with  a  large  experience 
in  the  administration  of  the  Criminal 
Law,  I  am  of  opinion  that  an  indictment 
would  be  perfectly  good  in  the  words  we 
have  made  use  of.    As  I  have  said,  the 
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words  in  the  clause  ''  take  part  in  a  cri- 
minal conspiracy"  and  the  word  ** con- 
spire "  mean  precisely  the  same  thing  ; 
and  as  far  as  our  knowledge  of  the  law 
goes,  make  no  difference  whatever.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  argued 
that  a  conspiracy  is  a  thing  criminal  in 
itself,  and  that  it  was  absurd  to  speak  of 
**  criminal  conspiracy,'*  as  it  would  be  to 
speak  of  criminal  burglary  or  criminal 
arson.  I  do  not  agp^ee  with  that.  I  find 
that  the  words  **  conspiracy  "  and  **  com- 
bination "  are  interchangeable  in  Acts  of 
Parliament.  We  all  know  very  well  that 
there  are  innocent  combinations  and 
criminal  combinations — innocent  con- 
spiracies and  criminal  coDspiracies.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  have  charged  us 
sometimes  with  taking  part  in  a  con- 
spiracy of  silence,  and  in  doing  so,  I 
presume  the  charge  made  against  us  is 
not  of  an  indictable  character  ;  and  wo, 
on  the  other  hand,  have  sometimes  re- 
torted that  there  was  on  their  side  a 
conspiracy  to  talk,  but  I  would  not  mean 
by  that  they  were  engaged  in  a  criminal 
act.  It  is  for  the  purpose  of  removing 
the  doubt  which  might  exist  in  some 
minds,  that  the  Attorney  General  for 
England  has  put  down  the  words 
"punishable  by  law."  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  asks  us  to  define  the 
offence  which  is  to  be  submitted  to  sum- 
mary jurisdiction ;  but  the  subject  is  too 
wide  for  definition,  and  were  we  to  at- 
tempt to  do  so,  we  should  fall  into  the 
very  vice  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  referred  to.  The  intention 
of  the  Government  is  that  where  there  is 
an  unlawful  object  aimed  at  by  con- 
spiracy, the  conspiracy  to  get  that  object 
will  be  the  offence  dealt  with  summarily 
under  this  Act. 

Mr.  J.  SHIRESS  WILL  (Montrose, 
&c.) :  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
has,  I  venture  to  think,  not  given  us  any 
further  information  upon  the  point  which 
we  say  must,  if  possible,  bo  cleared  up 
before  these  powers  are  entrusted  to 
Besident  Magistrates.  Now,  a  great 
difficulty  is  felt  over  the  word  "  criminal." 
What  is  the  answer  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  in  his  able  argument,  has 
given  ?  His  answer  is  that  it  is  necessary 
to  have  that  word,  and  the  reason  which 
he  assigns  is  this — in  order  that  all  con- 
spiraoies  that  are  now  punishable  should 
be  punishable  under  this  clause.  Unfor- 
tunately, this  power  is  to  be  given  to  a 
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tribunal  the  most  unfitted  in  the  world  for 
defining  conspiracy.  Surely,  according  to 
the  conviction  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, these  offences  have  gone  on  long 
enough  in  Ireland  to  enable  them  to 
make  up  their  minds  what  are  the  con- 
spiracies which  are  being  committed  in 
Ireland.  It  is  said  it  is  difficult  to  define 
or  codify  the  Law  of  Conspiracy.  I  agp*ee. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  so  impossible,  but 
I  agree  it  is  difficult.  But  the  particular 
kinds  of  conspiracies  and  offences  which 
have  been  occurring,  and  are  said  to  be 
now  occurring  in  Ireland,  are  surely  by 
this  time  known,  and  can  be  defined. 
Well,  why  is  it  that  the  definition  is 
avoided  ?  Surely  it  is  not  at  all  desirable 
that  these  gentlemen — whom  I  will  not 
again  describe,  because,  however  honour- 
able they  may  be,  it  is  already  shown 
they  are  totally  unfit  for  finding  out  the 
niceties  and  intricacies  of  so  refined  a 
law  as  the  Law  of  Conspiracy,  a  law 
which  puzzles  Judges,  counsel,  and 
juries,  and  which,  even  now,  accord- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  it  is  impossible  to  accu- 
rately and  definitely  explain  —  surely 
it  is  very  undesirable  that  these  gentle- 
men should  be  left  to  construe  an  Act  of 
Parliament  of  this  kind — I  mean  without 
any  guide  being  given  to  them  as  to 
what  it  is  that  you  desire  to  draw  within 
the  purview  of  this  clause.  Well  now, 
under  this  clause,  some  of  these  gentle- 
men who  are  not  lawyers  may  take  the 
view  pointed  out  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr. 
B.  T.  Reid),  that  is,  that  if  a  man  simply 
posts  a  letter  which  contains  a  conspiracy 
he  takes  part  part  in  the  conspiracy. 
It  is  quite  possible  that  these  learned  or 
unlearned  ex-Majors  and  Captains  of 
the  Army  will  be  guided  by  policemen, 
who  may  say  to  them — '*Sir,  I  assure 
you  that  the  prisoner  did  take  part  in 
this  conspiracy,  for  he  carried  the  con- 
spiracy to  the  Post  Office."  Evidently 
that  is  not  intended.  Now,  loc  us  see 
what  is  iutended.  Suppose  that  there 
should  be  an  eviction,  or  a  series  of 
evictions,  in  a  particular  district.  Ex- 
amples of  the  cruelty  of  evictions  have 
been  often  in  the  course  of  this  Session 
brought  before  the  House.  Well,  Sir, 
suppose  that  where  some  of  these 
evictions  occurred,  the  people  are  so 
shocked  at  what  has  taken  place  that 
they  agree  with  one  accord  that  no  man 
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ought  to  tender  for  or  hire  a  certain 
piece  of  land.  Will  that  of  itself  be 
conspiracy ;  will  it  be  sufficient  to  be  a 
criminal  conspiracy,  if  it  comes  into  a 
Criminal  Court  ?  AH  this  vagueness  is 
left  to  the  gentlemen  who  are  to  decide 
upon  this  clause.  Now,  let  us  go  one 
step  further,  and  see  whether  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  this  crime  should  be 
strictly  defined.  I  do  not  say  that  con- 
spiracy should  be  absolutely  codified, 
but  that  it  should  be  more  defined.  By 
this  Amendment  it  is  proposed  to  take 
out  the  words  ^*  take  part  in  any  crimi- 
nal conspiracy,"  and  insert  *^  conspire  by 
yiolence  or  intimidation."  Now,  it  is 
clear,  except  to  those  who  will  not  see, 
that  if  a  man  conspires  by  violence  and 
if  he  conspires  by  intimidation,  that  is 
unlawful ;  but  do  Gentlemen  opposite  say 
that  you  may  unlawfully  conspire  with- 
out using  any  violence  or  any  intimi- 
dation? ["Yes!"]  Then  how — we  want 
to  know  how  ?  Over  and  over  again  we 
find  that  ordinary  Acts  of  Parliament 
are  passed  without  proper  definitions, 
and  with  an  imperfect  laying  down  of 
what  the  intention  of  the  Legislature  is. 
What  is  the  consequence  ?  Infinite 
delay,  very  g^eat  expense,  over  and  over 
again  clients  are  nearly  ruined,  and  over 
and  over  again  learned  Judges  complain 
that  the  Legislature  has  been  lax  in  not 
strictly  defining  their  intention.  If  that 
be  so  in  civil  matters,  surely,  when  you 
are  creating  crime,  creating  punishment 
for  crime,  and  over  and  above  this,  giving 
the  power  of  summary  jurisdiction  to 
such  men  as  the  Irish  Resident  Magis- 
trates, it  is  essentially  necessary  that  some 
more  careful  definition  should  be  at- 
tempted. Now,  Sir,  the  difficulty  of  de- 
fining conspiracy  under  the  Common 
Law  is  that  the  Common  Law  is  a  thing 
which  has  grown  up  under  the  adminis- 
tration of  learned  Judges  for  a  long 
time,  and  that  learned  Judges  have 
applied  to  new  circumstances  what  they 
conceive  to  be  old  principles  of  law.  But 
they  are  just  as  liable  to  be  wrong  in 
that  application  as  to  be  wrong  in  any 
decision  which  they  may  honestly  and 
ably  give  every  day  of  their  lives,  and 
upon  which  they  are  every  day  corrected 
by  Courts  of  Appeal  and  by  the  House  of 
Lords.  Therefore,  without,  in  any  de- 
gree, impugning  the  ability  or  the 
wisdom  of  the  learned  Judges,  mistakes 
are  inevitably  liable  to  occur ;  and  when 
this  Legislature  is  asked  to  recognize  this 


fine  Judge-made  and  Judge- explained 
Law  of  Conspiracy — which  has  g^ne  the 
length  of  saying  some  things  which  many 
of  us  think  contrary  to  sense — I  think 
it  is  time  to  pause  and  adopt  the  course 
which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
Eussell)  has  suggested.  For  instance,  it  is 
held  that  each  of  two  men  may  do  a  thing 
singly  and  their  action  may  be  perfectly 
lawful,  yet  if  they  co-operate  to  do  the 
same  thing  their  action  will  be  held  to 
be  a  criminal  conspiracy.  When  such  a 
doctrine  is  laid  down,  and  the  Legis- 
lature is  asked  to  confirm  such  a  doctrine, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  set  aside  the 
ordinary  law  and  the  ordinary  tribunal, 
which  is  a  jury,  and  to  relegate  matters 
to  persons  unlearned  and  unversed  in 
the  law,  I  think  it  is  time  to  consider 
seriously  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Sir  Charles  Eussell). 
Now,  let  us  see  how  fair  this  proposition 
is.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  does 
not  propose  to  interfere  in  any  respect 
with  any  Judge-made  law,  or  any  Law 
of  Conspiracy  which  stands.  Whatever 
law  there  is  at  present  in  this  country,  or 
in  Ireland  or  Scotland,  that  law  will  con- 
tinue. A  man  will  have  to  be  indicted-— 
he  will  have  to  be  tried  before  a  learned 
Judge,  and  he  will  have  to  be  tried 
before  a  jury.  It  is  impossible  to  blink 
the  fact  that  juries  over  and  over  again 
will  not  accept  from  learned  Judges  any 
law  which  is  contrary  to  their  feelings  of 
justice  and  common  sense.  Over  and 
over  again  they  have,  contrary  to 
judicial  guidance,  strained  a  point  in 
favour  of  a  prisoner  in  order  to  bring 
him  in  not  guilty,  because  from  their 
view  the  law,  as  laid  down  by  the  Judge, 
has  been  contrary  to  their  sense  of  right 
and  justice.  That  safeguard  is  to  be 
taken  away,  and  therefore  it  is  ex- 
tremely advisable  that  the  definition 
proposed  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  should  be  made.  Now,  if  it  be  a 
matter  so  plain  to  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward 
Clarke),  let  him  tell  us  this — if  there  be 
any  conspiracy  in  Ireland  known  among 
the  Irish  nation  proper  to  be  put  down 
under  this  Bill  which  does  not  come 
within  the  scope  of  the  words  ''con- 
spiracy by  violence  or  conspiracy  by  in- 
timidation "  let  him  tell  us  what  it  is. 
It  will  not  do  to  tell  us  it  is  conspiracy 
not  to  hire  a  man's  land— or  for  two  or 
more  to  interohange  their  purpose  not 
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to  hire  the  land,  and  their  opinion  that 
ti  ought  not  to  be  hired — because,  that 
by  itself,  is  no  offence.  If  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Solicitor  Q-eneral  had 
ever  so  many  fine  estates,  and  I  and  those 
who  sit  around  me  declined  to  take  any 
of  them,  he  surely  would  not  construe  our 
action  into  a  breach  of  the  law.  Surely 
it  would  not  be  contended  that  it  is  an 
offence  for  a  man  to  say — **  I  will  not 
deal  with  So-and-so  and  I  will  not  work 
with  So-and-so,"  and  for  his  neighbour 
to  say,  •*  That  is  my  own  view  too." 
I  want  to  know  what  are  the  circum- 
stances and  the  nature  of  the  violence 
or  intimidation  which  will  make  per- 
fectly lawful  acts  unlawful.  I  trust 
that  some  responsible  person  on  the  Qo- 
vernment  Bench  should  say  why  it  is 
that,  short  of  codifying  the  law,  some 
attempt  cannot  be  made  to  define  what 
they  mean  and  intend  by  conspiracy 
under  the  particular  circumstances  of 
this  Bill. 

Mr.  O^DOHEETY  (Donegal,  N.): 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr. 
J.  Shiress  Will)  and  other  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen above  the  Gangway  who  have 
spoken  on  this  Amendment  have  very 
g^atly  relieved  Irish  Members.  Only 
one  of  my  Colleagues  (Mr.  Maurice 
Healy)  has  as  yet  spoken  upon  this 
Amendment,  and  he  spoke  at  a  time 
when  very  few  hon.  Members  were  pre- 
sent. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  J.  Shiress  Will)  has  referred  to  the 
character  of  conspiracy.  We  on  these 
Benches  have  never  heard  of  any  com- 
plaint in  Ireland  except  against  con- 
spiracy accompanied  by  violence  and  in- 
timidation— the  warmest  newspaper  op- 
posed to  us  has  never  mentioned  any 
other  kind  of  criminal  conspiracy.  It  is 
quite  impossible  to  apply  to  many  of 
the  combinations  which  now  exist  the 
definitions  of  conspiracy  which  have 
come  down  from  times  when  other  and 
very  different  combinations  were  in  the 
minds  of  the  men  who  made  the  defini- 
tions. The  habit  of  men  combining: 
together  or  working  together  in  various 
forms  has  become  an  acknowledged  fact 
in  these  days ;  but  it  is  impossible  to 
conceive  the  application  of  the  old  defini- 
tions of  conspiracy  to  such  combinations. 
There  is  not  the  slightest  doubt  that 
what  the  Government  really  desire  is  to 
seonre  to  the  landlords  of  Ireland  their 
rents.  They  aim  at  the  combinations 
which  the  tenants  have  formed  to  resist 
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the  excessive  rents ;  but  why  not  attempt 
to  put  down  conspiracies  on  the  part  of 
landlords  to  make  men  take  their  farms 
and  to  work  with  persons  they  have  an 
objection  to  work  with  ?    Why  should  a 
man  pay  his  rent  before  he  pays  any 
other  debt  he  owes  ?    We  have  got  at 
the  naked  truth,  and  got  it  out  of  the 
mouth  of  a  responsible  Member  of  the 
Irish  Executive,  that  the  object  of  this 
clause  is  not  to  deal  with  conspiracy  as 
conspiracy,  but  to  deal  with  tenants  as 
against  landlords.     At  one  moment  I 
thought  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land was  goiDg  to  say  he  did  not  agree 
with  the  Attorney  General  for  England 
in  his  definition  or  explanation  of  the 
words  **take  part  in."      The  right  hou. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  these  words 
mean  *'  engage  in ;"  but  the  Attorney 
General  for  England  said  tbey  mean 
**  party  to  an  agreement."     Any  person, 
who  is  acquainted  with  the  English  lan- 
guage must  admit  that  the  words  **  any 
person  who  shall  take  part  in  "  mean 
that  a  person  must  take  an  active  or 
principal  part  in  an  act.     The  effect  of 
the  unanswerable  arguments  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Russell)  has  been 
to  make  it  clear  that  the  Government 
mean  **  to  conspire  ;  "  but  they  will  not 
say  so.     Why  are  we  so  anxious  to  call 
attention  to  the  words  "  take  part  in?  " 
Because  it  is  now  plain  that  it  is  the 
means  or  the  weapons  used  in  the  alleged 
conspiracy  which  are  to  be  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  magistrate — this  func- 
tionary is  to  declare  whether  the  means 
are  legal  or  illegal.     A  man  may  agree 
with  the  object  and  disagree  with  the 
means,  or  he  may  agree  with  part  of  one 
and  part  of  the  other,  and  yet  he  may  be 
held  to  "  take  part  in  "  the  conspiracy. 
These  words,  I  am  sure,  have  not  been 
framed  by  a  lawyer,  but  have  been  sent 
over  from  Ireland  by  men  who  have  a 
distinct  object  in  framing  the  clause  in 
this  way.     Now,  if  proof  is  given  to  a 
Resident  Magistrate  that  the  tenants  on 
a  certain  estate  are  backward  with  their 
rent,  and  one  man  is  suspected  to  be  the 
leader  of  the  tenants  in  the  revolt  against 
exorbitant    rents,    that  man   will    un- 
doubtedly have  the  torture  of  the  first 
section  applied  to  him.  Ho  will  say — '*  I 
did  not  pay  my  rent."     And  then  it  will 
be  said — **  You  are  taking  part  in  a  con- 
spiracy."    He  will  be  punished  for  a 
perfectly  legal  act—- an  act  he  is  quite  at 
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liberty  to  do.  Let  me  cite  another  case. 
It  is  well  known  that  in  Uleter  many 
farms  have  been  for  12  and  15  years  left 
vacant,  rather  than  that  the  Ulster 
Tenant  Eight  Custom  should  be  broken. 
The  farm  next  to  mine  may  be  vacant. 
It  may  be  a  very  desirable  farm  to  have ; 
but  I  do  not  care  to  take  it ;  and  it  is 
not  taken  by  anyone  else.  It  is  very 
likely  to  be  held  that  there  is  a  con- 
spiracy not  to  take  the  farm,  and  that  I  am 
taking  part  in  it.  If  tenants  do  not  do 
exactly  as  landlords  wish  thom,  they  will 
assuredly  be  held  to  be  guilty  of  con- 
spiracy. It  is  quite  evident  that  the 
Government  are  bringing  in  this  Bill  for 
the  purpose  of  compelling  men  to  pay  in 
full  rents  which  it  is  impossible  for  them 
to  pay,  consistently  with  the  times  that 
we  live  in.  I  think  the  Committee  has 
a  right  to  insist  upon  some  further  ex* 
planation  why  these  very  extraordinary 
words  are  used,  and  why  we  are  not  to 
revert  to  the  ordinary  technical  words 
which  have  been  always  used  in  criminal 
Statutes  to  define  offences. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)  stated,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dumfries  (Mr.  B.  T.  Beid),  that  this  is 
a  mere  question  of  choice  of  words — 
a  mere  question  of  the  choice  between 
the  words  '*  take  part  in  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy" and  ''conspire."  We  often 
hear  complaints  about  our  debates 
being  prolonged  for  useless  purposes; 
but  I  never  heard  a  more  singular 
example  of  the  prolongation  of  debate 
than  that  afforded  by  the  speech  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  Ihis  de- 
bate has  now  proceeded  for  an  hour  and 
a-half  over  what  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  calls  a  mere  choice 
of  expression.  [^Ministerial  eriee  of 
"Hear,  hear!"]  Yes;  prolonged  by 
the  Members  of  the  Government.  They 
admit  that  the  words,  ''  take  part  in  a 
criminal  conspiracy,"  are  precisely  the 
same  in  meaning  and  intent  as  ''con- 
spire;" but  they  are  prepared  to  pro- 
long the  debate  rather  than  to  consent 
to  substitute  for  the  words,  "  take  part 
in  a  criminal  conspiracy,"  the  simple 
word  "  conspire."  I  suppose  that  they 
are  quite  prepared  to  debate  the  question 
for  another  hour  and  a-half,  rather  than 
to  give  in  to  the  Opposition.  They  have 
refused  to  answer  the  question  put  to 
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them  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Dumfries  (Mr.  B. 
T.  Beid).  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  rose  with  the  express  intention 
of  answering  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman frankly  ;  but  the  Committee  will 
bear  in  mind  that  from  the  beginning  to 
the  end  of  his  speech  he  never  gave  a 
trace  of  an  answer  to  the  question  why 
he  prefers  the  words  "  take  part  in  a 
criminal  conspiracy"  to  "conspire." 
We  know  the  reason  perfectly  well.  We 
know  perfectly  well  that  it  is  in  order 
to  include,  under  the  section,  several 
offonces  which  are  not  offences  according 
to  law,  but  are  simx)ly  offences  in  the 
eyes  of  the  landlord  or  the  minions  of 
Dublin  Castle — to  include  offences  which 
regular  Courts  of  Law  would  not  tolerate 
being  brought  before  them.  The  Go- 
vernment are  asked  why  they  do  not 
define  the  word  "  conspiracy  " — they  are 
ready  enough  to  define  other  terms 
under  the  section.  At  the  end  of  the 
Bill  they  indulge  in  several  definitions ; 
they  define  the  words  "Lord  Lieu- 
tenant ; "  they  define  the  most  simple 
expressions  that  can  possibly  be  thought 
of.  They  define,  as  I  say,  the  words 
"  Lord  Lieutenant ;  "  they  define 
"  county ; "  they  define  the  words 
"  Court  of  Assize ; "  they  define  the 
expression  "Attorney  General;"  they 
define  the  words  "  writ  of  possession  ; " 
they  define  what  is  an  aggravated  crime 
of  violence  against  a  person  ;  they  define 
the  word  "intimidation;"  and  they 
define  the  words  "the  Whiteboy  Acts." 
But  one  thing  at  which  they  stop  is  a 
definition  of  the  very  elastic  word  "con- 
spiracy ;  "  that  is  a  very  suspicious  cir- 
cumstance. The  explanation  is  that 
hitherto  the  Government  and  the  land- 
lords have  been  saying  things  have  been 
done  in  Ireland  by  intimidation  which 
were  not  done  by  intimidation  at  all,  and 
that  if  they  were  compelled  to  go  into 
Court  to  prove  that  things  had  been  done 
by  intimidation  it  would  soon  be  found 
that  the  charge  was  unfounded.  The 
result  is  that  they  bring  in  a  Bill 
framed  in  such  a  manner  that  they  need 
not  prove  a  legal  offence  at  all,  but 
simply  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  ma- 
gistrates, who  are  neither  learned  nor 
fair,  to  define  whether  offences  have  been 
committed  or  not.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  (Sir  Bichard  Webster) 
gave  up  the  whole  case,  because  he  said 
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in  his  speecli — "  If  we  assume  tHat  the 
Besident   Magistrates   in    Ireland  are 
unfit  to  discharge  these  delicate  duties 
I  admit  this  clause  is  badly  framed." 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as- 
sumed that  the  Besident  Magistrates 
of   Ireland  are  fit  to  discharge  these 
duties.     Our  assumption  is   that  they 
are  utterly  unfi.t — our  assumption  is  that 
they  are  not  only  incapacitated  from  dis- 
charging these  duties  from  want  of  legal 
knowledge,  but  that  they  are  a  set  of 
partizans;  and  my  personal  conviction 
is,  judging  from  all  I  have  heard  of 
them,  that  not  only  are  they  partizans, 
but    they    are    corrupt.      Our    belief, 
founded  on   experience,   is  that  these 
Kesident  Magistrates    are   capable    of 
being  bribed,'  and  have  been  bribed. 
No  kind  of  bribery  is  more  common 
than  rewards  for  special  services.     The 
Resident  Magistrates  who,  in  the  past, 
have  been  most  active  in  the  oppres- 
sion   of   the  people  are  precisely  the 
Besident   Magistrates  who  have  been 
promoted ;  and  there  is  not  the  least 
doubt  in  the  world  that  under  this  Act 
the  Besident  Magistrate  who  shows  him- 
self most  zealous  in  giving  the  widest 
possible  interpretation  to  this  Act,  and 
in  gathering  into  his  net  the  greatest 
possible  number  of  Nationalists,  will  re- 
ceive the  greatest  bribe  in  the  shape  of 
reward  and  promotion.    Sir,  we  nave 
now  had  several  successive  illustrations 
of  the  real  meaning  of  this  Act.    The 
real  intention  of  the  promoters  of  this 
Act  is  not  to  put  down  crime  and  out- 
rage, but  to  put  down  political  and  social 
combination ;  and  that,  I  am  sure,  the 
English  people  are  begining  to  under- 
stand.   It  is  impossible  any  longer  to 
conceive  that  the  object  aimed  at  in  this 
Act  is  simply  and  solely  to  put  down 
crime  and  punish  criminals,  an  object 
we  do  not  object  to,  an  object  we  would 
help  them  in    accomplishing,   because 
crime  is  not  an  advantage  to  us,  as  has 
been  clearly  shown  at  various  elections. 
The  Home  Bule  majority  at  the  election 
yesterday  would  probably  have  been 
much  greater  if  these  charges  of  crime 
and  outrage  had  not  been  repeated  by 
Liberal  Unionists  and  others.    This  Bill 
is  not  brought  in  to  put  down  crime  and 
punish  criminals,  but  to  put  down  poli- 
tical combination.    That  is  the  evident 
object  of  this  Bill. 

SibWILLIAM  HAECOUBT  (Derby): 
I  do  not  rise  for  the  purpose  of  prolong* 
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ing  this  debate,  but,  as  far  as  I  can,  o! 
contributing  to  the  conclusion  of  it.    I 
think  the  opinion  that  we  entertain  upon 
this  side  of  the  House  is  that,  as  far  as 
argument  has  gone,  we  have  not  had  the 
worst  of  it.    We  are  very  willing  that 
the  judgment  should  be  taken  upon  that 
argument.    Now,  there  is  one  point  in 
this  discussion  which,  I  thick,  ought  to 
be  made  perfectly  clear.     The  Govern- 
ment, from  the  earliest  time  when  this 
matter  was  brought  into  debate,  have 
rested  upon  their  phrase  "  criminal  con- 
spiracy."   Now,  at    the   very    earliest 
period,  I  challenged  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Government  to  show  any  example 
in  which,  in  any  Statute  or  in  any  indict- 
ment, the  words  *'  criminal  conspiracy  " 
appear.     They  have  failed  to  meet  that 
challenge.    They  cannot  show  that  the 
words  *'  criminal  conspiracy"  is  a  phrase 
known  to  the  law,  to  which  any  definite 
meaning  can  be  attached  according  to 
any  interpretation  which  has  been  given 
to  it  by  legal  decisions.    Well,  then, 
what  is  the  conclusion  from  that  ?  It  is 
that  they  are  introducing  a  new  phrase 
which  will  carry  with  it  a  new  offence, 
and  which  must  be  subjected  to  a  new 
interpretation.    Now,    that  cannot  be 
denied,  and  unless  they  are  prepared  to 
meet  my  challenge  that  is  a  thing  which 
must    go  uncontradicted.    They  admit 
that  if  it  were  not  for  the  word  ^*  crimi- 
nal "  they  could  not  defend  this  clause. 
According  to  their  allegation,  they  are 
not  prepared  to  defend  the  clause  if  the 
word  ''  conspiracy  "  stands  alone.  Then 
they  say — ''Oh,  the  introduction  of  the 
word  'criminal'  alters  the  whole  thing, 
and  that  is  the  thing  upon  which  we  are 

grepared    to  stand."     Therefore,  they 
ave  introduced  a  new  legal  phrase. 
The  chief  SEOBETABY  foeIBE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester, 
E. ) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  over- 
looked Amendment  No.  25. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT:  Oh, 
the  offences  are  to  be  ''  now  punishable 
by  law."  That  means  a  conspiracy  ac- 
cording to  the  existing  interpretation  of 
Oommon  Law.  If  that  is  what  you 
mean,  why  introduce  the  word  ''  crimi- 
nal?" For  what  reason  is  this  new 
phrase  introduced  ?  But  I  will  take  you 
upon  your  own  ground.  What  you 
stand  upon  is  the  Common  Law  of  Con- 
spiracy now  punishable  by  the  Common 
Law.  That  is  the  very  thing  against 
which  Parliament   legislated   in  1875, 
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It  was  conspiracy  punishable  by  law  as 
interpreted  by  the  Judges,  which  was 
oondemned  in  the  year  1875  as  applied 
to  the  labourers  of  England.  We  say 
that  to  apply  the  Common  Law  of  Con- 
spiracy, as  interpreted  by  the  Judges, 
to  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  would  be 
equally  unjust,  and  against  that  we  pro- 
test. But,  whenever  we  use  that  argu- 
ment, you  say — **0h,  no;  that  cannot  be 
BO,  because  we  say  criminal  conspiracy, 
and  that  means  something  different." 
Well,  if  it  means  something  different, 
tell  us  what  it  means?  If  you  intro- 
duce a  new  phrase  into  the  law  of  the 
country  you  are -bound  to  define  it,  and 
if  you  do  not  attempt  to  do  so  we  have  a 
right  to  attempt  in  the  Interpretation 
Clause  to  say  what  a  ''  criminal  con- 
spiracy "  means.  We  have  a  right  to 
challenge  a  new  phrase  introduced  by 
you  into  the  law,  and  say  what  "  crimi- 
nal conspiracy"  shall  mean  and  what  it 
shall  not  mean.  If  it  means  the  Common 
Law  of  Conspiracy  now  punishable  by  law, 
we  say  that  would  be  a  most  unjust  law 
to  apply  to  the  combinations  of  tenants  in 
Ireland.  The  question  we  have  a  right 
to  put  to  the  Government  is  tbis— what 
do  you  mean  by  conspiracy  which  is  not 
criminal  ?  If  you  say  that  criminal  con- 
spiracy is  the  thing  you  are  aiming  at, 
tell  us  what  is  a  conspiracy  which  is  not 
criminal?  I  shall  like  very  much  to 
hear  a  definition  of  conspiracy  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke).  The  word 
<<  conspiracy  "  in  the  law  is  a  very  old 
word ;  you  find  it  in  the  works  of  Lord 
Coke  referring  to  legislation  of  a  much 
earlier  period.  The  phrase '  *  conspiracy  " 
is  to  be  found  in  the  Statutes  passed  in 
the  time  of  the  Plantagenets,  but  no 
such  phrase  as ''criminal  conspiracy" 
is  to  be  found  in  any  Statutes.  It  is  very 
difficult  to  assert  a  negative,  but  I  invite 
the  Government  to  cite  a  positive  and  to 
give  us  proof ;  I  confess  my  ignorance. 
If  they  are  able  to  produce  Statutes,  or 
to  produce  an  indictment  which  contains 
this  phrase  ''  criminal  conspiracy  "  upon 
which  they  rest,  something  may  be  said 
for  the  clause.  I  do  not  at  all  agree  that 
the  title  of  a  book  is  sufficient  ground 
for  the  introduction  of  this  phrase  in 
legislation ;  you  cannot  import  titles  of 
books  into  indictments ;  therefore,  I 
challenge  you  to  say  what  you  mean  by 
this  phrase  ''criminal  conspiracy."  I 
buve  challenged  you  three  or  four  times, 


and  you  have  never  ventured  to  answer 
me.  If  that  be  so,  and  if  you  can  give 
no  example  from  Statute,  indictment,  or 
judgment  of  Courts,  we  have  a  right  to 
demand  that  upon  the  face  of  this  Statute 
you  shall  give  a  meaning  to  this  phrase 
which  you,  for  the  first  time,  import,  and 
which  you  say  is  the  significance  of  your 
Bill.  I  again  ask  the  queetion,  if 
"criminal  conspiracy"  are  the  patent 
words,  explain  to  me  what  that  conspi- 
racy is  which  is  not  criminal  ?  That  is 
a  very  plain  and  clear  ^question,  and  I 
should  like  to  have  an  answer  to  it.  Let 
thoSolicitorGeneral(Sir£dwardClarke), 
or  let  any  of  the  numerous  Law  Officers 
who  sit  upon  the  Government  Bench, 
give  us  an  example  of  conspiracy  which 
is  not  criminal  in  English  law.  If  you 
mean  by  conspiracy  unlawful  combina- 
tion, why  do  you  not  say  so  ?  That  is  a 
very  plain  and  clear  issue.  This  Amend- 
ment is  moved  in  order  to  make  it  clear 
what  is  meant  by  conspiracy  against 
which  you  are  directing  this  Act,  It  is 
very  necessary  that  the  people  who  are 
to  be  affected  by  this  Act  should  have  a 
clear  understanding  what  they  may  and 
what  they  may  not  do ;  and  we  say  it  is 
most  unfair  that  people  in  the  position 
of  the  tenants  of  Ireland  should  be  ex- 
posed to  the  penalties  provided  for  in 
this  Act  unless  some  definite  information 
is  vouchsafed  to  them  as  to  the  meaning 
of  the  Act.  It  is  quite  clear  you  are  not 
prepared  to  say  what  are  the  things  you 
will  allow  and  what  are  the  things  which 
you  will  not  allow.  What  are  the  com- 
binations which  the  tenants  of  Ireland 
may  enter  into  in  reference  to  land — in 
reference  to  the  occupation  of  land  and 
the  owners  of  land — which  the  Govern- 
ment assert  are  lawful,  and  what  are 
those  which  the  Government  assert 
to  be  unlawful  and  criminal?  In  the 
absence  of  any  answer  to  that  we  have 
a  right  to  claim  that  this  proposal  of 
yours  is  an  unfair  proposal,  and  that 
it  is  a  proposal  made  against  the  tenants 
of  Ireland,  and  made  in  the  interests  of 
the  landlords  of  Ireland ;  that  it  is  spread- 
ing a  net  which  is  intended  to  be  cast 
round  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  which  is 
intended  to  operate  exclusively  in  favour 
of  the  landlords  of  Ireland  ;  that  it  is  a 
law  made  by  the  landlords  for  the  land- 
lords, and  that  it  will  be  administered 
by  the  agents  of  the  landlords.  That  is 
our  distinct  declaration  upon  this  clause, 
and  your  failure  to  give  any  instance  of 
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vhat  yon  regard  as  lawfal  combinatioii 
and  what  70a  are  prepared  to  treat  a 
criminal  conspiracy,  la  a  proof  to  ua  tha 
we  are  right  in  ths  interpretation  W' 
bave  placed  upon  this  clause. 

The  chief  8E0EETABY  fob  IRE 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man 
cheater,  E.):  Sir,  I  riee  now  inatead  o 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Solicito 
General  (Sir  Edward  Olarke),  becaus 
I  really  think  the  argument  has  go 
beyond  the  phase  of  any  technical  legs 
diacuGaion.  This  is  the  third  time  w< 
have  discussed  the  same  qneetion.  Thi 
right  hon.  O-entleman  the  Member  fo 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  pride 
himaelf  that  be  has  got  much  the  best  o 
the  argument.  I  will  not  dispute  tha 
now ;  hut  I  will  only  call  the  fact  to  thi 
mind  of  the  Committee  that  the  righ 
hon.  Gentleman  is  hardly  in  a  poaitiot 
to  aay  whether  his  side  has  got  the  bea 
of  the  argument  or  not,  because,  unlesi 
I  am  very  much  miataken,  he  has  noi 
been  in  the  House  during  the  time  th< 
argument  has  been  going  on,  and  hi 
neither  heard  the  moat  able  and  tem- 
perate speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  tiie  late  Attorney  General  (8ii 


If  there  waa  any  ambiguity  before  as 
to  what  we  meant  waa  criminal  conepi* 
racy  that  ambiguity  ia  wholly  removed, 
or  will  be  removed  when  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  baa  introduced  into 
the  Bill  the  Amendment  of  which  he 
boa  given  Notice.  Therefore,  I  think 
that  any  argument  founded  upon  any 
Buppoaed  or  preaumed  doubt  as  to  what 
claas  of  offoncea  is  aimed  at  by  thia 
clause  ia  entirely  out  of  place.  Is  it 
too  much  to  ask  that  we  ahould  now 
proceed  to  a  Division  ?  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Dublin  County 
(Mr.  Clancy)  told  ua  that  we  have  been 
talking  for  two  houra  upon  an  Amend- 
ment respecting  a  mere  choice  of  expres- 
sion. Well,  Sir,  two  hours  are  surely 
enough  to  decide  the  choice  of  an  ex- 
pression ;  and,  therefore,  I  reapectfully 
ask  that  we  ahould  now  come  to  a  deci- 
sion upon  the  point. 

Queation  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  237; 
Noea  165;  Mojority  72.— (Div.  list. 
No.  161.) 

The   CHAIRMAN:     The     decieion 


Ii.l.i><.d  with  the  gtilert  «ini,.tio»,    A""?""'  "l.  "page  2,  Im.  17,  after 
nor  the  reply,  on  which  we  rest  our  caae, 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 


'  take  '  insert    '  active ;' "   Amendment 
"page  2,  line  17,  leave  out  ' 
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minalp"  and  24,  "page  2,  line  17, 
leave  out  '  criminal  oonapiracy,'  and 
insert  '  conspiracy  by  acts  in  themselves 
nriminal.'  "     I  am  unable  to  attribute 


Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard  Web- 
ster). Not  having  heard  either  the  case 
for  the  prosecution  or  the  case  for  the 

defence,  be  is,  I  venture  to  think,  hardiv  „       ■      .     •        j        ^  «„    ,, 

ia  .  poition  to  .ay  that  he  h.e  ^ot  th.  fl  """""e  l"  Ameadmeal  22    "  p.ge 

b«,tSf  the  .rgument.     I  ,m  not  goi«g  '     7      '    S'  I          """     "  "5" 

.      J.              1.  it                   Li         °     i.i  unction    with   other   persona ;        and, 

Ji^  whether  we  ought  or  ought  ^„,,„     ,i.  Committee  will   prooeod 

not  to  introduce  into  thia  clauae  the  ex-  ^.          i        t  N     2S                   r  "">"-" 

presaion  "criminal  conspiracy."     That  ™^°  ™^°       **' 

the  expression  ia  not  a  foolish  expres-  Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 

sion  from  a  legal  point  of  view  is  shown  17,  after  "  oonapiracy,"    insert    "  now 

by  the  fact  that  the  greatest  legal  autho-  luniahable  by  Law." — {Mr.   Attorney 


rityonthis  aubjeot  uses  it  in  the  titli 
and  naea  it  on  every  page  of  hia  book. 
Whether  there  ia  or  ia  not  precedent  in 
any  Statute  for  the  use  of  the  phrase, 
the  fact  that  an  eminent  legal  writer 
has  distinguished  criminal  oonapiraoy 
from  oonapiraoy  which  presumably  is 
not  criminal  is  a  proof,  at  all  events, 
that  the  phrase  is  not  nonsense.  Sut, 
apart  from  that,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Sir  William  Harcourt)  baa  argued 
the  whole  caae  as  if  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  had  not  put  down 
upon  the  Paper  Amendment  No.  36. 
Sir  WUhmt  Sartowt 


Stneral.) 


Ma,  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  I  rise, 
)ir,  for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out  and 
ilaoing  beyond  all  doubt  the  conapi- 
aciea  which  are  to  be  punishable  by 
he  Summary  Jurisdiction  Courta  under 
his  olause.  I  intend  to  give  all  the 
ipposition  in  my  power  to  thia  Amend- 
aeat,  and  the  reason  why  I  propoae 
0  do  BO  will  be  very  easily  seen.  I  do 
b  on  two  grounda — in  the  first  place, 
lecBnse  I  think  it  is  an  illusory  oonoes- 
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sion  to  this  side  of  the  House — in  fact, 
that  it  is  no  concession  at  all ;  and,  se- 
condly, because  it  defines  more  clearly 
the  conspiracies  at  which  the  Govern- 
ment are  aiming  by  this  clause.  It  has 
already  been  pointed  out,  very  often  in 
the  course  of  these  debates,  what  an 
enormous  change  has  been  made  in  the 
administration  of  the  Criminal  Law  of 
Ireland  by  removing  from  the  people  of 
Ireland  the  protection  of  Judge  and  jury 
incases  of  *' criminal  conspiracy."  In 
spite  of  all  that  has  been  said  against 
removing  from  the  people  of  Ireland 
this  protection,  and  in  spite  of  all  that 
has  oeen  said  about  the  tremendous 
change  that  this  clause  will  make  in 
the  position  of  everybody  engaged  in 
political  work  in  Ireland,  all  the  con- 
cession that  the  Government  is  prepared 
to  offer  is  contained  in  the  words — 

*'That  no  conspiracy  shall  be  dealt  with 
under  this  section  of  the  Act  that  is  not  already 
punishahle  by  Law." 

Now,  Sir,  we  have  only  to  return  to  the 
Charge  of  Judge  Fitzgerald,  and  the 
Charges  of  Judge  Murphy  and  Judge 
G^Brien,  in  order  to  know  what  are  the 
conspiracies  which  are  now  punishable 
by  law  in  Ireland.  Of  course,  this  sub- 
section, as  amended  by  the  Attorney 
General's  Amendment,  would  be  inter- 
preted not  as  looking  towards  such  con- 
spiracy as  is  practically  punishable  in 
Ireland — that  is  to  say,  such  conspiracy 
as  it  has  been  found  practicable  or  pos- 
sible to  get  punished  by  the  machinery 
of  Judge  and  jury;  but  it  applies  to 
such  conspiracies  as,  according  to  the 
law  laid  down  by  the  Irish  Judges, 
the  juries  ought  to  convict  for,  and 
which  ought  to  be  punished  by  law. 
And  we  have  laid  down,  as  has  been  said 
more  than  once  in  the  most  clear  and 
unmistakable  language,  what  the  cha- 
racter of  these  conspiracies  is;  and  in 
order  to  bring  home  as  forcibly  and 
clearly  as  possible  to  hon.  Members  the 
character  of  the  legislation  they  are  en- 
gaged in,  I  will  read  once  more  the 
language  of  Judge  Fitzgerald  on  this 
point.  Before  I  do  so,  however,  I  desire 
to  point  out  that  the  language  of  Judge 
Fitzgerald,  so  often  quoted  in  this  House, 
is  clearly  and  unmistakably  different, 
and  different  in  most  important  par- 
ticulars, from  the  language  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  England  when  lay- 
ing down  the  law  in  this  House  the 
other  day.     I  listened  with  the  utmost 


attention  to  the  Attorney  General  for 
England  when  he  was  laying  down 
what  he  considered  to  be  the  Law  of 
Conspiracy  as  professed  or  laid  down  in 
this  country ;  and  I  am  perfectly  certain 
that  the  law,  as  laid  down  by  him,  was 
clearly  and  distinctly  different  from  the 
law  as  laid  down  by  the  Irish  Judges. 
Judge  Fitzgerald,  in  laying  that  down, 
as  we  know,  said  that  it  was  conspiracy 
for  two  or  more  individuals  to  join 
together  to  do  an  act  which,  if  done  by 
one  individual,  would  be  nothing  more 
than  a  civil  wrong;  and  he  instanced 
the  fact  that  for  one  tenant  to  withhold 
his  rent  was  not  in  any  degree  criminal, 
but  only  a  civil  trespass ;  while  for  two 
or  more  tenants  in  concert  to  withhold 
their  rents  was  conspiracy.  Judge  Fitz- 
gerald did  not  use  the  words  ''criminal 
conspiracy ; "  but  he  said  it  was  a  con- 
spiracy punishable  at  Common  Law. 
^ow,  what  does  that  entail  ?  It  entails 
that  this  concession  of  the  Government 
leaves  it  open  tp  these  Courts  of  Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction  in  Ireland  to  hold  it 
to  be  conspiracy— or,  if  they  will  have 
it,  ''criminal  conspiracy" — for  two  or 
more  tenants  to  combine  and  confede- 
rate together  for  the  purpose  of  bring- 
ing about  a  reduction  of  rents.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Government 
have  in  their  minds  the  using  of  this 
Act  for  that  purpose,  and  to  punish  as 
guilty  of  criminal  conspiracy  tenants 
who  withhold  their  rents,  or  men  who 
advise  tenants  to  withhold  their  rents, 
for  that  case  also  was  dealt  with  in 
Judge  Fitzgerald's  Charge.  I  invite  the 
Attorney  General  to  tell  the  Committee 
whether  such  offences  are  not  **  now 
punishable  by  law,"  as  the  law  stands  at 
the  present  time,  and  whether  it  will  not 
be  punishable  by  these  Summary  Juris- 
diction Courts?  I  would  ask  the  At- 
torney General  to  say  whether,  if  two  or 
more  tenants  withhold  their  rents,  or  if 
anyone  advises  them  to  do  so,  such  con- 
spiracy would  not  be  conspiracy  punish- 
able by  the  Common  Law  in  Ireland  ? 
Let  us  consider,  for  one  moment,  how 
this  clause  would  work  in  Ireland.  Com- 
binations of  tenants  to  withhold  their 
rents,  with  the  object  of  getting  their 
rents  reduced,  you  must  recollect  are  by 
no  means  confined  to  the  National  Party 
in  Ireland.  You  must  remember  that  com* 
binations  of  tenants  to  withhold  their 
rents  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  about 
reductions  are  looked  upon  all  over  Ire- 
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land,  I) J  men  of  all  religions  and   by 
men  of  all  politics,  as  perfectly  legiti- 
mate.    Such   combinations    have  been 
entered  into   by  persons  belonging  to 
the  Loyal  and  Patriotic  Association — 
to  which  the   hon.  Member  for  South 
Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston)  belongs— on  the 
estates  of  the  Marquess  of  Downshire,  of 
the  Duke  of  Abercorn,  of  the  present  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  and  on  numberless 
other  estates,  like  Wallace's  estate  in  the 
North  of  Ireland,  where  the  tenants  are 
opposed  to  us  in  politics.  Meetings  were 
held,    and  resolutions  passed  at   these 
meetings,  frequently  moved  by  Protes- 
tant clergymen,    the  purport  of  which 
was  that  rents  should  be  withheld,  in  the 
hope  that,  by  so  doiog,  the  landlords 
would  be  induced   to  give  reductions. 
It  is  true  that,  in  this  case,  the  agitators 
stopped  short  in  their  operations — that 
is  to  say,  they  do  not  go  the  length,  and 
did  not  adopt  the  courses,  that  we  ad- 
vised the  tenants  in  the  South  and  West 
of  Ireland  to  adopt.     [**Hear,  hear!"] 
Yes ;  that  is  so  ;  they  aid  not  go  so  far 
as  we  did ;  but  that  fact  does  not  afifect 
my  argument  in  the  slightest  degree. 
The    action    of  these    persons    in    the 
North  of  Ireland — on  the  estate  of  the 
Duke  of  Abercorn,    for  instance — was 
just  as  much   a  conspiracy  under  the 
words  of  this  Act  as  it  was  for  ten- 
ants  elsewhere  to  adopt  the  Plan    of 
Campaign.     According   to   the  Charge 
of  Judge  Fitzgerald,  to  combine  together 
to   withhold  rents,  with  the  object  of 
obtaining    a    reduction,   is    conspiracy 
at  Common  Law  ;  and  whether  the  con- 
spiracy stops   at  passing  resolutions  at 
public  meetings,  and  whether  they  stop, 
as  they  did,  on  the  Duke  of  Abercorn 's 
estate — on  which,  be  it  said,  they  suc- 
ceeded in  their  object,  for  after  they  had 
withheld  their  rents   for  two   or  three 
months  the  tenants  got  considerable  re- 
ductions— whether  they  are  content  to 
stop  after  receiving  advautages  such  as 
those,  or  whether  they  go  on  to  further 
measures,  such  as  the  tenantry  who  have 
adopted  our  advice  have  taken,  I  hold 
that  they  are  guilty  of  the  same  con- 
spiracy according   to   the   dicta  of  the 
Irish  Judges  ;  and  what  I  want  to  bring 
home  to  the  Committee  is  that,  by  re- 
fusing to  give  us  any  definition  of  the 
crimes  and  offences  that  are  punishable 
under  this  section,  they  leave  it  open  to 
the  Executive  in  Ireland,  should  they  so 
desire   to   do,  to  absolute  prohibit  all 

J/r;  Dillon 


public  meetings  in  Ireland  called  to- 
gether to  consider  the  subject  of  the 
payment  of  rent.  It  cannot  be  denied, 
if  this  Amendment  is  all  the  limit  the 
Government  is  prepared  to  insert  in  th^s 
section,  that,  from  the  day  the  clause 
passes  into  law,  no  meeting  of  Irish  ten- 
ants can  be  held  for  the  purpose  of  get- 
ting reductions  of  rent  without  those  who 
take  part  in  it  being  guilty  of  cri- 
minal conspiracy  under  this  Act,  and 
it  will  be  simply  and  solely  at  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Castle  and  the  Besident 
Magistrates  whether  they  shall  be 
punished  or  not.  It  may  be  that  men 
like  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
from  motives  of  decency,  not  wishing  to 
have  their  tenants  dragged  into  the 
Courts,  may  desire  to  spare  them ;  but, 
however  they  may  cherish  that  desire, 
this  clause  will  be  able  to  strike  these 
people.  Even  if  such  tenants  are  not 
affected,  we  shall  have  in  Ireland  what 
has  been  done  with  so  much  mischief  in 
the  past — namely,  the  tenantry  of  such 
and  such  a  Lord  spared,  whilst  the  ten- 
antry of  other  persons,  for  the  same  of- 
fences, are  committed  to  prison.  Where, 
I  ask,  are  the  lines  to  be  drawn  whicii 
will  satisfy  anyone's  mind  as  to  the  dif- 
ference there  will  be  between  a  combina- 
tion on  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne's 
estate  and  those  on  other  estates  in  Ire- 
land ?  On  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne's 
estate  the  tenantry  adopted  our  policy, 
and  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  had  all 
his  legal  remedies.  When  the  law  came 
to  the  doors  of  the  tenants  they  were 
put  out  of  their  holdings.  The  tenantry 
of  the  Duke  of  Abercorn  did  not  go  so 
far  as  we  did — they  got  terms  ;  and  will 
any  lawyer  point  out  to  me  the  differ- 
ence, from  a  legal  point  of  view,  between 
the  combination  in  the  one  case  and  that 
in  the  other  ?  I  want  this  clear — that 
this  limitation  proposed  by  the  Attorney 
General  is  absolutely  illusory.  It  gives 
us  nothing  whatever,  and  as  it  gives  us 
nothing  I  shall  certainly  oppose  it  to  the 
best  of  my  ability. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  (Derby): 
I  entirely  agree  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down.  [^Ironical  Minis- 
terial cheers.']  Well,  I  do  not  see  at  all 
why  I  should  not  ag^ee  with  the  hon. 
Member.  I  know  that  hon.  Members 
opposite  have  laid  it  down,  as  a  funda- 
mental principle,  that  on  every  Irish 
question  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to 
differ  from  every  Representative  of  Ire- 


5dd 


Criminal  Law 


{May  Id,  1887}     Amendment  {tretani)  BiU.     i)60 


land.  That  is  according  to  their  system 
of  government  in  Ireland.  They  do  not 
attempt  to  govern  that  country  according 
to  the  opinion  of  the  Irish  people.  They 
govern  it  by  the  English  sword.  They 
do  not  agree  with  any  representations 
from  the  Irish  Representatives  as  to  their 
claim  upon  the  English  House  of  Com- 
mons. That  is  the  Tory  doctrine,  and 
the  principle  upon  which  the  present 
Govern ment  propose  to  govern  Ireland. 
I  quite  understand  that  that  is  not  the 
principle  that  we  adopt.  We  desire  to 
govern  Ireland  in  accordance  with  the 
wishes  of  tho  Irish  people.  You  think 
that  a  monstrous  proposition  ;  but  we 
regard  it  as  a  fundamental  principle, 
certainly  of  the  Liberal  Party,  and  I 
think  you  yourselves  will  one  of  these 
days  find  it  a  necessary  principle  for  the 
English  Government  to  adopt.  That 
time  will  most  assuredly  come.  Well, 
now,  with  reference  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  Attorney  General,  though  I  cer- 
tainly agree,  and  I  repeat  it,  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  spoken 
that  it  gives  no  security  at  all,  we  are 
not  here  to  oppose  its  introduction.  It 
would  be  a  great  mistake  to  suppose 
that  this  Amendment  really  alters  the 
matter  the  least  in  the  world.  Why  it 
was  not  originally  introduced,  and  why 
it  is  left  to  this  period  to  be  inserted,  it 
is  idle,  perhaps,  now  to  speculate.  It  is 
a  curious  thing  that  upon  this,  one  of 
the  most  important  features  of  the  Bill, 
the  Government  have  absolutely  failed  to 
secure  one  single  word  of  support  from 
Unionist  Liberals  in  this  House.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury,  one  of  the  greatest 
authorities  upon  the  Law  of  Conspiracy, 
with  whom  I  have  fought  the  battle  for 
many  a  year  in  this  House,  has  been 
silent  upon  this  question.  He  has  not 
supported  the  views  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  England  or  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.  He  could  not  have  done  so 
without  having  contradicted  every  word 
that  he  said  in  the  year  1 873.  [  Criee  of 
**  No,  no !  "]  Hon.  Gentlemen  who  are 
crying  **  No,  no  !  "  never  heard  the  de- 
bates in  1873,  and  know  nothing  about 
the  Law  of  Conspiracy,  or  about  the 
great  contests  that  went  on  in  this 
House.  I  say  that  it  would  have  been 
impossible  for  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the    Member  for  Bury  to 


have  supported  this  clause  in  accord- 
ance with  the  principle  he  maintained 
at  that  time  on  the  subject  of  Trades 
Unions.  What  is  it  that  the  Attorney 
General's  Amendment  does  ?  It  throws 
open  the  whole  Law  of  Conspiracy  as 
expounded  by  the  interpretation  of 
Judges  under  the  Common  Law.  That 
was  the  very  thing  which  worked  the 
whole  injustice  against  the  Trades 
Unions.  That  which  was  punishable 
at  Common  Law  as  conspiracy  was  the 
very  thing  complained  of,  the  very  thing 
condemned,  and  the  very  thing  legis- 
lated against  in  1873.  Then  the  whole 
of  that  law  in  its  injustice  is  now  to  be 
applied  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland  in  their 
combinations  without  any  of  that  pro- 
tection  which  has  been  given  to  the 
English  labourer.  The  Government 
have  refused  that  protection,  and  they 
say  that  the  law  which  was  so  applied 
to  the  English  labourer  shall  be  now 
applied  to  the  Irish  tenant.  Well,  we 
have  protested  against  that  as  best  we 
could ;  we  have  laid  our  arguments  be- 
fore the  House  and  the  country  ;  and  I 
do  not  think  there  will  be  any  advan- 
tage in  continuing  the  discussion  fur- 
ther. But  I  think  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  may  be  certain  of 
this — that  if  in  the  administration  of  this 
law  the  magistrates  or  Judges  of  Ireland 
should  ever  practically  apply  to  the  ten- 
ants of  Ireland  the  Common  Law  of 
Conspiracy  in  the  way  that  it  was 
applied  to  the  labourers  of  England 
they  will  find  that  the  public  opinion 
of  Great  Britain  will  be  arrayed  on  the 
side  of  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  and  that 
they  will  inevitably  have  the  voice  of  the 
Legislature  brought  to  bear  to  reverse 
their  decision,  as  it  was  brought  to  bear 
to  reverse  the  decision  of  the  Judges  as 
to  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  in  this  country. 
We  have  made  this  issue  perfectly  clear. 
You  have  opened  up  the  whole  of  this 
loose,  mischievous,  and  oppressive  Com- 
mon Law  of  Conspiracy  which  the  people 
of  England,  after  long  debates,  over- 
ruled in  favour  of  the  English  labourers. 
You  are  now  going  to  place  that  law  in 
the  hands  of  the  Eesident  Magistrates 
of  Ireland,  under  the  influence  of  the 
landlords,  to  apply  it  to  the  tenants  of 
Ireland.  We  cannot,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  House  of  Qpmmons,  get  any 
remedy  here  to-day;  but  so  surely  as 
his  law  is  applied,  and  as  soon  as  in- 
justice in  its  application  is  observed  in 
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Ireland  ia  the  case  of  tlie  tenants  as  it 
was  observed  in  England  in  the  case  of 
the  working  men,  so  surely  will  that 
remedy  be  applied,  and  I  think  we  may 
be  perfectly  content  to  look  forward  to 
that  time. 

The  chief  SECRET AEY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
Chester,  E.) :  I  will  not  follow  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  his  disquisition  on 
Home  Rule  with  which  he  began  his 
observations  upon  this  Amendment. 
That  jdid  not  seem  to  me  to  be  at  all  re- 
levant, and  I  will  not  occupy  the  time  of 
the  Committee  by  replying  to  it.  Neither 
will  I  again  go  into  the  question  of  the 
Law  of  Conspiracy,  upon  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  spoken  now, 
I  believe,  about  six  times.  It  will  suffice 
if  I  again  repeat  to  the  Committee  that 
the  intentions  which  are  accredited  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the 
framers  of  this  Bill  and  the  Irish  Exe- 
cutive, of  levelling  it  not  against  crime, 
but  against  legitimate  combinations  of 
Irish  tenants,  is  wholly  and  absolutely 
unfounded.  It  finds  no  justification 
either  in  any  utterance  of  any  Member 
of  the  Government,  or  of  any  Gentleman 
who  adheres  to  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, nor  in  any  provision  which  we 
have  introduced  into  this  Bill.  Now,  I 
hope  the  Committee  will  allow  this 
Amendment  to  be  introduced  into  the 
Bill  without  a  Division.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  has  told 
us  he  means  to  divide  against  it.  I 
think  that  surely,  from  his  own  point  of 
view,  he  will  be  ill-advised  to  do  that. 
He  may  think  that  the  limitation  or  the 
explanations  we  have  given  are  inade- 
quate. He  may  desire  further  restriction 
introduced  into  the  Bill ;  but  the  Com- 
mittee have  already  decided  that  point. 
They  have  decided  against  further  re- 
striction ;  and  that  being  so,  would  the 
hon.  Gentleman  not  be  well  advised  if 
he  allowed  us  to  put  the  words  in  the 
clause  which,  whether  necessary  or  un- 
necessary, at  all  events  make  it  perfectly 
and  absolutely  clear  what  is  the  view 
of  the  Government  in  framing  this 
clause  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  also  am  of  the  same  opi- 
nion as  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo. 
But  I  go  beyond*the  opinion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby, 
and  I  think  that  we  should  oppose  the 
introduction  of  these  words.    It  appears 

Sir  inUiam  Ilarcourt 


to  me  that  the  words  are  mere  tautology. 
We  have  in  the  clause  the  words  *'  cri- 
minal conspiracy,"  and  what,  I  ask,  is 
**  criminal  conspiracy  "  but  a  conspiracy 
punishable  by  law?  [Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four :  Hear,  hear !]  This  Amendment 
is  clearly  tautology.  Well,  if  these 
words  are  tautology  and  unnecessary, 
on  the  other  hand,  they  accentuate  that 
which  we  ought  to  object  to — namely, 
the  introduction  into  this  Bill  of  the 
vague  and  indefinite  Law  of  Conspiracy, 
instead  of  giving  us  what  wo  have  pressed 
the  Government  for — namely,  some  de- 
finition of  the  conspiracy  to  which  this 
measure  is  to  apply.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  denies 
that  the  Government  desire  to  put  down 
legitimate  combination.  That  is  the 
point.  I  want  to  know  what  is  a  legiti- 
mate combination.  Is  a  combination  of 
tenants  not  to  pay  rents  until  they  can 
come  to  terms  with  their  landlords  a 
conspiracy  ?  That  is  what  we  want  the 
Government  to  tell  us.  That  is  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  have 
pressed  the  Government  again  and  again 
to  tell  us;  but  they  have  not  told  us  and 
they  will  not  tell  us ;  and  that  being  so, 
we,  having  been  denied  any  definition 
or  explanation  of  what  is  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy, it  does  seem  to  me  that  we 
should  be  wrong  in  allowing  the  Govern- 
ment to  introduce  words  which  strengthen 
the  Law  of  Conspiracy,  but  do  not,  in 
any  degree,  define  that  law. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
do  not  intend  to  make  any  lengthened 
observations  on  the  question  before  the 
Committee,  but  I  should  like  to  ask  some 
of  the  lawyers  in  the  House  what 
change  in  the  effect  of  the  section  will 
be  brought  about  by  the  introduction  of 
these  words  ?  In  the  early  part  of  tho 
evening  the  Government  opposed  two 
Amendments  of  mine,  on  the  ground 
that  the  words  I  proposed  to  add  were 
surplusage ;  and,  that  being  so,  I  am 
not  sure  that  the  Amendment  that  they 
now  move  is  not  open  to  the  same  ob- 
jection. It  is  only  right  that  those  who 
introduce  these  words  should  be  able  to 
give  some  meaning  to  them — should  be 
able  to  point  out  that  they  m^ke  some 
modification  of  the  section,  and  should 
rise  in  their  place  for  the  purpose  of 
doing  so  at  once.  I  notice  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the    Attorney 
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General  did  not  rise  in  his  place  for  the  argument  in  support  of  it,  or  to  show 
purpose  of  moving  the  Amendment.  that  it  will  make  the  Bill  better ;  and 
Mr.  DILLON  :  I  object  to  this  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
Amendment,  because  it  really  is  no  for  Kirkcaldy  pointed  out  that  the  words 
limitation  of  the  clause.  The  right  hon.  ''  criminal  conspiracy  "  conveyed  just  as 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire-  much  as  the  words  *'  criminal  conspiracy 
land  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle-  now  punishable  by  law,"  the  Chief 
man  the  Attorney  General  know  that  Secretary  readily  intimated  his  assent  to 
perfectly  well.  It  is  put  into  this  Bill  that  proposition.  Under  these  circum- 
for  the  same  purpose,  as  the  measure  is  stances,  where  is  the  justification  for  the 
entitled '' A  Bill  for  the  Amendment  of  introduction  of  these  words?  At  any 
the  Criminal  Law  of  Ireland."  It  is  rate,  what  would  be  the  justiBcation  of 
put  in  in  order  to  throw  dust  in  the  eyes  detaining  the  Committee  during  the 
of  the  people  of  England,  and  to  lead  time  which  would  be  necessary  for 
them  to  believe  that  what  is  punished  taking  a  Division  in  order  to  get  the 
under  the  Criminal  Law  of  England  will  words  introduced,  seeing  that  they  are 
be  punished  under  this  Act  in  Ireland,  unnecessary,  and  will  not  improve  or 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  elucidate  the  Bill. 
Secretary  for  Ireland  has  just  stated,  for  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 
the  third  or  fourth  time,  that  the  accusa-  The  Chairman  called  on  Mr.  E.  T. 
tions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Kjjid  ;  and  there  being  no  response- 
Member  for  Derby,  when  he  accused  the  ^^^  CHAIRMAN :  Does  the  hon.  and 
Government  of  the  intention  of  using  j^^^^^  ^^^^^^  .^^^^^  j^.^ 
this  section  against  legitimate  organiza-  Amendment  ? 

tions  m  Ireland,  are  entirely  unfounded.  -nr^  x>  m  -o-c^T-ntT^  -^r  •      *u    \    t  j-j 

T*  4.U  i.  V.             x.     J         Ai.    n  Mr.K.T.KEID  (Dumfries, &c.) :  Idid 

If  that  be  so,  why  do  not  the  Govern-  ^^^^^^^^  Sir,  to  move  my  Amendment, 

ment  accept  limitations  that  wiU  put  it  ^^^^^  ^  understood  that  an  hon.  Meml 

out  of  their  power  to  use  this  section  j,^^^^    ^               ^          ^^            j 

agamst  legitimate  organizations  ?    We  ^;    ^     Amendment  intended  to  move  it 

aU  remember  the  declaration  of  the  poet  .^^^^^     j^     j,  ^^  ^^^^        j     j,j  ^^^^ 

-I  do  not  know  whether  I  recollect  j         ^                 j  j    .              ^   ^ 

the  words  accurately,  but  I  think  they  ^g^  ^  j^  J^  l^^\^^  ^^^^  «..  or  induce." 

To"  1    •      •  *t.      •  •.      »   .  •>,  Tl>e  object  of  my  Amendment  is  very 

"So  glonous  1.  the  pnvilege  to  kiU,  j      j        ^^  j     j,i  gj^j^  jj  j^  j            ^^ 

All  court  the  power,  bat  none  avow  the  will."  S    '     mt                   j                       •  •  i     -• 

nyy     rx                 1.         X  xi-                X        X  words.     The  grounds    upon    which    1 

The  Government  want  the  power  to  put  ^^j^^   these  words  shoulS  be    omitted 

down  our  organizations,  but  they  deny  ^^^  ^^^^.^^^     j,  ^j^^^^  1,^^  ^^^^         ^j^^ 

that  they  have  the  will  to  do  so.    Why,  ^f^^^^x  suasion,  even  good  advice,  or 

I  ask,  if  they  have  not  the  will,  do   hey  ^^^j^^  ^^^^^^  ^^  y^^      »j  jt         ^e  the 

not  propose  a  limitation  that  will  take  ^^^^^  ^^  rendering   a  man   liable  to 

the  power  out  of   their  hands?     We  punishment  for  crime.  What  I  take  to  be 

reserve  to  ourselves  the  right  to  enter-  ^^  imp^per  operation  on  the  mind  of 

tain  our  own  opinion  as  to  that.     What-  „„^auz,  ^«„  ;/i.^  -,„i.  ^«^„fl„««  r*„  v»;*« 

^y_    »   .     K        -  .-I      .1.1        r^  anotner  man  is  to  put  pressure  on  nim 

over  the  intenuon  of  the  right  hon.  Gen-  j^^j  ^^^  ^-^^    ^^^  ^^j       ^^^^j^^  ^, 

tleman  the  Chief  Secretary  may  be,  I  ^^       ^^j  such  as  I  refer  to  does  not 

know  perfectly  well  what  his  action  will  ^^^^  to  me  to  be  an  element  of  criminal 

be  when  he  gets  this  Bill  passed  into  ^^^^^^     j  ^^^j,^  ^^  u^jj  jj^^  harshness 

law.     If  I  held  to  my  own  inclinations  ^j  ^his  section,  and  that  is  the  reason 

I  should  certainly  divide  the  Committee  ^,     j  ^^^^  ^  ^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^^  .,  ^, 

against  this  Amendment ;  but  as  some  ;«^'I,ne  " 

of  my  Colleagues  would  prefer  not  to  »      *  ,        .               j   .             «  t 

have  a  Division  I  shall  not  persist  in  Amendment  proposed  m  page  2,  line 

the  matter.  ^ »;  \^  ^T  V'iJ  v  >  '^''''^'     ''''  ^''^''''''' 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  should  "^^^^  ^'  ^'  ^"^^  ^      ^^ 

like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

Chief  Secretary  and  the  hon.  and  learned  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Gentleman  the  Attorney  General,  whe-  Clause, 

ther  the  Government  are  prepared  to  The  ATTORNEY    GENERAL   pob 

divide  the  House  on  this  Amendment  ?  IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 

They  have  not  been  able  to  give  a  single  versity) :  I  do  not  see  how  we  can  accept 

\Tenih  m^li\ 
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this  Amendment  after  the  discussion  we 
have  already  had  and  the  alterations 
we  have  introduced  into  the  clause.  The 
clause  deals  with  an  agreement  to  com- 
mit an  offence  under  the  section,  and  it 
would  seem  necessary  to  include  in  the 
provision  any  persons  who  might  induce 
others  to  become  guilty. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.):  I 
wish  to  point  out  very  briefly  to  the 
Committee  the  position  in  which  we  are. 
The  case  of  the  Government  was  that  a 
conspiracy  meant  an  agreement  which 
might  be  either  lawful  or  illegal,  and 
that  it  was  necessary  to  put  the  word 
"  criminal "  before  it  in  order  to  show 
that  a  criminal  association  or  agreement 
was  meant.  Now,  conspiracy  is  a  mere 
act  of  agreement,  and  what  makes  it 
criminal  or  lawful  is  the  object  of  those 
who  conspire.  It  is  the  means  em- 
ployed or  the  act  agreed  on  that  makes 
it  lawful  or  illegal.  The  clause  defines 
the  means,  and  the  object  of  the  so- 
called  conspiracy,  the  position  we  are 
in  is  this  —  that  an  agreement  to 
compel  or  induce  any  person  or  persons 
not  to  do  so  and  so  is  declared  by  the 
clause  to  be  criminal.  What  would  be 
the  effect  of  it  if  we  leave  the  word  **  in- 
duce "  in  ?  Why  we  shall  have  a  statu- 
tory declaration  that  it  is  criminal  to 
agree  to  induce  any  person  to  do  so  and 
so.  That  is  a  most  undesirable  position. 
We  cannot  exclude  the  question  of 
the  objects  of  an  agreement.  The  ob- 
jects are  defined  in  the  Bill,  and  the 
only  question  which  will  be  left  is 
whether  an  agreement  has  been  come  to 
or  not.  To  leave  out  of  sight  the  ques- 
tion as  to  whether  or  not  the  agreement 
has  been  come  to  for  specific  unlawful  ob- 
jects, and  to  make  it  criminal  merely  to 
combine  to  induce  any  person  not  to  fulfil 
a  lawful  obligation,  would  be  introducing 
an  entirelv  new  change  into  the  law. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  The  word  *  *  induce ' '  is  governed 
by  the  word  *' criminal,"  the  Attorney 
General  says.  If  that  were  so,  I  should 
not  object  to  it.  It  would  then  mean  that 
the  inducement  must  be  by  criminal  or 
fraudulent  means;  but  that  is  not  the 
meaning  of  the  clause.  The  word  *' cri- 
minal "  does  not  apply  to  the  word  '*  in- 
duce," but  to  the  word  **  conspiracy ;"  it 
has  no  effect  on  the  word  **  induce."  If 
it  were  otherwise  I  should  not  object, 
and  should  not  support  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 

Mr.  ffbl/nes 


Mr.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg) : 
I  have  tried  to  find  out  where  this 
phrase  comes  from,  and  I  think  we  shall 
discover  it  has  been  borrowed.  This  is 
the  precise  term  found  all  through  the 
Whiteboy  Acts,  which  go  so  far  as  re- 
gards this  compelling  and  inducing  as 
to  say  that  it  is  to  be  an  offence  against 
the  law  to  use  "  threats,  promises,  per- 
suasion, or  other  undue  means."  So  that 
promises  are  undue  means,  and  per- 
suasion is  an  undue  means,  and  now  we 
are  to  link  together  persuasion  as  an 
undue  means  with  criminal  conspiracy 
to  persuade,  and  you  are  to  get  into  the 
clause  the  whole  of  the  Whiteboy 
Acts  that  we  are  to  consider  after- 
wards. 

Mr.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.): 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary said  just  now  that  this  Bill  was 
not  intended  to  be  used  against  legiti- 
mate combinations  on  the  part  of  the 
tenantry  or  any  other  class  in  Ireland. 
After  that  declaration  I  cannot,  for  the 
life  of  me,  see  any  good  grounds  for  the 
Government's  refusal  to  accept  this  very 
moderate  Amendment.  Sir,  the  object 
of  the  Amendment  is  to  protect  people 
from  the  operation  of  this  Act  who  may 
influence  the  actions  of  their  friends  and 
neighbours  by  legitimate  advice.  The 
Bill  is  supposed  to  be  framed  to  be  used 
against  people  who  practise  intimidation 
and  violence  to  compel  others  to  adopt 
their  views  with  regard  to  the  holding 
of  land,  and  with  regard  to  other  affairs 
in  Ireland.  Well,  Sir,  by  all  means,  if 
you  wish  to  apply  this  Act  to  check  in- 
timidation, and  to  prevent  people  from 
compelling  other  people  by  violence  from 
doing  that  which  they  consider  they  have 
a  right  to  do,  you  may  do  it.  Do  that 
by  all  means ;  but  do  not  bring  people 
under  this  Bill  for  merely  giving  advice 
to  their  friends.  Now,  unless  this  Amend- 
ment is  accepted,  it  will  be  thought  that 
no  two  or  three  people  will  be  at  liberty 
to  go  to  a  friend  and  give  advice  about 
the  taking  of  a  farm,  or  the  buying  of 
cattle  at  a  fair,  without  laying  themselves 
open  to  be  branded  under  this  section  for 
conspiracy.  Sir,  it  has  been  over  and 
over  again  pointed  out  that  the  law  with 
regard  to  conspiracy  is  extremely  vague, 
and  it  has  been  stated,  without  contra- 
diction, that  almost  every  agreement 
arrived  at  upon  any  matter  by  more 
than  two  persons  might  be  called  a  crimi- 
nal conspiracy.     So  that  if  two  or  three 
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men  were  to  advise  a  neighbour  not  to 
take  a  particular  farm  because  they 
thought  it  would  not  be  to  his  ultimate 
advantage,  these  people,  though  they 
might  only  have  given  friendly  advice, 
without  any  illegal  intent  whatever, 
merely  with  a  view  of  helping  the  man, 
might  be  proceeded  against  for  criminal 
conspiracy.  I  cannot  see  on  what 
grounds  the  Government  refuse  the 
Amendment,  since  it  does  not  hamper 
the  administration  of  the  Bill  against 
persons  who  may  use  violence  or  intimi- 
dation to  enforce  their  views  ;  but  only 
provides  that  men  who  use  legitimate 
persuasion  or  advice  to  induce  their 
friends  not  to  take  a  certain  course  of 
action  shall  be  exempted  from  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Bill.  I  do  not  think  that 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land gave  any  satisfactory  reason  to  the 
Committee  why  this  Amendment  should 
not  be  accepted ;  and  I  should  like  to 
hear  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man say  why  it  is  that  the  Government, 
if  they  are  anxious  to  prove  their  sin- 
cerity— in  stating  that  they  do  not  wish 
this  Bill  to  be  used  against  legitimate 
combinations — will  not  accept  this.  Why 
will  they  not  give  us  this  security,  and 
guarantee  that  the  measure  is  not  to  in- 
terfere with  legitimate  combinations  of 
tenantry  in  Ireland  ?  It  is  perfectly 
evident  that  under  this  clause,  if  they 
do  not  accept  the  Amendment,  that  no 
one  in  Ireland  will  be  able  to  give  advice 
or  to  use  legitimate  means  of  persuasion 
there  on  any  earthly  subject.  You  will 
shut  the  mouths  of  those  who  are  friendly 
to  the  people,  and  practically  give  the 
landlords  complete  power  over  their  ten- 
antry;  you  will  stand  between  the  ten- 
ants and  those  unjust  and  unreasonable 
bargains  which  the  landlords  might  wish 
to  make  them  take.  I  think  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  should  give  us  some 
good  reason  why  the  Government  will 
not  accept  this  Amendment  to  drop  out 
these  two  words  "  or  induce,"  which 
alteration  will  by  no  means  interfere 
with  the  stringency  of  the  Act  against 
persons  who  use  violence  or  intimida- 
tion, but  which  will  give  a  guarantee 
that  persons  will  not  be  taken  up  and 
put  in  prison  for  conspiracy  when  they 
only  gave  such  advice  to  their  friends  as 
is  g^ven  every  day,  not  only  in  Ireland, 
but  in  Ghreat  iBritain  also. 


Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
The  reason  these  words  are  retained  by 
the  Government  in  opposition  to  our  wish 
is  not  only  that  they  may  enable  the  Go- 
vernment to  lay  its  hands  upon  associa- 
tions or  conspiracies  that  may  be  crimi- 
nal, but  that  it  may  bring  before  the 
summary  tribunals  words  which  may  be 
used  on  public  platforms.     I  maintain 
that  the  Government  insist  upon  theso 
words  in  order  that  they  may  connect 
persons  who  speak  on  public  platforms 
with  conspiracies — that  is  to  say,  that 
they  may  charge  them  with  conspiring 
with  the  tenants  not  to  pay  rent.  Assum- 
ing that  you  can  connect  the  National 
League,  we  will  say,  in  any  part  of  Ire- 
land, with  a  movement  upon  any  par- 
ticular estate  to  withhold  the  payment 
of  an  excessive  rent,  you  immediately 
connect  with  that  so-called   conspiracy 
every  branch  of  the  League,  and  take 
in  every  meeting  that  is  being  held  under 
its  auspices.     You  could  make  people 
speaking  200  miles  away  from  the  estate 
upon  which  the  tenants  were  advised  to 
withhold  the  payment  of  excessive  rents 
liable  to  criminal  proceedings  under  this 
Act.     These    worSs   **or  induce"   will 
enable    the  Government    to    strike    at 
every  man  who  dares  to  open  his  mouth 
on  a  public  platform  in  Ireland.     There 
is  no  word  that  a  man  could  utter  on  a 
public  platform  in  Ireland  in  respect  of 
which  this  section,  framed  as  it  is,  will 
not  lay  him  open  to  a  criminal  prosecu- 
tion, and  so  long  as  public  men  are  pro- 
vented  from  using  platforms  in  order  to 
induce  people  to  adopt  certain  political 
views,  there  is  an  end  of  freedom  of 
speech  in  Ireland.     If  such  a  law  as  this 
could  possiblycome  into  operation  in  Eng- 
land, the  most  conspicuous  of  the  Tory 
orators  of  the  day  would  have  exposed 
themselves  to  incarceration  in  the  cells 
of  the  prisons  of  this  country.    It  would 
have  been  possible  to  have  convicted 
and  imprisoned  them  under  this  section. 
Lot  us  suppose  that  two  ordinary  cattle 
dealers  are  looking  over,  criticizing,  and 
estimating  the  value  of  a  lot  of  cattle. 
Suppose  a  third  person  comes  up  and 
asks  them  their  opinion  of  the  cattle,  as 
he  thinks  of  buying  them ;  if  they  say 
**  These  cattle  are  not  very  good,  and 
you  ought  not  to  buy  them,"  this  man 
may  communicate  that  to  the  landlord 
or  his  agent,  or  the  agent  may  overhear 
it,  an  information  may  be  sworn  to  the 
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effect  that  these  two  cattle  dealers  con- 
spired to  prevent  the  sale  of  the  land- 
lord's cattle,  and  there  will  be  at  once  a 
Ereliminary  inqiury  and  a  prosecution 
efore  two  Eesident  Magistrates.  In  that 
way  really  harmless  words  spoken  at  a 
fair  between  ordinary  friends,  and  with 
no  criminal  intent  whatever,  may  lead 
to  the  punishment  of  perfectly  honest 
people.  We  know  that  the  value  of  the 
word  ''criminal"  before  ''conspiracy" 
is  absolutely  nil.  It  means  absolutely 
nothing,  and  its  omission  would  leave 
the  clause  exactly  as  it  is.  That  has 
been  maintained  to-night  from  the  Go- 
vernment Bench,  and  maintained  with 
truth.  The  words  "criminal  conspiracy  " 
will  be  no  protection,  for  the  criminality 
will  not  be  criminality  in  the  view  of 
Judges  of  England  or  Ireland,  but 
simply  in  the  opinion  of  the  Irish 
Besident  Magistrates. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  If 
you  take  these  words  "  or  induce  "  in 
connection  with  the  words  which  follow, 
such  as  "  not  to  fulfil  his  or  their  legal 
obligations,"  or  "  not  to  let,  hire,  use, 
or  occupy  any  land,  or  not  to  deal  with, 
work  for,  or  hire  any  person  or  persons," 
it  will  give  the  Government  the  power 
of  indicting  a  person  for  the  most  petty 
offence  under  the  name  of  "  criminal 
conspiracy."  Not  only  will  the  Go- 
vernment be  able  to  indict  people  for 
anything,  no  matter  how  petty,  but  the 
Irish  Attorney  General  has  pointed  out 
that  the  whole  machinery  of  this  Act 
may  be  put  in  force  by  any  person.  I 
do  not  say  that  the  Government  will 
necessarily  draw  the  line  where  the  Act 
may  be  put  in  operation  in  the  wrong 
place ;  but  I  do  not  like  giving  over  to 
the  Government,  and  to  any  person  in 
the  whole  of  Ireland,  the  power  of 
drawing  the  line  at  any  offence.  To 
say  that  every  person  shall  have  the 
power  of  saying  that  every  trivial  act  a 
man  may  do  is  a  criminal  offence  is  a 
reductio  ad  ahsurdum.  I  do  not  suppose 
that  the  Government  would  punish  these 
things  as  a  criminal  conspiracy ;  but, 
supposing  that  two  or  three  persons 
should  combine  to  leave  their  pigs  on 
the  road,  that,  no  doubt,  would  be 
very  wrong;  but  the  offenders  should 
liardly  be  indicted  for  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy in  respect  of  it,  and  yet,  under 
this  Act,  if  one  "induces  "  others  to  do 
such  a  thing,  anyone  may  indict  them, 
and  have  them  punished  for  a  criminal 
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conspiracy.  But  take  another  case  which 
is  often  attended  with  a  certain  amount 
of  violence — a  case  which  is  very  well 
known  in  England — where  a  number  of 
persons  lay  claim  to  a  right  of  way.  A 
man  may  wish  to  maintain  a  right  of 
way,  or  the  owner  of  land  may  wish  to 
close  a  right  of  way,  and  a  person  may 
"  induce  "  others  to  assist  him  in  attain- 
ing his  object.  If  the  Government 
choose,  or  the  person  supposed  to  be  in 
possession  of  the  right  of  way  cares  to 
exercise  the  power,  they  or  he  can  have 
those  persons  indicted  for  criminal  con- 
spiracy. Such  an  offence,  however, 
ought  not  to  be  punished  by  imprison- 
ment, or  as  a  criminal  proceeding ;  but 
where  the  case  is  established  a  fine  of 
£10,  £20,  or  £30  ought  to  be  inflicted. 
Then  I  would  take  another  case^ — the 
case  of  the  Guardians  of  a  Poor  Law 
Union.  I  myself  have  often  * '  induced  " 
other  Guardians  to  put  certain  ma- 
chinery in  motion ;  that  machinery 
may  be  legal  or  illegal,  for  it  is  often  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  know  what  is  really 
the  law  which,  governs  Poor  Law 
Unions,  and  what  are  really  the  duties 
of  Guardians — I  go  further,  and  say  that 
in  Ireland  it  is  very  often  extremely  difii- 
cult  for  Guardians  of  the  Poor  to  comply 
with  the  law  and  their  legal  obligations. 
Well,  if  we  do  not  comply  with  the  law 
and  our  legal  obligations  we  are  subject 
to  certain  punishments,  either  as  a 
union,  or  in  our  individual  capacities ; 
but  I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  be  in- 
dicted for  criminal  conspiracy  even  if  wo 
fail  to  comply  with  our  legal  obliga- 
tions, and  yet,  if  this  Bill  passes  in  its 
present  shape,  we  should  be  constantly 
liable  to  such  indictment.  Politically 
speaking,  in  my  own  case,  I  am  afraid 
it  would  be  perfectly  impossible  for  me 
to  make  a  single  speech  to  my  con- 
stituents without  laying  myself  open  to 
indictment  for  criminal  conspiracy.  Even 
if  I  told  the  electors  not  to  vote  for  the 
Conservative  candidate  I  should  be 
brought,  in  some  way,  under  this  Bill. 
I  quite  admit  that  the  whole  case  is  very 
different  so  far  as  the  word  "  compel  "  is 
concerned.  If  you  "  compel  "  a  person 
to  do  any  of  the  things  mentioned  in 
this  section — that  is  to  say — 

"  Not  to  fulfil  hie  or  their  legal  obligations, 
or  not  to  let,  hire,  use,  or  occupy  any  land,  or 
not  to  deal  with,  work  for,  or  hire  any  person  or 
I)er8on8  in  the  ordinary  course  of  trade,  bus!- 
ue88,  or  occupation," 
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there  is  a  strong  primd  facie  reason  that 
you  are  liable'  to  punishment;  but 
merely  for  *'  inducing  "  a  combination 
amongst  individuals  for  a  certain  pur- 
pose, unless  the  combination  is  itself 
criminal^  not  even  the  tremendous 
powers  of  this  Act  should  be  put  in 
force.  [^Interruption,']  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  is  now  sitting  amongst  the 
Conservative  ranks  would  allow  me  to 
explain,  I  would  point  out  that  the  chief 
objection  I  have  to  the  proposal  of  the 
Qovernment  is  that  it  leaves  it  to  almost 
every  policeman  to  draw  the  line ;  it 
enables  them  to  draw  the  line  at  an 
offence  infinitesimally  small,  and  to  in- 
dict us  for  the  most  ordinary  acts.  If 
this  section  becomes  law  as  it  is  framed, 
it  will  enable  a  policeman  to  indict  a 
person  for  an  offence  of  such  a  small 
and  ordinary  character  that  it  would  be 
better  punished  by  a  fine  of  5«.  and  the 
infliction  of  costs  than  by  putting  the 
powers  of  this  Act  into  force. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HAERINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  We  are,  to  my  mind,  at 
the  turning  point  of  the  whole  matter. 
It  is  argued  in  this  House  that  the 
present  political  situation  in  Ireland,  and 
the  representation  of  the  country  in  this 
House,  has  been  produced  by  intimida- 
tion. Well,  we  challenge  the  Govern- 
ment, and  those  who  make  this  asser- 
tion, to  make  good  their  words,  and  to 
stand,  in  this  clause,  by  the  words 
**  compel  *'  or  "  terrorize."  But  they  in- 
sist upon  the  word ''  induce."  What  will 
be  the  residt  of  adopting  this  word  ? 
Why,  I  hold  in  my  hand  a  Petition,  which 
I  have  been  asked  to  present  to  this 
House,  from  an  elected  body  of  Guar- 
dians, trying  to  *'  induce  "  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  improve  the  Land  Act, 
and  to  have  a  general  re- valuation,  so 
as  to  bring  about  a  reduction  of  rates. 
It  seems  to  me  that  that  is  trying  to 
''induce"  Her  Majesty's  Government 
not  to  do  an  act  which  they  have  a  legal 
light  to  do.  Am  I  to  be  told  that 
because  a  newspaper  writer  tells  the 
people  of  Ireland  how  best  to  combine 
in  order  to  secure  for  themselves  a  just 
and  fair  rent,  that  because  he  writes 
what  he  thinks  in  the  open  light  of  day, 
and  is  prepared  to  take  the  consequences 
of  his  action,  he  is  to  be  prosecuted  for 
criminal  conspiracy  ?  Why,  if  this  clause 
is  carried,  there  is  not  a  single  speech 
that  can  be  made,  there  is  not  a  single 
expression  that  can  be  usedy  on  the  part 


of  the  tenants  in  Ireland,  which  may  not 
bring  the  person  who  utters  it  under  an 
indictment  for  a  criminal  conspiracy. 
[LaughterJ]  I  tell  the  Government, 
whether  they  laugh  at  us  or  not — I  tell 
thorn  plainly  and  flatly  that,  whatever 
meaning  they  attach  to  this  word 
'*  induce,"  so  long  as  the  present  state 
of  things  is  maintained  in  Ireland,  so 
long  as  we  see  exorbitant  rents  ex- 
tracted from  the  pockets  of  the  miserable 
tenantry,  and  the  roof-trees  burned  over 
the  heads  of  people  who  cannot  pay 
their  rents,  so  long  shall  we  stand  up 
and  speak  and  use  every  effort  to  induce 
these  people  to  combine  against  the  pay- 
ment of  unfair  rents.  And  what  I  say 
here  I  will  say  elsewhere,  where  it  will 
be  more  useful  to  say  it  than  here,  and 
where  I  shall  get  a  more  sympathetic 
audience.  My  words  will  not  be  an  in- 
centive to  violence — they  never  have 
been.  I  challenge  anyone  to  point  to  a 
single  word  of  mine,  written  or  spoken, 
which  has  incited  to  violence,  or  has 
been  calculated  to  incite  to  violence.  I 
shall  use  every  endeavour  to  get  the 
people  to  combine  against  rack-renting 
and  oppression,  and  I  sincerely  hope 
I  shall  be  the  means  of  inducing 
them  to  combine.  I  say  that  in  abso- 
lute defiance  of  what  the  Gt)vemment 
may  do.  But  there  may  be  many  people 
less  physically  capable  than  myself  of 
facing  the  consequences  of  such  a  course. 
We  challenge  the  Government  upon 
their  own  declaration,  which  was  that 
their  Bill  was  directed  against  terrorism. 
Why  do  they  not  direct  it  against 
terrorism  ?  [**  Hear,  hear !  "]  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  who  cheers  that 
observation  does  not  seem  to  appreciate 
the  point  we  are  now  on.  Surely-  it  is 
too  much  to  say  in  the  case  of  a  man 
with  the  instincts  of  humanity  in  his 
breast  that  he  should  abstain  from 
advising  people  to  resist  tyranny,  and 
that  if  he  does  so  and  is  successful  you 
punish  him.  Do  you  declare  that  any 
man  who  should  advise  his  fellow- 
countrymen  in  this  way  shall  be  brought 
up  under  this  clause  ?  There  would  be 
some  sense  in  that,  but  the  word  you 
use  is  ''  induce."  It  appears,  then,  that 
if  a  man  advises  another  to  resist 
tyranny  he  is  not  to  be  prosecuted  at 
all ;  but  if  a  man  induces  another  to  re- 
sist it  he  is  to  be  sent  to  gaol.  That  is 
an  old  policy  which  is  not  calculated  to 
soothe,  but  to  sow  strife    among    all 
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classes  I^of  people.  You  will  allow 
advice  to  be  given  to  the  tenants ;  but  if 
men,  in  the  earnestness  of  truth,  stand 
up  for  a  certain  class  in  Ireland,  and  in- 
duce them  to  combine,  then  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  very  ready  to 
prosecute.  I  will  show  why  the  Purchase 
Bill  of  the  Qovernment  itself  should 
come  under  the  operation  of  this  clause. 
At  the  present  time  a  tenant  in  Ireland 
agrees  at  the  point  of  the  bayonet  to 
purchase  his  land  at  a  certain  exorbitant 
price.  I  give  an  instance  where  the 
landlord  has  asked  his  tenants  to  agree 
to  purchase  all  their  holdings  at  an 
exorbitant  figure ;  the  landlord  evicts 
these,  people,  because  they  do  not  agree 
to  his  proposal.  I  know  an  instance 
where  a  Sheriff  has  gone  to  a  tenant 
with  a  writ  of  ejection  in  the  one  hand 
and  a  written  agreement  to  purchase 
the  land  in  the  other.  It  is  said  you 
have  a  legal  right  to  make  these  agree- 
ments; but  we  interpose  and  say  we 
will  not  allow  the  purchase  to  take 
place.  I  myself  know  an  instance  in 
which  land  has  been  bought  at  18  or  20 
years'  purchase  which  the  Land  Com- 
missioners would  not  ratify,  because  the 
land  was  not  worth  the  price.  There- 
fore, I  say  that  the  Land  Commission, 
in  refusing  to  allow  the  land  to  be  pur- 
chased in  that  way,  would  come  under 
the  operation  of  the  clause.  Suppose 
that  we,  having  the  interest  of  our 
people  as  much  at  heart  as  ever  you  have 
had  it,  go  amongst  the  tenants  and 
advise  them  to  stand  together  and  con- 
sult among  themselves  as  to  what  is 
reasonable.  I  ask  is  it  because  we  in- 
duce them  to  do  this  that  we  are  to  be 
made  the  victims  of  this  enactment  ?  I 
do  not,  of  course,  expect  to  induce  any 
hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  oppo- 
site to  do  anything  of  the  kind.  I 
would  as  soon  go  into  a  cabbage  garden 
and  expect  the  cabbages  to  listen  to  me. 
I  say  if  the  Government  would  consider 
for  a  moment  that  we  have  at  heart  the 
interest  of  the  country  in  which  we  were 
born,  and  which  we  represent  in  this 
House,  and  if  they  would  in  some  way 
shape  their  Act  in  the  direction  which 
we  indicate,  it  is  quite  possible  that  we 
should  stand  off  and  give  it  a  fair  trial 
to  see  whether  it  would  be  of  any  use 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  down  crimi- 
nality in  Ireland.  But  if  I  find  that 
this  is  to  be  an  Act  to  perpetrate  injus- 
tice in  Ireland  I    shall  ever  speak  of 
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the  Act  as  it  appears  to  me — [^Tnterrup^ 
tion'] — and  as  little  as  I  care  for  the 
interruptions  of  hon.  Members  opposite 
so  little  shall  I  hesitate  to  state  my  view 
of  the  case  in  Ireland.  You  have  put 
us  in  a  position  in  which  we  are  forced 
to  be  opponents  of  every  word  and  line 
of  the  measure  in  this  House,  and  we 
shall  not  hesitate  to  take  up  the  same 
position  in  regard  to  it  when  the  time 
comes,  if  it  ever  does  come,  for  its 
application  in  Ireland. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT (Derby): 
I  think  we  might  now  go  to  a  Division 
on  this  subject.  I  am  sorry  that  the 
Government  have  not  accepted  the 
Amendment,  because  the  contrast  be- 
tween the  word  sought  to  be  introduced 
and  that  which  is  in  the  Bill  is  so  clear 
that  there  can  be  no  misunderstanding 
about  the  matter.  The  Government,  by 
their  action,  show  that  the  clause  is  dis- 
tinctly to  be  used  against  innocent  com- 
bination. If  there  was  ever  any  doubt 
about  that  these  words  make  it  perfectly 
clear.  The  introduction  of  the  word 
''  induce  "  makes  it  evident  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  clause  is  that  every  combina- 
tion shall  be  attacked,  though  it  may  be 
a  combination  entirely  devoid  of  any 
criminal  intention.  In  taking  this  Divi- 
sion— \J^aughler^  and  cries  of**  Divide !  "] 
— I  cannot  but  admire  the  manners  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  am  doing 
what  I  can  to  facilitate  the  conclusion  of 
this  discussion,  and  I  am  endeavouring 
in  the  briefest  terms  to  indicate  the  true 
character  of  this  clause  before  we  take  a 
Division  upon  the  Amendment;  and, 
having  done  so,  I  think  the  sooner  we 
take  the  Division  the  better. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  I  wish  to  draw 
attention  to  the  fact  that  throughout  the 
discussion  on  this  Amendment  Irish 
Members  have  been  most  persistently 
interrupted  by  hon.  Members  opposite. 
I  would  submit  very  respectfully  liiat,  to 
say  the  least  of  it,  it  is  not  decent,  when 
Irish  Members  are  endeavouring  to  do 
what,  in  their  opinion,  is  their  duty  to 
their  constituents,  that  they  should  be  in- 
terrupted thus  by  hon.  Members  opposite 
who  are  opposed  to  their  views ;  and  I 
appeal  to  you,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  ask 
hon.  Members  who  have  no  interest  in 
the  details  of  this  discussion,  and  who 
desire  to  engage  in  conversation,  to 
leave  the  House  and  allow  us  to  proceed 
with  that  which  to  us  is  a  matter  of  the 
greatest  moment. 
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The  CHAIBHAN:  I  regret  thai 
there  should  be  any  grouad  for  com- 
plaint, but  I  am  forced  to  confess  thai 
there  is. 

Question  put. 

Th»  Committee  diiidid  :—AjeB  265; 
Noes  180:  Majority  85.— (Div.  List, 
No.  162.) 

Amendment  ntgalived. 

Mk.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.): 
The  Amendment  which  I  am  about  to 
jnove  ia  one  vhich  the  Qovemment  can 
use  for  strengtheniug  the  Land  Bill, 
when  it  comes  into  operation  in  Ireland. 
Suppose  when  large  numbers  of  the 
tenants  avail  themselves  of  the  Land 
Bill,  they  find  that  their  action  brings 
them  within  this  clause.  I  ask  how  they 
are  in  that  case  to  get  the  benefit  of  the 
Land  Bill  ?  Surely,  to  giro  the  Resident 
Magistrates  power  to  say  whether  they 
shall  do  so  or  not  is  pushing  the  matter 
to  absurdity.  Whether  you  appeal  to  a 
man's  fears  or  passions,  whether  you 
use  force  or  terror,  or  whether  you  use 
reason,  you  have  no  right  to  tell  him 
you  repudiate  his  liability.  Unijueation- 
ably,  it  will  many  a  time  be  the  duty  of 
a  man  towards  his  family,  or  towards 
the  State  or  local  government,  to  insist 
upon  withholding  certain  payments.  It 
will  be  a  tremendous  thing  if  men  are 
not  left  to  the  ordinary  :^eedom  of  a 
country  to  combine  to  determine  in  what 
priority  they  shall  discharge  their  legal 
obligations.  There  are  some  Amend' 
ments  which,  I  believe,  will  not  be 
moved.  [Minifttrittl  erin  o/"  "  Hear, 
Lear !  "]  I  trust  that  on  that  account 
hoQ.  Qentlemen  opposite  will  be  all  the 
more  inclined  to  accept  my  Amendment. 
There  are  some  Amendments  upon  the 
Paper  which  plainly  show  in  what  way 
even  a  landlord,  by  compelling  men  to 
fulfil  their  legal  obligations  to  him, 
would  thereby  take  from  the  men  the 
means  of  fulfilling  their  other  obliga* 
tions.  I  deuy  that  in  Ireland  rent  is  so 
sacred  an  obligation,  and  one  of  such 
supreme  importance  that  it  should  be 
paid  before  any  other  debt.  I  beg  to 
propose  the  Amendment  which  stands  in 
my  name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
IS,  to  leave  out  the  words  "not  to  fulfil," 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  to  repu- 
diate."—(Jfr.  O'DoWty.) 


Question  proposed,  "That  the  worda 
'not  to  fulfil'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  presume  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  O'Doherty)  means,  by  the 
insertion  of  the  word  "  repudiate,"  that 
there  should  be  some  action  done  by  the 
tenant  to  inform  his  creditor,  whoever 
be  may  be,  that  he  repudiates  the  matter 
altogether.  I  certainly  cannot  consent 
to  that,  and  I  think,  having  regard  to 
what  the  Committee  has  already  done, 
it  must  be  admitted  that  for  persona  to 
conspire  together  to  induce  a  person  to 
repudiate  his  obligations  is  an  oSbnce, 
and  it  must  be  admitted  that  it  is  equally 
an  offence  if  they  compel  or  induce  a 
person  to  keep  his  money  in  his  pocket, 
and  not  to  fulfil  his  obligations. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
think  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  O'Doherty) 
explained  with  sufficient  clearness  what 
the  distinction  was.  Repudiation  would 
be  a  total  denial  of  an  obligation,  but 
it  could  not  be  said  that  a  tenant  repu- 
diated his  obligation  to  his  landlord  if 
he  offered  hie  rent  at  a  20  per  cent  re- 
duction. That  is  the  distinction,  I  think, 
which  my  hon.  Friend  made,  and  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  hoa 
not  made.  Now,  Mr.  Courtney,  let  me 
put  a  particular  case,  five  years  ago 
this  Parliament  passed  an  Act,  which 
was  called  the  Arrears  Act.  By  virtue 
of  that  Act  tenants  in  Ireland  were 
enabled  to  apply  to  the  Laud  Com- 
mission, and  the  Land  Commission  was 
authorized,  in  certain  cases,  to  remit  a 
portion  of  the  arrears  due  by  tenants. 
Now,  you  can  imagine  that  Act  being  In 
Torce  at  the  time  this  Bill  became  law. 
It  would  be  actually  a  ciiminal  offence 
if  any  Member  sitting  in  this  quarter  of 
tlie  House  or  if  any  public  man  in  Ire- 
land went  among  the  tenants  for  whose 
benefit  the  Arrears  Act  was  passed,  and 
advised  them  to  take  advantage  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  and  go  to  the 
Land  Commission  and  ask  for  a  rednotion 
of  their  rents.  The  Arrears  Act  lapsed 
aome  years  ago,and  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
O'Doherty)  pointed  out  very  properly 
that  the  Government  have  themselves 
in  contemplation,  and  have  introduced 
in  "  another  place,"  a  measure  which  is 
intended  to  enable  tenants  in  Ireland,  in 
certain  oases,  to  retain  a  remieaiou  of 
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their  rents,  and  wbicli  will  enable  those 
tenants  to  discharge  their  obligations  as 
regards  their  arrears  of  rent  by  the 
payment  of  a  portion  of  the  sums  due 
from  them,  and  that  if  this  Bill  passed 
in  its  present  shape  any  Member  of 
Parliament  or  any  publio  man  who  goes 
among  the  Irish  tenantry,  and  takes  it 
upon  himself  to  recommend  them  to  take 
advantage  of  the  provisions  of  that  other 
Bill  which  the  Government  profess  them- 
selves anxious  to  pass,  will  make  him- 
self liable  to  the  provisions  of  this  clause, 
and  subject  himself  to  the  penalties  pro- 
vided. That  Bill  provides — I  do  not 
want  to  discuss  it,  but  I  may  refer  to 
one  of  its  provisions  by  way  of  illus- 
tration—  that  Bill  provides  that,  in 
certain  cases,  the  tenants  can  gxt  into 
the  County  Court  and  say  that  they  are 
unable  to  pay  their  arrears  of  rent,  that 
the  rent  is  exorbitant,  and  that  they 
should  be  released  from  their  obligation 
to  pay  the  rent  in  full,  on  offering  or 
tendering  a  certain  portion  of  it.  Now, 
Mr.  Courtney,  if  this  Bill  passes,  it 
appears  to  me  that  to  recommend  the 
tenants  to  take  advantage  of  that  pro- 
vision would  be  a  criminal  offence. 
What  does  this  Bill  provide  ?  It  pro- 
vides that  any  person  who  shall  take 
part  in  any  criminal  conspiracy — and  it 
is  now  agreed  that  the  word  '*  conspi- 
racy "  means  nothing  more  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Government  than  an  agreement 
— any  person,  therefore,  who  shall  take 
part  in  any  agreement  to  induce  any 
person  or  persons  not  to  fulfil  his  or  their 
legal  obligations  shall  be  subjected  to  the 
penalties  of  this  Act.  Because  a  man 
recommends  the  tenants  to  go  into  Court 
and  obtain  the  benefits  of  the  Govern- 
ment Bill,  he  recommends  those  tenants 
not  to  fulfil  their  legal  obligations.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  may  say 
this  case  is  governed  by  the  word 
**  criminal ; "  but  the  word  **  criminal," 
we  have  it  over  and  over  again — and  we 
have  it  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) — would  not 
govern  a  case  of  this  kind,  because  acts 
done  by  an  individual,  innocent  in 
themselves,  became  criminal  if  done 
by  a  number  of  persons.  Consequently 
'*  criminal "  does  not  help  us  in  the  least. 
It  amounts  to  this — that  if  a  number  of 
persons  agree  to  induce  tenants  to  take 
advantage  of  the  Bill  which  the  Go- 
vernment  are    passing    in    "another 
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Elace,"  they  will  be  linMe  to  be  hauled 
efore  two  Itesident  Magistrates,  and 
to  be  imprisoned  for  six  months.  The 
distinction  given  by  my  hon.  Friend  is 
perfectly  plain.  If  you  accept  his 
Amendment,  the  clause  of  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  apply  to  a  case  of  that 
kind,  because  the  tenants  who  acted  on 
the  advice  given  to  them,  although  they 
would  not  be  fulfilling  their  obligations, 
they  would  not  bo  repudiating  them. 
Let  us  remember,  in  this  connection, 
the  famous  dictum  of  Lord  Fitzgerald, 
in  the  case  of ' '  the  Queen  v,  Farnell."  In 
that  case  Lord  Fitzgerald  laid  it  down 
that  a  landlord's  right  was  to  his  full 
rent  and  not  to  a  part  of  it ;  and  any- 
body, or  any  body  of  persons,  who  re- 
commended or  advised  tenants  not  to 
fulfil  their  legal  obligations  to  pay  land- 
lords their  full  rent,  were  guilty  of 
taking  part  in  a  criminal  conspiracy, 
and  could  be  punished  for  it.  Now,  that 
is  the  point  my  hon.  Friend  raised.  If 
you  use  in  this  section  the  words  "not 
to  fulfil ''  you  will  place  on  the  tenant 
the  obligation  of  paying  their  rent  to 
the  very  last  penny ;  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
you  accept  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  substitute  for  the  words  "not 
to  fulfil"  the  word  "repudiate"  you  will 
enable  the  tenants  to  make  the  best 
terms  they  can,  and  either  to  induce  the 
landlords  to  give  them  a  reduction,  or 
to  take  advantage  of  the  Bill  the  Go- 
vernment are  passing  in  "  another 
place,"  and  which,  we  are  told,  is  in- 
tended to  confer  a  great  many  benefits 
on  the  Irish  tenants. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Mr.  Courtney,  judging  from  past  ex- 
perience, there  can  be  no  question  that 
we  shall  be  accused  of  engaging  in 
criminal  conspiracy.  It  must  be  re- 
membered that  that  distinguished  states- 
man (Mr.  John  Bright) — I  speak  of  him 
in  his  general  capacity,  not  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament — always  refers  to  the 
Irish  Party  as  a  rebel  conspiracy.  [Mr. 
Johnston  :  Hear,  hear!]  Fortu- 
nately the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston)  is  not  a  Resident 
Magistrate.  We  are  always  referred  to 
as  a  rebel  conspiracy,  or  as  a  conspiracy 
to  induce  the  tenants  of  Ireland  to  do 
certain  unlawful  things.  This  Bill  is 
brought  in.  and  the  question  at  issue  is 
a  question  of  rent  pure  and  simple. 
Now,  our  contention  has  been  that  the 
rents  of  Ireland  are  too  high ;   we  eay 
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to  the  tenants  of  Ireland  that  Lord 
Cowper's  Commission  recommends  you 
a  reduction  of  18  per  cent,  and,  under 
these  circumstances,  you  are  entitled  to 
a  reduction  which  English  landlords  are 
giving:  to  their  tenants.  We  are  met  by 
this  Bill,  in  which  it  goes  without  saying 
that  we  shall  be  considered  a  criminal 
conspiracy.  Eighty-five  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons  have  been  de- 
scribed by  Mr.  Bright 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order! 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  only  speak  of 
him  in  his  general  capacity. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  distinction 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  dwells 
upon  is  not  real.  The  fact  that  a  present 
Member  of  the  House  makes  a  speech 
out  of  the  House  is  not  sufB.cient  to 
entitle  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  speak  of  him  by  name.  It  is  only  in 
referring  to  the  past,  that  names  of 
Gentlemen  are  used  in  the  House. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  heard  Mr. 
William  O'Brien  referred  to  to-night  by 
name  without  protest.  Anyhow,  Mr. 
Courtney,  the  senior  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham (Mr.  John  Bright)  always 
refers  to^this  Party  as  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy. *Now,  if  we  recommend  the 
tenants  in  consequence  of  the  state  of 
the  crops,  or  the  state  of  trade,  or  any- 
thing else  to  insist  upon  reductions  which 
English  landlords  give  their  tenants, 
we  shall  of  course,  in  the  judgment  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  be  sharers  in 
a  criminal  conspiracy,  and  Besident 
Magistrates  in  their  pay  and  at  their 
back  will  at  once  find  us  guilty  of 
criminal  conspiracy.  We  have  said, 
and  I  trust  we  shall  continue  to  say,  to 
the  tenants  of  Ireland,  if  you  are  unable 
by  reason  of  the  season  to  pay  your 
rents  without  defrauding  your  other 
creditors,  you  must  not  do  so.  We  contend 
that  in  equity  the  tenants  have  more 
claim  to  their  rents  than  the  landlords, 
and  therefore  we  ad  vise  tenants  to  pay  the 
shopkeepers  with  whom  they  deal,  be- 
fore they  pay  the  landlord.  That  will 
be  considered  an  incitement  under  this 
Act  to  people  to  engage  in  a  criminal 
conspiracy  not  to  pay  a  particular  jper- 
Bon,  whereas  it  is  nothing  of  the  kind. 
I  submit  it  is  giving  a  preference  to  no 
particular  creditor,  but  treating  all  men 
on  the  same  scale.  We  have  never 
advised  the  tenants  to  repudiate  their 
obligations,  and  therefore,  we  claim  the 
protection  that  the  word  ''repudiate" 
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will  give.  I  think  it  is  only  a  reasonable 
thing  that  the  Government  should  accept 
this  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  259; 
Noes  137:  Majority  122.— (Div.  List, 
No.  163.) 

De.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I  beg  to 
move,  Sir,  that  you  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again.  I  have  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  to  assent  to  this  Motion, 
in  order  that  we  may  go  on  with 
Eeport  of  Supply  and  consider  several 
important  questions  that  arise  therein. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— (i)r. 
Clark.) 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  understand  there  are 
several  Amendments  on  the  Paper  that 
will  not  be  pressed,  and  some  that  will 
not  be  moved,  and  under  the  circum- 
stances, I  think  it  would  be  better  that 
we  should  run  through  these  and  go  on 
with  the  Committee  until  we  oome  to 
some  substantive  Amendment  upon 
which  there  is  opposition. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  re- 
member that  some  hon.  Members  have 
been  waiting  here  all  night  in  order  to 
bring  questions  forward  on  Report  of 
Supply.  It  is  intended,  I  believe,  to 
raise  a  discussion  in  reference  to  the 
Scotch  Crofters  Act,  and  seeing  that 
private  Members,  owing  to  the  action  of 
the  Government  in  taking  the  whole  of 
the  time  of  the  House  for  the  Coercion 
Bill,  have  been  unable  to  bring  matters 
under  the  notice  of  the  House  on  private 
Members'  days,  I  think  the  least  the  Go- 
vernment can  do  is  to  allow  us  some  time 
on  Report  of  Supply  to  take  such  dis- 
cussions. We  on  these  Benches  desire 
to  raise  attention  to  the  question  of  the 
suppression  of  meetings  in  Ireland,  and 
we  shall  certainly  do  it  at  some  hour  of 
the  night  or  morning.  As  we  are  to 
have  an  Autumn  Session  the  Govern- 
ment have  plenty  of  time  on  their  hands, 
and  I  do  think,  therefore,  it  would  only 
be  reasonable  on  their  part  to  let  Pro- 
gress be  reported.  If  you  will  appoint 
6  o'clock  to-morrow  for  the  meeting  of 
the  HouflOy  it  will  be  reasonable,  per- 
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haps,  to  go  on  with  the  Oommittee ;  but 
it  certainly  is  not  reasonable  to  expect 
us  to  sit  here  all  night  discussing  Amend- 
ments, and  then  to  proceed  to  consider 
questions  on  Eeport  of  Supply  after- 
wards, and  to  come  here  at  the  ordinary 
time  this  evening.  At  this  hour  (1.5 
a.m.),  it  is  only  reasonable  that  Progress 
should  be  reported. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  think  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  must  have 
misunderstood  me.  I  said  it  was  under- 
stood that  a  number  of  the  Amendments 
next  on  the  Paper  will  not  be  moved,  or 
if  moved,  will  not  be  pressed,  and  that 
under  the  circumstances  I  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  proceed  with  those 
Amendments. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Dr.  Clark)  withdraws 
his  Motion,  it  will  be  competent  to  make 
a  similar  Motion  at  any  time. 

Dr.  CLARK:  I  withdraw  the  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum, 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.):  I  have 
been  asked  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Central  Hull  (Mr.  King)  to 
move  the  Amendment  standing  in  his 
name — ^that  is  to  say,  in  page  2,  line  19, 
after  "or,"  to  insert  "to  compel  any 
person  or  persons,  by  means  of  threats, 
intimidation,  or  violence."  Since  this  is 
a  very  substantial  Amendment,  and  as  it 
comes  from  the  Tory  part  of  the  House, 
I  think  it  should  be  properly  discussed. 
I  would,  therefore,  ask  that  Progress 
should  be  reported. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  yage  2,  line  19,  after  "or,"  insert  "to 
compel  any  person  or  persons,  by  means  of 
threats,  intimidation,  or  violence."  —  {Mr, 
CKane$,) 

Que&tion  proposed^.  *' That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  beg  to  move 
that  you,  Sir,  do  now  report  Progress. 

Motion  made  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr,  W^  H, 
Smith,) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To'tnorrow. 

SUPPLY.— REPORT. 

[adjourned  debate.] 

Order  read  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [17th  May],  "That 
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this  House  doth  agree  with  the  Commit- 
tee in  the  said  Resolution." 

2.  '*That  a  farther  sum,  not  exceeding 
£3,830,300,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on 
account,  for  or  towards  defraying  the  Charge 
for  the  following  Civil  Services  and  Revenue 
Departments  for  the  year  ending  on  the  Sist 
day  of  March  1888." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  returned. 

Dr.  Clabk  (Caithness)  rose  to  speak, 
when 

Me.  speaker  :  I  would  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  has  already  spoken 
in  the  debate,  and  is  precluded  from 
taking  further  part  in  the  discussion 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
wish  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  some  information  as  to  when  they 
intend  to  fill  the  vacancy  at  present 
existing  in  the  Court  of  Common  Pleas 
in  Ireland.  I  presume  I  am  in  Order 
in  going  into  this  matter  under  the  Vote 
for  the  Irish  Law  Courts.  It  is  about 
six  weeks  since  the  Government  suc- 
ceeded in  passing  a  measure  which  was 
considered  so  urgent  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  g^t  up 
in  this  House  and  said  it  was  necessary 
to  pass  it  without  discussion  or  debate. 
On  that  representation.  Sir,  several 
blocks  which  stood  against  the  Bill  were 
withdrawn,  and  the  Government  suc- 
ceeded in  passing  the  measure  through 
this  House  post-haste,  and  through 
'*  another  place,"  and  it  is  now  the  law 
of  the  land.  Seeing  that  the  Bill  passed 
through  both  Chambers  six  weeks  ago, 
it  is  rather  surprising  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  not  availed  themselves  of  the 
opportunity  which  the  provisions  of  that 
Bill  offers  for  filling  up  the  vacancy  I 
have  referred  to.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  declared, 
when  the  Bill  was  under  discussion, 
that  it  was  quite  impossible  that  the 
Common  Pleas  Division  could  continue 
to  discharge  its  functions  unless  this  ap- 
pointment was  made ;  but,  in  the  face  of 
that  fact,  we  have  seen  six  weeks  elapse, 
and  yet  have  heard  no  hint  even  of  the 
likelihood  of  the  appointment  being 
made.  I  would  press  the  Government 
to  give  us  some  information  on  this  sub- 
ject. I  do  not  think  they  have  treated 
us  fairly.  They  first  induced  us  to  take 
our  blocks  off  the  measure,  by  represent- 
ing that  th$  Qoatter  was  of  the  utmost 
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urgency,  and  now  that  they  have  had 
the  Bill  six  weeks,  they  make  not  the 
smallest  use  of  it.  I  ask  them  if  they 
will  give  us  some  information  as  to  what 
they  mean  to  do?  The  Chief  Secretary 
is,  as  usual,  not  present ;  but  I  would 
express  a  hope  that  some  other  official 
representing  the  Government  would  be 
able  to  give  us  some  information  on  this 
point. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  The  hon.  Gentleman 
seems  excessively  anxious  to  know  what 
is  going  to  be  done  under  a  Bill  which 
has  not  yet  received  the  Royal  Assent, 
and  which,  therefore,  is  not  yet  law. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Six  weeks  ago  I  was  refused  by  the  Go- 
vernment a  single  night's  discussion  of 
this  Bill,  on  their  assurance  that  it  made 
all  the  difference  of  a  cataclysm  of  a 
Parliamentary  character  in  the  ordinary 
conduct  of  debate  whether  the  Bill  was 
taken  on  a  Thursday  or  a  Friday.  The 
Government  could  not  wait  for  the  Bill 
one  day ;  they  were  in  a  terrible  hurry ; 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  gasping  for 
the  appointment  of  a  new  Judge.  The 
measure  has  passed  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  there  would  have  been  no  difficulty 
in  getting  the  Royal  Assent  to  it ;  in- 
deed, since  the  Bill  passed  both  Houses 
we  have  several  times  seen  Black  Rod 
walk  up  to  this  Table.  The  anxiety  of 
the  Government  to  appoint  a  new  Judge 
is  so  slight  that,  notwithstanding  the 
extraordinary  pressure  they  put  upon 
us  to  pass  the  Bill,  now  that  they  have 
got  it  they  have  not  taken  the  smallest 
trouble  to  get  the  Royal  Assent  to  it.  I 
quite  appreciate  the  object  of  the  delay 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and  I 
must  say  it  is  a  high  compliment  you 
pay  to  the  Law  Officer  who  has  been 
extremely  vilified  by  The  Times.  You 
have  not  given  the  Bill  the  Royal  Assent, 
in  order  that,  for  the  present,  you  may 
not  lose  the  services  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland.  If  at  first  you  had 
said  frankly  what  you  meant  to  do,  the 
position  would  have  been  a  reasonable 
one  to  take  up ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  told  us  that 
the  Bill  was  so  necessary  that  you  could 
not  wait  a  single  day  for  it,  and  we  had 
it  on  his  assurance  that  some  very  fright- 
ful thing  would  happen  if  the  Bill  did 
not  pass  at  once.  "  Unless  you  pass  this 
BiU,''  he  said,  ''  we  shall  be  obliged  to 


fill  up  the  Chief  Justiceship  of  the  Com- 
mon Fleas."   Such  pressure  did  the  Go- 
vernment put  on  the  House  that  the 
third  reading  of  the  measure  was  al- 
lowed to  be  taken  on  the  same  night 
that  the  Committee  stage  was  disposed 
of.     The  Bill  went  up  to  the  House  of 
Lords  at  once,  and  it  passed  there  ever 
so  long  ago.  The  Government  have  been 
keeping  it  up  their  sleeve,  so  to  speak., 
ever  since.     This  shows  their  precious 
way  of  doing  business.    They  find  their 
Irish   Attorney   General  so    extremely 
useful  here  that  they  cannot  allow  him 
to  be  made  a  Judge.     I  only  hope  that 
when  they  can  spare  him,  and  wnen  he 
retires  to  the  Bench,  he  will  be  found  as 
useful  a  Judge  as  he  has  been  an  At- 
torney General.     But  it  was  not  my  in- 
tention in  rising  to  discuss  that  sub- 
ject;  I  desired  to   call  attention  to  a 
different  matter  altogether.     I  rise  to 
refer  to  the   action  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  reference  to  the  Ulster 
meeting.     Things  in  Ireland  have  been 
brought  to  this  pass — that  when  a  cer- 
tain class  of  people  determine  to  hold  a 
public  meeting,  and  a  placard  is  issued 
by    someone     announcing     a    counter 
meeting,    then    the   first    meeting    is 
not  to   be   held.     I  would  ask  Mem- 
bers   of    the    Orange    Farty   whether 
that  is  reasonable  ?      I  put   it   to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston)  whether,  when 
the  Orange  Farty  hold  their  meetings  in 
Dublin,  at  the  Rotunda,  in  splendid  style, 
with  all  their  regalia,  they  are  never  in- 
terfered with  at  all  ?  We  do  not  dream  of 
interfering    with    them — in   fact,   they 
rather    amuse    us.     They   build    their 
Orange  Hall  in  Dublin  next  to  the  Falace 
of  the  Catholic  Archbishop,  and  no  one 
objects  to  their  mummery.    We  consider 
them  harmless,  and  their  meetings  never 
give  rise  to  anything  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree in  the  nature  of  a  panic.  But  what 
is  the  last  act  of  the  Government  in  re- 
gard to  freedom  of  public  meeting  in 
Ireland?    [An  hon.    Member:    Speak 
up!]      An  hon.  Member  says   "Speak 
up !''     I  always  use  my  natural  voice  in 
speaking,  and  I  have  always  succeeded 
in  makmg  myself  heard.     I  think  if 
hon.   Gentlemen  opposite    would    stop 
their  conversation,  no  one  would  have 
any  difficulty  in  hearing  me.     Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  when  it  suits  their 
purpose,  are  fond  of  appealing  to  the 
example  of  Lord  Spencer.     They  refer 
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to  liis  course  of  action  as  a  precedent. 
Well,  in  Lord  Spencer's  time,  there  was 
a  meeting  lield  in  Dungannon  in  no  de- 
jfreo  differing  from  that  which  is  now 
proclaimed.    I  travelled  down  to  it  with 
the  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman).     We 
aat  in  the  same  train,  and  in  the  same 
carriage,  and  the  only  thing  he  said  dis- 
respectful to  me   was   that  I  smoked 
cigars  as  long  as  his  arm.     Seeing  that 
I  do  not   smoke  at  all,  I  think   that 
was  rather  hard.     He  also  said  he  was 
sorry  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
lent  me  their  protection  to  prevent  the 
Orangemen  breaking  my  head.     Well, 
what  happened  on  the  occasion  of  that 
meeting  ?    Why,  what  happened  shows 
how  completely  the  peace  can  be  pre- 
served in  Dungannon.    I  went  into  the 
gathering  with  nothing  but  a  stick  in 
my  hand,  and  the  Bev.  Hearing  Kane 
shouted    out  —  ** There    is  So-and-so; 
show  him  how  you  can  cheer  for  the 
Queen  ;'*  and  they  showed  me  how  they 
could  cheer  for  the  Queen  by  raising 
their  shillelaghs  in  the  air,  and  directing 
them  at  my  head.    There  was  a  troop  of 
dragoons  present,  fortxmately,  so  that 
notwithstanding  the  excitement  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  and 
of   the  Eev.    Bearing  Kane,   nothing 
serious  took  place.    The  Under  Secre- 
tary declared,  on  that  occasion,  that  he 
was  extremely  sorry  that  the  *'protpc- 
tion,"  as  he  called  it,  of  the  Queen's 
troops  had  been  given  to  me — in  other 
words,  he  was  extremely  sorry  that  I 
had  not    been   killed    by  his    Orange 
friends.     But  I  did  not  feel  in  the  least 
aggrieved  by  the  expressions  of   the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman.     He 
is  a  military  man,  and  we  must  take 
these    things    from    him   with  certain 
qualifications.  But  what  I  want  to  point 
out  is,  that  at  a  meeting  at  Dungannon 
similar  to   that  which  has   been   pro- 
claimed, Lord  Spencer  was  able  to  keep 
the  peace,  notwithstanding   the  incite- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman and  others  like  him.  This  incite- 
ment went  on  to  an  enormous  extent 
at  that  time,  and  yet  without  breaking 
the  peace.    A  lot  of  Tories  came  over 
to  Irelaud  especially,  and  addressed  a 
meeting  of  the  Orange  Party  in  the 
Botunda — a  meeting  presided  over  by 
the  Orange  Grand  Master.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  was  there,  and  he  heard  the 
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incitements  addressed  to  the  Orangemen 
of  Ulster  to  break  up  our  meetings  and 
break  our  heads.     He  sat  and  listened 
to  his  present  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, when  he  declared  that  the  blood 
of   Giffen  was  on  the  head  of   Lord 
Spencer ;  he  heard  the  Under  Secretary 
for  Ireland  tell  the  people  to  keep  the 
cartridge  in  the  rifle,    and    use   other 
expressions  of   the  same    kind.      And 
yet,  notwithstanding  these  meetings  of 
Orangemen,   and  notwithstanding    the 
death  of  a  man  which  occurred  through 
the  riotous  proceedings  of  the  mob,  who 
broke  the  windows  of  the  convent  in 
which  the  Lady  lay  sick — a  circumstance 
which  was  so  inconvenient  to  the  Tory 
Party  at  the    time,   that  Sir   Stafford 
Northcote  had  to  write  a  letter  regretting 
its  occurrence — Earl  Spencer  was  able  to 
keep  order  in  Ulster.  The  noble  Earl  could 
allow  meetings  to  take  place  and  yet 
keep  order,  and  that  notwithstanding 
the  Orange  Party  were  led  on  by  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote,  by  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  and  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.    [CrtMo/**  Divide !  "]    Per- 
haps the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
opposite    who    cries   "Divide!" — [An 
hon.  Member:    Not  gallant.]    Then  I 
will  say  nothing  about  him.     Though 
those  incitements  were  addressed  to  the 
Orange    Party  by  Gentlemen   so  dis- 
tinguished, and  though  the  Orange  Party 
were  roused  to  fury  by  those  incitements, 
and  by  the  fact  that  the  Franchise  Act 
was  being  passed  by  Her  Majesty's  Gt)- 
vernment — for  they  knew  it  would  give 
us  a  majority  of  the  Ulster  Bepresenta- 
tion — notwithstanding  all  that,  I  say. 
Lord   Spencer  preserved  the   peace  so 
thoroughly  that,  with  the  sole  exception 
of  the  lad  Giffen,  who  was  brought  100 
miles,  and  paid  28.  6d.y  in  order  to  attend 
a  meeting  in  a  county  and  a  district  he 
did  not  belong  to,  no  one  suffered  in- 
jury.     That  was  the  state  of   things 
under  Lord  Spencer ;  but  what  is  the 
state   of   things  now  ?      A  Protestant 
Association,  called  The  Protestant  Home 
Bule  Association,  which  has  no  connec- 
tion with  the  National  League,  a  modest, 
hum-drum  Association,  not  in  any  way 
associated    with    ''conspirators"    like 
ourselves — an  Association  led  by  Mr. 
Shillington,   Mr.   Thomas    Dixon,    and 
other  gentlemen  who  are  Northern  Pres- 
byterians, in   a  quiet,  family  manner, 
amongst  kith  and  kiu  and  fellow-Pres- 
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byterians,  propose  to  hold  a  meetiDg  to 
protest  against  the  policy  of  the  Govem- 
ment.  Now,  I  must  say  that  whatever 
we  have  had  to  say  about  Lord  Spencer, 
we  never  complained  that  he  did  not 
allow  us  to  talk  against  his  policy.  But 
now,  when  a  body  of  men  threaten  to 
hold  counter  demonstrations,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  say  that  we  shall 
not  hold  our  meetings,  because  the 
Orange  Party  will  not  keep  the  peace. 
This  is  exactlv  the  case  of  the  Salvation 
Army  and  the  Skeleton  Army  riots, 
-which  were  the  subject  of  a  decision  in 
the  Courts  of  Law.  The  Skeleton  Army 
said  that  the  Salvationists  should  not  be' 
allowed  to  parade  in  one  of  your  English 
towns.  [  Interruption. 1  I  would  advise 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  to  take  some 
soda  water. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order, order!  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  not  here 
to  keep  order.     That  is  my  duty. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  quite  recognize 
that  that  is  your  duty,  Mr.  Speaker,  and 
I  regret  that  I  was  betrayed  into  making 
the  remark  I  did  by  the  disorder  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  The  Govern- 1 
ment  must,  I  think,  recognize  that  the 
case  with  which  we  are  dealing  is 
governed  by  the  law  as  it  was  laid 
down  in  the  case  of  the  Sittingbourne 
riots,  when  the  Skeleton  Army  endea- 
voured to  break  up  a  meeting  or  pro- 
cession of  the  Salvation  Army.  The 
Skeleton  Army  said  that  they  would  not 
allow  a  procession  of  the  Salvation  Army 
to  take  place.  A  sworn  information 
that  a  breach  of  the  peace  was  likely  to 
take  place  was  then  laid  before  the 
magistrates  by  some  of  the  people  of  the 
town,  and  the  magistrates  proclaimed 
the  meetings  of  both  the  Skeleton  and 
the  Salvation  Armies.  The  Salva- 
tionists, however,  persisted  in  holding 
their  meeting,  in  spite  of  the  proclama- 
tion of  the  magistrates,  and  the  case 
was  then  taken  to  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench,  which  decided  that  they  had  a 
right  to  do  so.  That  Court  said,  that  if 
a  man  were  walking  peacefully  down 
Oxford  Street,  and  another  man  said 
that  he  would  not  allow  him  to  do  so, 
that  would  not  entitle  the  magistrates, 
or  the  Government,  to  say  that  they 
would  not  allow  either  of  them  to 
walk  down  Oxford  Street.  Now  that  is 
exactly  the  case  of  the  disturbances  in 
Ulster.  The  Protestant  Home  Rulers 
said — **  We  will  hold  meetings,  and  will 


protest  against  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment." Thereupon,  the  Orange 
Party  threaten  a  counter  demonstra- 
tion, and  the  Government  say — **  We 
will  not  allow  either  meeting."  Now 
I  contend  that  the  Government  are  not 
entitled  to  take  that  course,  but  that 
they  are  bound  to  give  protection  to 
lawful  meetings.  They  are,  in  point  of 
law,  as  much  bound  to  do  that  as  they 
are  bound  to  protect  a  process-server. 
They  are  bound  to  protect  every  man  in 
the  exercise  of  his  lawful  rights,  whether 
he  is  a  process-server  or  not.  The  Pro- 
testant Home  Rulers  of  Ulster  have  as 
much  right  to  have  their  rights  regarded 
and  protected  in  the  North  of  Ireland  as 
the  landlords  and  these  process-servers 
have  in  the  South  of  Ireland.  If  the 
Government  say  that  they  cannot  allow 
the  Home  Rule  meetings  in  Ulster,  be- 
cause they  will  lead  to  disorder,  then 
they  are  bound  to  put  down  process- 
serving  and  evictions  in  the  South,  be- 
cause those  things  lead  to  disorder. 
But  the  fact  that  they  do  so  does  not 
prevent  evictions  taking  place;  and  then, 
as  to  them,  the  Government  say  that 
they  will  protect  every  man  in  the  ex- 
ercise of  his  legal  rights ;  and  so  evic- 
tions are  not  only  allowed  to  be  carried 
out,  but  are  protected.  I  think  that  in 
regard  to  this  matter,  the  Government 
might  learn  a  lesson  from  what  has 
just  happened  in  Canada.  In  spite  of 
threatened  turbulence,  the  Member  for 
North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  has 
been  allowed  to  hold  meetings  in 
Canada,  though  the  Governor  General 
was  keenly  opposed  to  him.  A  meeting 
was  evon  allowed  to  be  held  in  TorontD, 
although  there  the  majority  of  the  in- 
habitants were  said  to  be  adverse  to  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Member.  Yet  in  Ire- 
land, where  you  have  t^djOOO  troops, 
and  an  unlimited  force  of  all  kinds,  you 
say  you  will  not  allow  these  meetings. 
[A  cry  o/;*  Divide !  "  and  "  Order !  "]  I 
appeal.  Sir,  for  your  protection  against 
these  disorderly  interruptions  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order  !  The 
interruptions  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman are  most  un-Parliamentary.  A 
single  cry  of  *'  Order  "  or  **  Divide  "  is 
not  disorderly.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  himself  gives  rise  to  these 
interruptions. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  was  not 
aware  that  there  was  only  a  single  cry 
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of  **  Order."  I  thought  there  were 
several  cries  of  **  Divide."  If  I  am  out 
of  Order,  it  is  for  you,  and  not  for  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  to  call  me  to  Order.  I 
say,  and  I  repeat  it,  that  in  Ireland  we 
have  as  much  right  to  hold  these  meet- 
ings— and  every  man  and  every  Party 
have  the  same  right  to  hold  them — as 
the  landlords  have  to  carry  out  their 
evictions.  These  rights  depend  on  the 
common  law  of  the  country,  and  the 
Government  have  no  right  to  prevent 
their  exercise.  Let  me  tell  the  Govern- 
ment what  will  come  to  pass  if  these 
meetings  are  disallowed.  If  one  set  of 
people,  holding  a  particular  political 
opinion,  are  allowed  to  say  that  people 
of  another  political  opinion  shall  not 
hold  their  meetings,  you  will  go  from 
politics  to  religion.  And  what  will 
happen  if  the  people  in  the  South  of 
Ireland  say  to  the  Protestants  in  that 
part  of  the  country — '*  We  will  make  a 
protest  against  your  celebrations.  We 
will  get  up  such  a  manifestation  of  force 
as  will  threaten  a  breach  of  the  peace, 
and  we  will  then  appeal  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  put  a  stop  to  both  demonstra- 
tions." Such  a  thing  would  strike  at 
the  root  of  civil  government  in  the 
country.  The  Orangemen  of  Dublin 
now  meet  in  peace  and  order,  and  no 
one  endeavours  to  interfere  with  them. 
Under  existing  circumstances,  you  can 
meet  indoors  or  out-of-doors,  as  you 
please.  An  Orauge  meeting  was  called 
only  the  other  day,  and,  although  it  was 
countermanded,  that  was  no  fault  of 
ours ;  if  it  had  been  held  in  public,  it 
would  not  have  been  interfered  with.  I 
call  on  the  Government  to  make  a  dis- 
tinct declaration  of  their  intentions  in 
this  matter.  If  they  intend  to  suppress 
meetings  simply  because  other  people 
get  up  counter  demonstrations,  all 
I  can  say  is  that  these  counter  de- 
monstrations will  then  be  justified  by 
all  people  who  consider  the  first  meet- 
ings obnoxious  to  their  opinions.  The 
Government  is  taking  a  course  abso- 
lutely fatal  to  public  peace  and  public 
liberty,  when  they  say  they  will  protect 
the  landlords  in  the  exercise  of  their 
rights,  but  will  not  protect  other  people 
in  the  exercise  of  their  rights.  We  say 
that  our  civil  rights  are  at  least  equal 
to,  if  they  are  not  paramount,  to  those 
of  the  other  class ;  and  we  call  on  the 
Government  to  say  that  they  will  pro- 
tect the  right  of  public  meetings  dl- 
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though  they  might  have,  as  Sir  George 
Trevelyan  said  the  other  day,  that  he 
had  to  get  a  small  army  on  one  occa- 
sion of  1,000  men  to  do  it.  Otherwise 
you  will  justify  the  assertion  that  your 
Government  is  a  Government  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  Orange  organization  :  and 
if  the  Orange  organization  is  allowed  to 
say  that  they  will  put  down  all  meet- 
ings obnoxious  to  them,  or  will  prevent 
them  being  held,  then  it  is  clear  that 
that  organization  will  become  the  defaeto 
Government  of  the  country. 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  praised  Lord  Spencer  for 
the  course  he  took  in  regard  to  public 
meetings ;  but  Lord  Spencer  never  coun- 
tenanced the  doctrine  that  he  has  laid 
down  to-night.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  has  laid  down  the  doctrine  that 
it  is  the  duty  of  the  Executive  to  allow 
any  meeting  or  any  number  of  meetings, 
notwithstanding 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  No  ;  I  said  that 
the  Government  are  bound  to  allow  the 
original  meeting  to  be  held. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  He  may  have 
drawn  that  conclusion  ;  but  the  propos- 
tion  from  which  he  drew  it  was  very 
much  wider,  because  he  said  that  it  was 
at  Common  Law  the  right  of  everyone 
to  hold  a  meeting  when  and  where  he 
wished.  Then,  in  that  case,  it  is  the 
right  of  the  Orangemen  to  hold  their 
meeting  at  the  same  time  and  place  as 
the  Home  Rule  meeting.  I  contest  the 
whole  proposition;  but  at  present  I 
only  wish  to  point  out  that,  if  the  pro- 
position be  true,  neither  Lord  Spencer's 
theory  nor  his  practice  bore  it  out.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  said, 
that  whatever  he  and  his  Friends  had 
to  complain  of  Lord  Spencer,  they  never 
complained  that  he  interfered  with 
liberty  of  speech.  But  Lord  Spencer  pro* 
claimed  no  fewer  than  nine  Nationalist 
demonstrations  on  the  ground  that 
Orange  demonstrations  were  about  to  be 
held  at  the  same  place  and  at  the  same 
time.  Then  the  hon.  and  Member  al- 
luded to  the  meeting  which  was  not 
suppressed  by  Lord  Spencer  at  Dun- 
gannon.  He  said  that  the  circumstances 
were  the  same  as  they  are  to-day ;  and 
therefore  we  should  not  have  proclaimed 
the  meeting  to-day.  I  do  not  recollect 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  meeting  at 
I  Dungannon  in  1884 ;    but  the  circuni- 
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stances  of  the  meeting  to-day,  as  re- 
ported to  me,  were  certainly  not  pre- 
cisely similar.  For  I  understand  that 
the  day  fixed  for  the  meeting  was  also 
a  Eoman  Catholic  holiday,  a  market 
day,  and  a  hiring  day — all  circumstances 
which  would  naturally  create  a  situation 
unfavourable  to  keeping  of  the  peace. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
that  there  was  a  Common  Law  right  to 
hold  meetings,  and  he  asked  me  to  g^ve 
a  pledge  that  the  Government  would 
protect  the  exercise  of  that  right.  It  is, 
however,  impossible  for  me,  by  any 
pledge  given  in  this  House,  to  place 
any  'restriction  on  the  Government 
beyond  that  which  Lord  Spencer  was 
willing  to  place  on  himself.  As  to  that, 
I  will  read  a  short  sentence  from  a  letter 
which  Lord  Spencer  caused  to  be  written 
in  1884.     In  that  letter  it  was  said — 

"  Uis  Excellency  cannot  allow  any  inter- 
ference with  the  discretion  he  roserres  to  him- 
self, of  deciding  whether  a  meeting  shall,  or 
shall  not,  be  allowed  to  take  place.'* 

I  repeat  this  declaration  of  Lord  Spencer 
on  the  part  of  the  Government.  But  I 
will,  at  the  same  time,  say  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  not  allow — it  is  not  their 
intention  to  allow — bogus  meetings  to 
be  called  for  the  sole  purpose  of  inter- 
fering with  meetings  that  are  otherwise 
legal.  I  will  only  further  remind  the 
House  that  neither  this  Government, 
nor  any  Government,  ever  proposed  to 
interfere  with  indoor  meetings  on  behalf 
of  any  opinions.  It  is  free  to  everyone 
to  hold  meetings  anywhere  and  every- 
where under  cover.  But  there  are  cir- 
cumstances, and  there  are  times  and 
occasions,  when  a  meeting  held  in  the 
open  air  is  a  direct  provocation  to  a 
breach  of  the  peace.  The  local  magis- 
trates are  bound,  under  the  Common 
Law  to  prevent  that,  and  the  Government 
will  certainly  back  them  up. 

Mb.  chance  (KUkenny,  S.) :  May 
I  call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  the  fact  that  at  the 
time  Lord  Spencer  proclaimed  the  Na- 
tionalist meetings  to  which  he  has  re- 
ferred, he  had  a  Statute  which  gave  him 
power  to  limit  the  Common  Law  right  of 
meeting.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  that  the  magistrates  have  a 
right  to  prevent  these  meetings ;  but  he 
did  not  tell  the  House  under  what  con- 
ditions that  discretion  can  be'exercised. 
I  say  that  the  right  to  disperse  a  meet- 
ing only  arises  when  there  has  been 
illegality  or  an  actual  breach  of  the 


peace.  It  has  been  laid  down  in  the 
most  distinct  manner  by  the  Courts  of 
this  country,  that  there  is  no  right  to 
prevent  a  meeting  on  the  score  of  ap- 
prehension. If  there  is  illegality — if 
the  notice  convening  the  meeting  de- 
clares it  to  be  for  advocating  something 
illegal — there  may  be  a  right  to  pro- 
hibit that  meeting.  But  if  the  meeting 
is  called  for  a  prtmd  facie  legal  object, 
I  say  there  is  no  discretion  on  the  part 
of  the  magistrates  to  disperse  this  meet- 
ing unless  there  is  actual  illegality  com- 
mitted, or  there  is  a  breach  of  the  peace. 
I  regret  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  called  to  his  assistance  the  Common 
Law  of  England  which  he  has — I  am 
sure  unconsciously — stated  in  the  most 
imperfect  manner. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  (Dublin,  College 
Green) :  Lord  Spencer,  I  may  remind 
the  House,  took  different  courses  when 
meetings  were  called  in  the  North  of 
Ireland.  At  first  he  proclaimed  Na- 
tionalist demonstrations  on  the  ground 
that  they  were  illegal,  and  led  to  a 
breach  of  the  peace.  Subsequently,  he 
took  the  course  of  protecting  both  Na- 
tionalist and  Orange  demonstrations. 
In  order  to  do  that,  he  found  it  ne- 
cessary on  some  occasions  to  send  a 
small  army  to  the  scene  of  operations. 
On  one  occasion  on  which  I  was  present, 
an  Orangeman  named  Giffen  was  resist- 
ing the  efforts  of  the  military  to  pre- 
serve the  peace,  and  while  doing  so,  he 
received  the  wound  from  the  effects  of 
which  he  afterwards  died.  Neverthe- 
less his  death  was  stigmatized  more  than 
once  by  the  Parliamentary  Under  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  as  an  act  of  foul 
and  deliberate  murder  by  Her  Majesty's 
troops.  Again  and  again,  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  has  stigma- 
tized that  act  in  those  terms.  Subse- 
quently, Lord  Spencer  came  to  a  wiser 
determination,  and  adopted  a  much 
better  course.  That  was  to  declare,  that 
whichever  meeting  was  called  first  in 
any  locality,  he  would  allow  that  meet- 
ing to  be  held,  and  would  not  allow  a 
counter  demonstration  at  the  same 
place  on  the  same  day.  I  have  not  the 
date  of  that  letter  or  proclamation  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant ;  but  I  think  it  will  be 
in  the  recollection  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  that  Lord 
Spencer  did  take  that  course,  which  was 
a  wise  and  a  proper  course,  and  led  to  the . 
preservation  of  peace  and  order  in  the 
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North  of  Ireland.  That  is  the  coura 
tho  Oovernroent  should  take;  foritthe; 
carry  out  the  plan  of  suppressiDg  meet 
logs  because  counter  demonstration 
are  threatnned,  they  will  throw  into  th. 
bands  of  tho  Orange  Society  in  tho  Nortl 
of  Ireland  the  power  of  suppresBio) 
the  right  of  public  meeting  in  that  par 
of  the  country.  If  the  Qovernmen 
adhere  to  their  present  policy,  then  If  i 
Nationalist  demonstration  were  called 
the  Orangemen  would  only  have  to  sent 
oat  a  placard  calling  a  meeting  at  thi 
Bams  place,  on  the  same  day,  and  thei 
the  Qovernment  would  come  to  their  aid 
and  would  prohibit  the  original  meeting 
Z  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Housi 
to  the  undeniable  fact,  that  the  ultimati 
course  adopted  by  Lord  Spencer  was  t* 
say  that  whateyer  meeting — Nationalist 
Orange,  or  Home  Bule — was  first  callec 
for  a  particular  day  and  place,  he  woult 
allow  it  tn  be  held,  would  protect  it,  ant 
would  not  allow  a  counter  demonetratioi 
at  the  same  time  and  place.  That  is  th< 
course  the  Oovernment  should  adopt 
instead  of  playing  into  the  hands  of  th( 
Orange  Party,  by  suppressing  a  meeting 
in  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominiom 
on  the  mere  issue  of  an  Orange  placard. 
■  Mr.  W.  H.  smith  ;  I  think  thai 
this  discussion  may  now  terminate,  II 
has  now  lasted  nearly  three  quarters  ol 
an  hour,  and  it  is  now  nearly  2  o'clock. 
Hon.  Uemhers  opposite  hare  hod  an  op- 
portunity of  making  their  statement,  tc 
which  a  full  answer  has  been  given.  I 
therefore  now  claim  to  move,  "That 
the  Question  he  now  put." 

Question  put  accordingly. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Question  be  now  put."  — 
{Ur.  W.  II.  Smith.) 

The  House  divided: — Ayea  246  ;  Noes 
95:  Majority  151. -(Div.  List,  No. 
16).) 

Question  put,  "  That  this  House  doth 
agree  with  the  Committee  in  the  said 
Besolution." 

The  House  dividtd .-—Ayes  245  ;  Noes 
79:  Majority  166.— (Div.  List,  No. 
165.) 

EAST  INDIA  STOCK  CONVEHSTON  BILL. 
iSirJohn  Gortt,  Mr.  Joeiton.) 
[bill  267.]      CONSIDER  AXIOM. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

J/r.  T.  D.  SuHitan 


Mu.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  beg 
to  more,  Sir,  that,  considering  the  cir- 
cumstances of  this  measure,  the  Bill 
should  be  re-committed.  I  observe  that 
there  are  on  the  Notice  Paper  five  very 
substantial  Amendments,  and  it  would 
seem,  so  far  as  I  am  able  to  judge,  that 
a  great  many  of  them  are  of  very  con- 
siderable length.  Many  of  the  Amend- 
ments also  are  new,  and  will  require 
careful  consideration.  I  do  think  that 
it  must  appear  to  the  Qovernment  a  very 
fair  thing,  after  the  considerable  rapidity 
with  which  the  measure  has  been  ad- 
vanced, to  re-commit  the  Bill,  and  amend 
it  to-night,  and  report  it  as  amended 
to-morrow  night. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
■' That  the  Bill  be  re-committed."— (ifr. 
Chance.) 

The  under  SECRETAKY  of 
STATE  FOK  INDIA  (Sir  Johk  Gorst) 
(Chatham):  I  hope  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Chance)  will  not  deny  that  tho 
Amendments  are  of  such  a  character  as 
that  they  may  be  readily  dealt  with.  I 
do  not  think  that  there  will  be  any  great 
advHntaga  derived  from  re-committing 
the  Bill,  and  I  would  appeal  to  the  hon. 
Member  that,  in  the  face  of  the  circum- 
stances, it  would  be  but  a  quite  reason- 
able thing  to  allow  the  Bill  to  proceed. 

Me.  chance  :  I  find.  Sir,  that  it 
will  be  necessary  to  make  other  Amend- 
ments, and  I  really  believe  that  it  would 
not  only  he  easier,  but  tending  to  greater 
rapidity  in  advancing  the  BiU  should  it 
be  re- committed. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Lonrford,  N.): 
I  think,  Sir,  that  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  will  re- 
member that  he  got  us  to  compromise  at 
4  o'clock  in  tho  morning,  and  I  believe 
he  should  now  recognize  that  we  have 
some  claim  on  him,  after  he  has  got  his 
clause.  I  would  appeal  to  him  that  he 
ihould  see  his  way  to  grant  our  most 
necessary  and  most  modest  request. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

BiU  re-comnitted ;  contidertd  in  Com- 
nittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Power  of  trustees,  4c,,  in 
-elation  to  exchange  of  stock). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  lino 
!8,  to  leave  out  from  "  the  consent  of 
luch  person"  to  "Court  of  Session"  ia 
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page  2,  line  4,  and  insert  '*  such  oon- 
eent." 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  I  am 
afraid,  Sir,  that  if  this  alteration  be 
made,  that  the  clause  will  not  read.  I 
commend  the  fact  to  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  John  Gorst,  the 
following  Amendments  made  :  — 

In  page  2,  line  8,  after  '*  interested  in  the 
Stock  or,*'  insert  '*  when  any  such  person  is  an 
infant  or  a  person  of  unsound  mind  the  consent 
of  his  guardian  or  guardians  or  of  the  com- 
mittee of  his  estate  or  curator  bonis  (as  the  case 
may  be)  or  the  consent ; "  in  line  11,  after  *'  in 
pursuance  of  this  section,"  insert  "  and  when 
the  holder  in  a  joint  account  is  an  infant,  or  a 
person  of  unsound  mind,  or  is  under  any  other 
disability,  or  is  beyond  the  seas,  the  other 
holders  or  holder  may,  with  the  consent  of  a 
Judge  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  in  England 
and  Ireland,  or  in  Scotland  of  a  Judge  of  the 
Court  of  Session,  exchange  in  pursuance  of  this 
section  such  Stock  or  any  part  thereof  for  India 
Three  and  a-half  Per  Cent  Stock." 

**  And  when  the  holder  is  an  infant  or  person 
of  unsound  mind  his  guardian  or  guardians,  or 
the  committee  of  his  estate,  or  the  curator  bonis 
(as  the  case  may  be),  may  exchange  in  pursu- 
ance of  this  section  such  Stock  or  any  part 
thereof  for  India  Three  and  a-half  Per  Cent 
Stock." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bemaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

New  Clause — 

(Power  to  exchange  stock  up  to  £1,000  value 
standing  in  name  of  infant  or  of  person  of 
unsound  mind.) 

•*  Where  the  holder  of  Stock  of  less  than  one 
thousand  pounds  nominal  value  is  an  infant  or 
a  person  of  unsound  mind,  and  no  steps  are 
taken  on  or  before  the  tenth  day  of  October 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-seven 
for  the  exchange  of  such  Stock  for  India  Three 
and  a-half  Per  Cent  Stock,  such  exchange  shall 
be  made  notwithstanding  that  no  consent  may 
have  been  given  by  the  guardian  or  guurdisms, 
trustee  or  trustees  of  such  infant,  or  by  the 
committee  of  the  estate  or  custos  bonis  (as  the 
case  may  be)  of  such  person  of  unsound  mind," 
^{Mr.  Kelly,) 

-^brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Sir  JOHN  GORST :  What  I  have  to 
Bay  to  this  clause  is,  that  though  the 
Government  would  not  have  presumed 
to  move  such  a  clause,  yet,  if  it  is  the 
general  sense  of  the  Committee  that  it 


should  be  inserted,  the  Government 
will  raise  no  objection  to  it.  No  doubt, 
at  the  present  time,  3^  per  cent  Stock 
and  4  per  cent  Stock  are  practically  of 
equal  value ;  and  by  this  clause,  if  the 
House  should  think  fit  to  add  it  to  the 
Bill,  these  persons  will  have  the  ex- 
change effected  without  any  expense  or 
trouble  on  their  part,  or  on  the  part  of 
those  who  represent  them.  Although 
the  Government  did  not  think  it  right 
for  them  to  move  the  clause,  neither  do 
they  feel  called  upon  to. oppose  it. 

Me.  CH A!^^^CE  :  A  necessity  arises  for 
the  clause,  because  under  the  Bill  as  it 
stands  the  holder  of  Stock  in  whose 
name  the  Stock  stands,  as  representative 
of  an  infant  or  a  person  of  unsound 
mind,  is  bound  to  make  application  to  a 
Judge  of  the  High  Court,  for  an  order 
that  shall  entitle  the  Bank  to  change 
the  4  per  cent  Stock  into  Sf^  per  cent 
Stock.  This  will  be  an  expensive  affair 
for  a  small  income.  If  such  application 
is  not  made,  then,  according  to  the  Bill 
as  its  stands,  the  Stock  will  be  paid  off 
on  October  10,  1888,  and  the  guardians 
or  trustees  will  have  to  make  application 
for  a  re- investment  of  the  capital.  No- 
thing could  be  done  previously,  and  the 
unfortunate  holders  of  the  Stock,  who 
have  not  power  to  vary  their  investment, 
would  lose  probably  a  year's  dividend 
and  perhaps  more.  Now  this  clause 
says  that,  unless  anybody  takes  an  ob- 
jection, without  any  expense,  the  4  per 
cent  Stock  shall  be  converted  into  3}  per 
cent.  It  does  not  compel  a  guardian  to 
take  the  new  Stock  because  he  can  take 
measures,  if  he  chooses,  to  invest  the 
capital  in  another  way,  but  it  gives  him 
the  option  of  getting  the  benefit  of  the 
conversion  without  going  to  any  expense 
whatever.  The  clause  is  limited  to 
holders  of  less  than  £1,000  Stock,  to 
save  the  smaller  incomes  of  £30  or  £40 
a- year  from  the  expense  of  transfer. 
Larger  incomes  may  be  left  to  bear  the 
expense;  it  is  in  the  interest  of  poor 
people  with  incomes  of  £30  or  £40 
a-year  this  clause  is  proposed,  and  who 
without  it  would  lose  certainly  half-a- 
year's  dividend  on  the  expenses  of  an 
application  to  the  Court.  The  clause,  I 
think,  is  wholly  unobjectionable  in  prin- 
ciple. 

Mr.  TOMUNSON  (Preston) :  Et  will 
be  generally  allowed,  I  think,  that 
it  is  not  possible  for  trustees  to  obtain 
any  safe  investment  producing  more 
tiian  dj^  per  cent  at  the  present  limAy 
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and  that  being  so,  it  appearsto  me  a 
very  reasonable  clause  to  insert. 

Mb.  MAUEIOE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
wish  to  know  if  the  Mover  of  the  clause 
draws  a  distinction  between  '^custos 
bonis  "  and  *'  curator  bonis  ?  " 

Mb.  KELLY :  It  should  be  printed 
'' curator  bonis." 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Preamble. 
Amendment  proposed. 

In  pago  1»  line  13,  omit  the  words  ''as  and 
for,"  in  order  to  insert  the  words  "  treated  as 
interest  so  as  to  make  up  a  snm  equal  to." — 
(Sir  John  Oorai.) 

Question,  **  That  the  words  '  as  and 
for'  stand  part  of  the  Preamble,''  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  '  treated 
as  interest  so  as  to  make  up  a  sum  equal 
to,'  be  there  inserted,  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Preamble,  as  amended,  agreed  to 
Bill  reported. 

Mb.  chance;:  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther, by  general  consent,  the  considera* 
tion  of  this  Bill  can  be  taken  now  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  It  cannot  be  taken 
now ;  it  must  be  taken  on  another  day. 
It  is  a  Money  Bill. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to'lhejeomidered 
To-morrow. 

MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  ACTS  (IRE- 
LAND) AMENDMENT  (No.  2)   BILL. 

{Sir  James  Corry,  Mr.  Ewart,  Mr.  Johnston.) 
[bill   176.]      COMMITTEE. 

J^Progreu  12 th  Mag."] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  (Short  title). 

Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.) :  This  is 
a  Bill  of  considerable  importance,  and 
a  large  number  of  important  Amend- 
ments have  been  given  Notice  of,  some 
of  them,  I  have  reason  to  believe,  likely 
to  give  rise  to  considerable  debate. 
Such  a  debate  could  not  be  satisfac- 
torily taken  at  this  late  hour,  and  no 
report  of  the  proceedings  can  reach  my 
constituents  and  others  in  Ireland  very 
much  interested.  I  beg,  therefore,  to 
move,  Sir,  that  you  do  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Jir.  Tomlinion 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr. 
Sexton.) 

Sib  JAMES  COREY  (Armagh,  Mid): 
My  reason  for  pressing  forward  the  Bill 
now  is  to  fulfil  a  pledge  given  in  the 
House  in  connection  with  another  mea- 
sure. We  pledged  ourselves  to  bring 
forward  this  measure  as  quickly  as  pos- 
sible, and  therefore  I  am  anxious  to 
proceed  with  it  at  once. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  hope  the  Committee  will  agree  to  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sexton). 
There  is  one  condition  upon  which  we 
might  go  on  now,  and  that  is  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  shall  not  persist  in  his 
Amendment  to  exclude  the  rest  of  Ire- 
land from  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
applying  them  only  to  Belfast.  If  he 
can  see  his  way  not  to  press  that,  then 
I  think  we  can  concur,  and  the  Bill  can 
go  through  as  a  matter  of  course.  We 
are  now  without  the  presence  of  any  re- 
sponsible Member  of  the  Government, 
and  that  is  a  somewhat  astonishing 
thing.  Replying  to  a  Question  the 
other  night,  the  Pai'liamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  said  that,  when 
the  Bill  came  on,  we  should  have  a  state- 
ment of  the  policy  of  the  Government 
thereon,  and  when  I  recalled  this  to  the 
attention  of  the  Patronage  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  and  asked  him  what  the 
Government  would  do,  he  unfortunately 
was  not  able  to  inform  me.  Had  we 
persisted,  we  should  have  beaten  the 
Government  on  the  Motion  of  the 
Attorney  General.  I  understand  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast  (Mr. 
Johnston)  is  opposed  to  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Mid  Armagh,  and  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Belfast  (Mr.  De 
Cobain),  and  other  distinguished  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side,  are  opposed  to 
the  exclusion  of  all  Ireland  from  the 
Bill.  It  is  really  an  all  Ireland  Bill, 
and  I  am  sure  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Sexton)  would  not  press  his  present 
Motion  if  we  could  pass  the  Bill  with  all 
Ireland  included  in  it.  The  municipal 
franchise  which  this  Bill  would  extend 
to  Ireland  exists  in  England  and  Scot- 
land, and  has  done  so  for  15  or  20  years. 
The  Committee  will  not  sanction  this 
exceptional  treatment  of  one  Munici- 
pality in  the  face  of  so  many  professions 
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to  treat  all  Ireland  upon  equal  terms 
with  England.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  West  Birmingham  (Mr.  Cham- 
berland)  is  not  going  to  exclude  all 
Ireland  from  the  provisions  of  a  law 
that  exists  in  England  and  Scotland, 
confining  them  strictly  to  Belfast.  Abso- 
lutely, at  the  present  moment,  if  there 
should  be  a  necessity  for  a  municipal 
election  in  Limerick,  there  is  one  of  the 
wards  of  that  borough  without  sufficient 
electors  to  have  a  contest.  It  would 
take  20  electors  to  have  a  contest ;  you 
must  have  1 0  to  fill  up  the  nomination 
papers  for  A,  and  10  more  to  fill  up  the 
nominations  for  B  ;  and  in  one  ward  of 
Limerick  there  are  only  18  electors! 
Under  such  circumstances,  is  it  not 
absolutely  absurd  to  restrict  this  Bill  to 
Belfast?  I  think  it  is  too  absurd  for 
anybody  to  consent  to  it.  Will  the 
Solicitor  General  for  England  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  vote  for  a  Motion  re- 
stricting this  Bill  to  Belfast  ?  If  the 
Government  are  reasonable,  I  am  sure 
my  hon.  Friend  will  withdraw  this  Mo- 
tion. Give  us  the  benefit  of  this  exten- 
sion of  the  law  to  the  whole  of  Ireland, 
and  you  will  find  it  will  tend  to  facili- 
tate the  progress  of  Business.  Will  you 
refuse  us  that  franchise  that  England 
has  enjoyed  for  20  years?  When  the 
Bill  passed  the  second  reading,  it  was 
applied  to  the  whole  of  Ireland;  it 
passed  into  Committee  with  the  under- 
standing that  the  Government  would 
make  a  statement  upon  it ;  and  now  we 
have  the  Bill  with  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid 
Armagh  (Sir  James  Corry)  confiniug  it 
to  Belfast.  If  you  pass  a  Coercion  Bill 
for  us,  at  all  events  give  us  the  benefit 
of  your  English  Law  for  the  whole  of 
Ireland. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.):  I 
hope  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast 
(Mr.  Sexton)  will  withdraw  his  opposi- 
tion, and  allow  this  Bill  to  go  on.  As 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  said,  I 
am  entirely  at  one  with  and  will  vote 
with  those  who  resist  the  distinction 
being  made  between  Belfast  and  the 
rest  of  Ireland ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  trust  that,  whatever  may  be  the  result 
of  a  Division  on  the  question,  hon. 
Members  will  not  deprive  even  one  por- 
tion of  Ireland  of  what  unquestionably 
is  the  right  of  all  Municipal  Boroughs 
in  Ireland — that  is,  to  be  placed  on  the 


same  footing  with  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions in  England.  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  will  not  per- 
sist with  his  Motion ;  and  if  there  is  a 
Division  on  the  question,  I  shall  cer- 
tainly vote  for  the  extension  of  the  Bill 
to  all  Ireland. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  only 
wish  to  say  that,  whether  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Mid  Armagh  (Sir  James  Corry) 
passes  or  does  not  pass,  it  will  make 
no  substantial  difference  in  the  borough 
representation,  except  that  it  will  allow 
a  greater  number  of  people  to  vote. 
The  Orange  population  of  the  North 
will,  for  the  first  time,  give  a  vote  in 
the  return  of  an  Orange  representative, 
and  equally  the  Nationalist  Party  else- 
where will  return  their  representatives 
by  greater  numbers. 

Mr.  EWAET  (Belfast,  N.):  May  I 
be  allowed  to  recall  the  exact  position 
in  which  the  promoters  stand  in  regard 
to  this  Bill  ?  At  your  suggestion,  Mr. 
Courtney,  the  Belfast  Main  Drainage 
Bill  was  postponed  to  May  20,  that  is 
to  say,  our  next  Sitting.  You  made  the 
suggestion  that  in  the  interval  steps 
should  be  taken  to  push  forward  the 
Bill  for  the  extension  of  the  Municipal 
Franchise  of  Belfast,  and  my  hon.  Friend 
has  done  his  best  to  carry  out  this  com- 
promise— this  arrangement.  This  Bill 
was  put  down  for  to-night,  to  meet  the 
convenience  of  hon.  Members  opposite ; 
and  now  we  are  met  with  the  request 
that  it  shall  be  a  Bill  for  the  whole  of 
Ireland.  [  Cries  o/  *'  It  is  in  the  Bill !  "] 
While  I  sympathize  with  the  desire  for 
this  extension,  it  must  be  obvious  that  it 
is  too  large  a  subject  to  be  taken  up 
now ;  and  under  present  circumstances, 
I  hope  hon.  Members  will  assist  us  to 
get  the  measure  through,  and  also  the 
Main  Drainage  Bill  that  comes  on  to- 
morrow, for  I  must  say  we  are  doing 
our  best  to  carry  out  the  arrangement 
ftmvGd  at 

Sir  JAMES  COEEY  (Armagh,  Mid) : 
I  just  wish  to  say  that  it  is  utterly  im- 
possible to  pass  this  measure  through 
lor  the  whole  of  Ireland.  {^Criea  of 
**  Why  ?  "]  The  hon.  Member  himself 
(Mr.  Sexton),  in  making  the  addition  to 
the  Belfast  Main  Drainage  Bill,  only 
made  the  extension  to  Belfast,  and  I 
have  brought  in  the  Bill  now  as  the 
result  of  the  compromise  and  under- 
taking  I  gave. 
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Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet is  entirely  mistaken.  The  majo- 
rity of  the  Committee  is  not  on  his  side ; 
it  rests  here.  It  rests  with  the  Liberal 
Unionists ;  but  neither  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Member  for  Rossendale  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington),  nor  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain),  could  vote  for  a 
Bill  to  restrict  to  Belfast  the  application 
of  a  law  that  extends  to  the  whole  of 
England,  and  that  we  say  ought  to  be 
applied  to  the  whole  of  Ireland.  I  chal- 
lenge the  noble  Marquess  who  holds 
the  balance  of  power  in  this  House 
to  vote  for  the  application  to  Bel- 
fast alone,  against  the  rest  of  Ireland, 
of  a  principle  that  has  been  the 
Law  of  England  for  20  years.  He 
would  not  do  it ;  the  most  advanced  or 
the  most  retrograde  Unionist  would  not 
do  it.  I  have  several  times  tried  to 
corkscrew  the  Government  as  to  their 
intentions;  but  I  have  failed  to  get  a 
reply.  I  have  asked  at  Question  time, 
and  I  was  told  I  should  get  an  answer 
when  the  Bill  came  on  ;  but  when  the 
Bill  comes  on,  the  Q-overnment  run  away, 
and  so  this  thing  goes  on.  Will  English 
Members  support  this  exclusion  of  all 
Ireland  ?  So  far  as  the  South  of  Ireland, 
is  concerned,  it  is  wholly  Nationalist. 
How  will  it  matter  then,  except  that  you 
give  a  number  of  people  votes  who  have 
not  got  them  now  ?  When  Sir  Charles 
Dilke  was  a  Member  of  this  House,  he 
visited  Ireland,  and  his  Eeport  has  shown 
that  absolutely  in  the  City  of  Water- 
ford 

Thb  CHAIEMAN:  I  must  remind 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  the 
Motion  is  to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  EINCH-H ATTON  (Lincolnshire, 
Spalding) :  The  Bill  is  one  to  amend  the 
Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Act, 
and  it  is  now  proposed  to  confine  its 
operation  to  Belfast.  Why  is  it  neces- 
sary to  do  that  ?  I  should  like  to  know 
the  reason  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  he  ALT:  Still  no  response 
from  the  Government  Bench.  Here  we 
have  10  Gentlemen  representing  the 
Government,  and  they  have  not  fdl  lost 
the  gift  of  speech.  It  is  a  most  un- 
reasonable silence.  We  do  not  expect  a 
voice  to  be  raised  in  application  of 
Scotch  Law  to  the  question.  I  will  ask 
the  Solicitor  General  for  England,  or  the 
Attorney  General  for  England,  or  the 
Patronage  Secretary,   or  the  Financial 


Secretary,  or  any  other  Gentleman,  to 
rise  and  say  what  the  Government  are 
going  to  do  ?  It  is  most  unreasonable 
that  we  should  go  to  a  Division  without 
this.  I  scarcely  know  how  to  vote  my- 
self. Here  is  a  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress, and  though  I  support  it,  I  would 
rather  see  the  Bill  go  through  in  its 
entirety.  Do  the  Government  support 
or  oppose  it?  Let  us  have  a  little 
''light  and  leading." 

Sir  JAMES  COKEY :  I  can  only  say 
that  if  there  is  an  attempt  to  push  it 
through  as  it  stands  the  Bill  will  be 
dropped.     [Crie%  of  *  *  Why  ?  "  ] 

Colonel  NOLAN :  The  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  James  Corry)  forgets  that  after  the 
second  reading,  a  Bill  becomes  the  pro- 
perty of  the  House.  But  really  this 
conduct  of  the  Government  is  most  ex- 
traordinary. I  remember  once  Mr. 
Disraeli  commented  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  sitting  in  solemn 
silence,  but  it  was  positive  loquacity 
compared  to  the  behaviour  of  the  Go- 
vernment Bench  now,  for  in  that  in- 
stance only  one  man  remained  silent, 
but  here— my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  North  Longford  has 
carefully  counted  them — and  there  is 
that  silence  multiplied  by  10.  Surely 
we  may  have  an  opinion  expressed  whe- 
ther they  mean  to  support,  oppose,  or 
remain  neutral  ? 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.):  I 
am  not  authorized  to  speak  on  behalf  of 
the  Government,  nor  am  I  able  to  speak 
as  to  the  intention  of  the  Government ; 
but  it  does  appear  to  me — and  in  this  I 
am  expressing  my  individual  opinion — 
that,  under  the  circumstances  in  which 
we  find  ourselves,  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
James  Corry)  would  do  well  to  accept 
the  Motion  that  Progress  should  be  re- 
ported. It  is  not  a  Government  mea- 
sure ;  and  there  is  no  one  here  entitled 
to  speak  of  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  do  not  know  what  course  the 
hon.  Baronet  intends  to  take,  but  I  hope 
he  will  accept  the  Motion. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  (Antrim,  S.)  : 
After  what  has  fallen  from  several  hon. 
Members  on  this  side,  I  would  appeal 
to  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Sexton)  to  withdraw  his  Motion.  For 
myself  I  desire  to  see  every  municipal 
borough  in  Ireland  included  in  the  Bill. 
I  do  not  think  we  ought  to  restrict  it  to 
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any  particular  class.  It  does  not  appear, 
bowever,  there  is  any  hope  of  getting 
the  Bill  through  in  its  entirety ;  and  I 
would  appeal  to  hon.  Qentlemen  who 
desire  this  extension  to  acquiesce  in  this 
limitation,  and  I  am  sure  they  will  be 
well  supported  when  they  propose  to 
extend  it  to  all  other  Corporations  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  extension 
is  in  the  Bill  now. 

Mb.  MAOABTNET  :  I  quite  under- 
stand that;  but  the  Uotion  for  Progress 
stands  in  the  way. 

Mr.  DE  COBAIN  :  I  have  no  objec- 
tion to  the  principle  of  the  Bill  aa  it 
sta&ds;  but  we  have  Notice  of  a  great 
number  of  Amendments,  important  in 
character,  and  requiring  that  careful 
consideration  which,  at  this  late  hour,  I 
do  not  think  they  can  receive.  I  think, 
under  the  circumstances,  it  would  be  well 
to  report  Progress. 

Question  put,  and  agr»ei  to. 

Oommittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
^ain  To-morrow. 

UoiiBs  adjourned  at  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Friday,  2(ith  May,  1837. 


MINUTES.]— Sat  First  ly  Pahliambnt— The 

Lord  Mer«lyth,  aftor  the  death  of  bii  father. 

PcitilC  Bills — Second  Riading — Accumulations 

El),    diiehariied ;    Lunacy   Districts   [^iKtt- 
nd)  (S2) ;    Pluralities  Act  Amendment  Act 
(1885)    Amendment    (96)  ;   Colonisl  Service 
(Pensions)  (98). 
Coin  IB  I  ((m —Kf;jor(— Crofters    Holdiogs    (Scot- 
land)   (90);   County  Courts  Consolidation* 


Fbovisional  Ohdee  Bills — Comaitlet—Beport 
—  Local  Oovemment  (Highways)*  (87); 
Local  Government  (Poor  Law)  •  (88)  ;  Local 
Government  (Poor  Law)  (No.  2)  *  (89). 

EGYPT— DURATION  OF  THE  ENGLISH 
OCCUPATION-MISSION  OF  8IE  H. 
DRUMMOND  WOLFF. 

POSTPOITEMENT  OF  OUESTIOIT. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CEETARY  OF  STATE  tor  FOREIGN 
AFF  AIRS  (The  Mamueas  of  Salisbuet): 
I  wish  to  ask  my  soUe  Friend  behind 
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me  (the  Earl  of  Carnarvon),  who  has  the 
following  Notics  on  the  Paper: — 

"  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfTaira,  Whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  (^iveany 
explanation  relative  to  Sir  H.  D.  WolfTs  nego- 
tiations in  regard  to  the  English  occupation  of 
Effypt," 

to  postpone  it,  as  I  am  not  able  to  g^ve 
him  any  information  at  the  present  mo- 

Th'b  Eael  ot  OAENARVON:  Ab 
my  noble  Friend  desires  the  postpone- 
ment  of  the  Question,  I  shall  be  very 
glad  to  do  as  he  wishes.  I  &nd  that  the 
Notice  Paper  on  Monday  is  so  crowded, 
that  it  would  be  hardly  possible  to  find 
room  for  the  Question ;  and  therefore 
it  will  be  most  oonvenient  to  postpone  it 
till  Friday,  the  10th  of  June,  when  I 
shall  move  for  the  Papers  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

CENTRAL  ASIA  (AFGHANISTAN!— THE 

ANQLO-aUSSIAN  DELIUITATION 

COMMISSION. 

QCESTION. 

The  Eael  op  HARBOWBT  asked, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that,  in  the  negotia- 
tions with  Russia  as  to  the  delimitation 
of  Afghanistan,  as  has  been  recently 
stated  in  the  newspapers,  England  and 
Russia  have  been  unable  to  come  to  an 
agreement,  or  that  negotiations  have 
been  broken  off  and  the  British  Commis- 
atonere  ordered  to  return  to  England  t 

The  prime  MINISTER  amd  SB- 
ORETARY  or  STATE  fob  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  ofSALisBUEY): 
It  is  true  that  the  OommiBsion  has  not 
yet  come  to  an  agreement ;  but  it  ia  not 
true  that  negotiations  have  been  broken 
off;  and  it  is  not  true  that  any  orders 
have  been  sent  to  the  British  Commis- 
sioners to  return  to  England.  As  far  aa 
it  is  possible  to  forecast  such  matters,  I 
think  negotiations  are  more  likely  to 
last  a  longer  than  a  shorter  time.  The 
matter  is  one  that  involves  considerable 
difficulty,  in  consequence  of  its  previous 
history,  and  will  involve,  I  dare  say,  a 
great  deal  of  discussion  between  the 
Commissioners. 

LUNACY  DISTRICTS  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

[Tit  Uarqutu  of  Lothian.) 

(»0.  82.)      SEOOBD  EEADWO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing read. 

The  SECRETARY  fob  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquesa  of  Lothiah),  in  moving 
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ft.lif  th.u  LorddJp.  obj«cl.d,  h.  Wd       <■«»•>  i««NDMENT  BILL.-(No.  S«.) 
postpone  the  Motion  tUl  Monday.      The  ("'  Lor^BiAop  of  Bangor.) 

object  oi  the  Bill  was  simply  to  rectify  seconb  SKAsma. 

a  state  of  matters  oalled  into  existence       Order  of  the  Day  for  the  SeoondEead- 
when  the  Prisons  Act  of  1 887  was  passed,    {ng  read. 
By  the  Lunacy  Act  of  1867,  powers  were       _      „  ti.^t^/^ti   . 

giren  to  the  General  Board  of  Lunacy  .,  ^"  ^''.■°f  "  BANOOE,  in  moymg 
tttUueiu  Edinburgh  to  alter  lunacy  dis-  ""?'  'J«  Bj"  •>•.■■»•  "'^  «  '^'"^  «"»». 
tricts  J  but  the  initiative  rested  in  the  ^^'  ^^'^ ''"  "'•J"'''  ^'^  ^  "P^a'  a  por- 
Seneral  Prisons  Board,  which  General  '«>»  «  S"""."  ''  "'  ">!  Plu'ahties  Acta 
Prisons  Board  was  done  away  with  by  Amendment  Act,  lBB5,m  order  to  restore 
Section  69  of  the  Prisons  Act  of  1877.  ^  the  Bishops  of  St.  Asaph  Bangor, 
ConsequenUj,  there  was  now  no  aulho-  Landaff,  and  St.  Bands  the  power 
litytotakethe  initiative  in  altering  or  ^'"'^  "."  formerly  possessed  by  them 
varying,  however  desirable  it  might  be,  "  T"?";'"  ""  ministrations  in  the 
a  lunacy  district  in  any  part  of  Scotland.  *«"'■  l">.guag«  "■  they  might  think 
This  Act  was  simply  to  give  to  another  ueoes«iry  in  bonoflces  within  their  re- 
Body,  or,  rather,  to  other  Bodies-to  »P~«iJ«  dioceses,  and  which  be  con- 
tho  Commissioners  of  Supply  of  counties,    I?"?'"   "'     ?  .  had  nndiUy 

to  magistrates  of  burghs,  ind  to  Paro-  ^?;'«'i-  The  desire  was  to  enable  the 
chial;  Boards-power  to  apply  to  the  bishop  to  arrange  for  two  Welsh  ser. 
General  Board  of  Lunacy  to  alter  or  vary  ™"'  '>"*  S"»'l«y  ■»  panshes  where 
existing  lunacy  districts.  Under  the  snch  supply  was  necessary,  and  not  to 
Actof  1857,theOeuoralBoardhadonly  bs  obhgrf  to  limit  the  services  to  one 
power  to  make  the  districts  areas  con-  oonductcd  in  Welsh  and  one  in  Enghsh. 
sisting  of  not  less  than  of  counties,  or  of  The  right  rev.  Pre  ate  moved  the  second 
burghs  I  and  it  was  now  proposed,  where  '"ading  of  the  Bill, 
the  population  was  greatly  increasing,  to  Sftmtd,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
enable  the  Lunacy  Board  to  make  less  — (TA*  Lord  Bith^p  of  Sangor.) 
districts  than  those  allowed  by  the  Act        a  „     j       ^  j     ,       , 

of  1867.    TheBiUdidnotproposoan,       *»•»,'!»»«    "»-*    to     leave    out 
alteration  of  the  e.isling  Uw,  and  al-        »"  ,   "*  ■'."■•  "4  "'  the  Mohon 
thoughithadnotyetbeenprintedaudcir-    ^J^VjTp     '\    ' ""  "'""'•■>- 
culatid,  he  hoped  that  thsir  Lordships    i^ -^^l  of  fo^u.) 
would  now  assent  to  the  second  reading.       The  Bishop  op  St.  ASAPH,  in  sup- 

Moood,  "  That  the  Bill  he  now  read  2-."  porting  the  Motion  for  the  Second  Eead- 
-(«.if.r,„.../Z.«.™.,  rbe'Slig'ed"'to°di?rS.lrri,t 

The  Earl  of  WBMYSS  said,  he  Earl,  who  was  so  staunch  a  friend  to 
thought  it  would  be  establishing  a  bad  tho  Church  in  Wales ;  but  he  did  so 
precedent  to  allow  a  Bill  which  their  because  the  existing;  Act  waa  the  cause 
Lordships  had  not  seen  to  be  read  a  of  much  discontent  amonK  the  Welsh- 
Becond  time.  speaking'  population  of  Wales.     It  was 

The  Mabduess  of  LOTHI&N  said,  impossible  for  the  Church  to  maintain 
he  would  remind  the  noble  Earl  that  a  hold  on  tho  papulation  in  Welsh 
when  he  (the  Marquess  of  Lothian]  got  parishes  with  only  one  service  in  the 
up  to  move  the  second  reading,  he  put  Welsh  language  per  day.  Thej  ware 
himself  in  their  Lordships'  hands,  and  anxious  to  correct  the  abuse,  and  the 
offered,  if  the  course  he  proposed  was  in-  Bishops  should  be  allowed  freedom  to 
convenient,  to  postpone  the  second  read-  arrange  for  two  services  in  Welsh, 
inguntil  Mondaj.  Keceiving  no  answer,  and  thej  should  be  trusted  ta  make 
he  concluded  he  had  the  consent  of  the  the  necessary  provision  also  for  the 
House  to  proceed.  English-speaking  people.  IftheBishops 

In  reply  to  The  Earl  of  Wbmyss,  ^«'«  °°*  permitted  to  give  two  WeUh 

m U-, , T <-^mTTT . HT      -3     BBmceseach  Sunday,  the  result  would 

*^^n^^T  ?^?„^  '""'^'    *>«  *t»*  tli«  people  would   be  driven 

theBUlhadbeenpreeentedlOdayaago.   ^„    ^^d   more   into  the   Dissenting 

Motion  fi^Mi  to:  Bill  read  2'.  ohapeLs.    If  the  present  Act  were  to 
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remain  in  force  without  being  amended 
as  was  now  proposed,  it  would  do  more 
than  anything  else  to  promote  the  pre- 
sent  movement  for  Disestablishment. 

The  Earl  of  CARNARVON  was 
understood  to  draw  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late's attention  to  the  wording  of  the 
section  of  the  Act  which  the  Bill  sought 
to  amend,  and  pointed  out  that  under 
the  section  as  it  stood  there  was  no  com- 
pulsion on  the  Bishops  as  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  seemed  to  contend ;  but  that  it 
was  optional  to  him  to  enforce  one  ser- 
vice, leaving  the  other  service  to  be  a 
matter  of  agreement  between  him  and 
the  incumbent. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said, 
he  should  like  to  have  some  expression 
of  opinion  from  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  Bill. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  op  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Cbanbbook)  said, 
his  impression  with  respect  to  the  Bill 
was  certainly  in  its  favour;  but  he 
should  propose  that  after  the  second 
reading  some  time  should  be  g^ven  for 
consideration,  in  order  to  see  whether 
any  and,  if  so,  what  Amendments  ought 
to  be  introduced  in  Committee. 

On  Question,  That  ("now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion  ?  Resolved  in  the 
negative. 

Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  on  Monday  next. 

SCOTLAND— BILLHEAD  AND  KELVIN- 
SIDE  (ANNEXATION  TO  GLASGOW) 
BILL— THE  BOTANIC  GARDENS  AND 
THE  UNIVERSITY. 

OBSERVATIONS.      QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  STAIE,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  consequences  of  a  recent 
decision  of  a  Committee  of  that  House 
on  the  Hillhead  and  Kelvinside  (Annexa- 
tion to  Glasgow)  Bill  as  regards  the 
Botanic  Institution  of  Glasgow  and  the 
interests  of  the  University  of  Glasgow 
and  the  public  generally  therein ;  and 
to  inquire,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  adopt  such  action  as  may 
be  necessary  to  preserve  the  Gardens 
from  being  closed  and  the  site  appro- 
priated to  buildings  and  other  purposes? 
said,  the  object  of  the  Bill  in  question, 
which  had  come  up  from  the  Commons, 
the  Preamble  having  been  proved,  but 
the  Bill  itself  being  thrown  out  by  a 
Committee  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
was  to  annex  the  two  small  burghs  of 


Hillhead  and  Kelvinside,  a  district  which 
embraced  the  Botanic  Gardens,  which 
were  25  acres  in  extent.  These  Gardens, 
by  the  Bill,  were  to  be  transferred  to  the 
Corporation  of  the  City  of  Glasgow,  and 
were  to  be  maintained  by  the  Corpora- 
tion in  perpetuity  as  a  public  park.  The 
Botanic  Gardens   Institution  had    got 
into   financial    difficulties    recently,   so 
much  so,  indeed,  that  it  was  necessary 
to  get   loans  from  the  Corporation  of 
Glasgow  on  the  security  of  the  land. 
These  loans  amounted,  with  interest,  to 
between  £46,000  and  £50,000,  and  the 
Corporation  of  Glasgow  had,   in  con- 
sequence of  the  rejection  of  the  Annexa- 
tion Bill,  been  forced  to  foreclose,  and 
the  Gardens  passed  into  their  hands  on 
1st    April  last.      These   Gardens  were 
situated  near  to  the  University  of  Glas- 
gow, connected  with  which  there  was  a 
medical  school  attended  by  a  very  large 
number  of  students  amounting  in  1885 
and   1886  to   694,   of  whom  over  200 
attended  the  Botanical -classes.    It  was 
incontestable  that  a  Botanic  Garden,  with 
proper  appliances,  was  a  sine  qud  non  to 
the  successful  study  of  science.    As  the 
matter  now  stood,  however,  the  Corpo- 
ration of  Glasgow  were  unable  to  con* 
tinue  the  maintenance  of  these  important 
(hardens,  and  there  seemed  to  be  only 
one  course  open,  which  he  believed  was, 
that  the  Gardens  should  be  disposed  of 
by  sale  for   building  purposes.     That 
would,  unfortunately,  involve  the  de- 
struction of  the  plant  and  glass  houses 
recently  erected  at  a  cost  of  £20,000, 
and  would  also  involve  the  dispersion  of 
very   valuable    collections   which   had 
been     accumulated    during    the    pas 
50  years.     He  need  hardly    say  that 
would    be    most    detrimental    to    the 
interests  of  the  University  of  Glasgow. 
He  might  also  say  that  the  Universities 
of    Qjdord,    Cambridge,    Dublin,   and 
Edinburgh  had  Botanic  Gardens,  which 
were   made  use    of    regularly  for  the 
benefit  of  their  medical  students,  and 
for  which  public  grants  were  received 
in  the  case  of  Edinburgh,  amounting  to 
an  annual  sum  of  £1,600.     For  these 
reasons  he  had  put  the  Question  stand- 
ing in  his  name  on  the  Paper,  and  would 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  take  the 
case  into  their  favourable  consideration. 
He  wished  to  make  an  acknowledgment 
due  to  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
Glasgow,  by  stating  that  although  these 
grounds  were  not  available  to  the  public 
just  now,  they  had  kindly  made  ar- 
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rangements  by  which  the  students  had 
access  to  them  during  the  sutnmer 
session. 

The  Earl  op  NOETHBROOK  said, 
h.e  was  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
before  which  the  Bill  referred  to  had 
been  considered.  The  real  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  secure  the  annexation  of  dis- 
tricts in  the  West  End  of  Glasgow,  which 
included  the  Botanic  Gardens,  and  the 
Committee  had  decided  that  it  should 
not  proceed.  Though  his  own  individual 
opinion  was  in  favour  of  the  Bill  pro- 
ceeding, he  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
other  Members  of  the  Lords  Committee 
gave  the  most  careful  attention  to  the 
subject,  which  was  one  of  very  great 
difficulty,  and  one  on  which  a  great  deal 
might  be  said  on  both  sides.  The  par- 
ticular point  raised  by  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Stair)  was,  as  he  under- 
stood it,  not  on  the  merits  of  the  general 
question  raised  by  the  Bill,  but  on  the 
particular  question  of  the  Botanic  Gar- 
dens. So  far  as  he  could  gather  from 
the  noble  Earl,  it  seemed  that  the  Cor- 
poration of  Glasgow,  having  lent  money 
to  the  Botanic  Gardens,  they  now  pro- 
posed to  sell  the  Gardens  for  building 
purposes.  He  (the  Earl  of  Northbrook) 
could  only  say  he  hoped  that  the  Cor- 
poration of  Glasgow  would  not  take  that 
course.  It  did  not  appear  to  him  that 
it  was  at  all  necessary ;  because  they 
bad  already,  as  stated  in  the  Preamble 
of  the  Bill,  powers,  under  a  previous 
Act,  to  arrange  with  the  Trustees  of  the 
Botanic  Gardens  to  take  over  the  Gar- 
dens as  a  public  park,  and  though  it 
might  be  necessary  in  order  to  carry  out 
that  arrangement  that  some  further 
legislation  should  take  place,  he  could 
not  think  that  the  Corporation  of 
Glasgow  would  find  any  difficulty  in 
getting  the  sanction  of  Parliament  to 
any  such  proposal.  It  might  be  said, 
certainly,  that  the  district  of  Hill- 
head  which  lay  between  the  University 
and  the  Gardens,  not  being  annexed  to 
Glasgow,  it  would  be  unfair  to  put  the 
charge  of  the  Botanic  Gardens  upon  the 
City  of  Glasgow,  while  the  people  of 
HiUhead  made  no  contribution  towards 
the  maintenance  of  the  Garden;  but 
the  Committee  had  distinctly  before  them 
the  statement  of  the  Commissioners  of 
Hillhead,  that  they  were  prepared  to 
agree  to  any  reasonable  arrangement 
for  rating  the  population  of  Hillhead  in 
upport  of  the  Gardens  in  question.   He 

Th9  JEarl  of  Stair 


did  not  think,  thereforo,  that  the  Cor- 
poration of  Glasgow  Would  be  justified, 
in  consequence  of  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill  by  their  Lordships'  House,  in  taking 
a  step  so  very  detrimental  to  the  public 
interest  as  to  sell  the  Gardens  for  build- 
ing purposes.  Before  the  Committee  they 
had  evidence  from  most  distinguished 
Professors  of  the  University,  which  en- 
tirely supported  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Earl,  of  the  great  educational 
value  of  the  Gardens,  besides  their 
value  as  a  place  of  relaxation.  There- 
fore, he  trusted  that  some  measure  would 
be  adopted  to  prevent  so  undesirable  an 
act  as  that  these  Gardens  should  be 
utilized  for  building  purposes. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL  said,  his 
attention  had  been  called  some  time  ago 
to  the  question  how  far  it  was  important 
to  annex  outlying  suburbs.  His  opinion, 
generally  speaking,  had  always  been 
that  such  suburbs,  which  were  really 
part  of  a  city,  ought  to  resist  annexation 
to  a  neighbouring  town.  Their  general 
object  was  to  escape  the  increased  taxa- 
tion involved,  and  he  must  say  it  was  a 
legitimate  object.  But  he  must  also 
say  in  this  case,  that  two  years  ago,  on 
looking  into  the  facts,  he  said  that 
Glasgow  was  quite  entitled  in  going  in 
for  the  annexation  of  those  districts 
which  were  so  thoroughly  identified  with 
the  city,  and  were  so  thoroughly  part  of 
the  city  that  annexation  was  necessary. 
One  of  the  questions  involved  in  the  Bill 
was  the  support  of  the  Botanic  Gardens, 
one  of  the  most  valuable  institutions  in 
the  district.  The  Gardens  stood  adjacent 
to  the  University,  and  were  extremely 
important  to  the  Medical  School  of  the 
University.  The  citizens  of  Glasgow 
ought  to  think  twice  before  they  closed 
these  valuable  Gardens.  He  understood 
the  people  of  the  district  were  willing 
to  bear  a  share  of  the  maintenance  of 
these  Gardens,  and  he  hoped,  in  the 
meantime,  some  arrangement  might  be 
made  by  which  they  would  continue  to 
be  supported. 

The  Makquess  of  TWEEDDALE 
said,  that  having  taken  some  interest 
in  the  Bill  referred  to  by  the  noble  Earl 
who  had  just  put  the  question  (the  Earl 
of  Stair),  perhaps  he  might  be  allowed 
to  say  a  few  words.  He  did  not  pro- 
pose to  enter  into  the  question  of  the 
desirability,  or  the  contrary,  of  annex- 
ing the  outlying  burghs  to  the  City  of 
Glasgow,  for  that  was  not  now  before 
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the  House.     Suffice  it  to  say  that  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  of  their  Lord- 
ships*  House  had  his  entire  concun*enoe, 
and  was,  indeed,  in  conformity  with  no 
less  than  four  former  decisions  on  the  same 
subj  ect.    In  regard  to  the  maintenance  of 
the  Gardens,  there  was  no  ground  for 
the  statement  of  the   noble  Earl  that 
there  was  only  one  course  open  to  the 
Glasgow  Corporation.     The  noble  Earl 
who  had  just  spoken  (the  Earl  of  North- 
brook)  referred  to  a  proposal  made  by 
the  burgh  of  Hillhead  during  the  time 
the  Bill  was  before  the  House,  and  re- 
peated since,  that  the  burghs  of  Hillhead 
and  Kelyineide  should  contribute  to  their 
maintenance.     The  noble  Earl  did  not 
state  what  that  proposal  was;  and  he 
(the  Marquess  of  Tweeddale),  therefore, 
begged  to  state  it.     The  sum  required  to 
maintain  the  Gardens  and  pay  the  inte- 
rest of  S^  per  cent  on  the  Glasgow  Cor- 
poration's loan  was  £3,000  per  annum. 
Now,  of  that  it  was  proposed  that  the 
burghs    of    Hillhead    and    Kelvinside 
should  contribute  £2,000,  and  the  Cor- 
poration of  Glasgow  £1,000,     In  other 
words,  a  community  of  15,000  persons 
were  willing  to  contribute  £2,000  a-year, 
as  against  £1,000  a-year  by  the  500,000 
inhabitants  of  Glasgow.      He  thought 
that  would  be  admitted   to  be  a  most 
reasonable  proposal ;  and  it  was  impos- 
sible, in  the  face  of  it,  and  of  the  power 
which  the  Corporation  already  possessed, 
under  the  Act  of  Parliament  before  re- 
ferred to,  enabling  them  to  purchase  the 
Gardens,  to  contend  that  they  were  com- 
pelled  to  foreclose  the  mortgage   and 
sacrifice  the  Gardens.     It  would  almost 
eom  as   if  the  Corporation  feared  to 
loose  the  lever  which  the  mortgage  gave 
them   wherewith    to   coerce  the    small 
burghs  into  annexation.     At  any  rate, 
there  seemed  no  solid  ground  or  good 
reason  for  the  extreme  step  which  the 
Corporation  appeared  inclined  to  take. 

The  SECRETAEY  for  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  said,  that 
the  Government  would  view  with  the 
greatest  possible  regret  the  abolition  of 
the  Botanic  Gardens.  Unlike  the  noble 
Duke,  he  had  no  personal  acquaintance 
with  the  situation  of  the  Gardens ;  but, 
from  what  he  had  been  able  to  learn 
respecting  them,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  maintenance  of  the  Gardens  was  not 
only  a  question  of  great  importance  to 
the  City  of  Glasgow,  but  also  to  the 
University.      Every  facility  had  been 
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afforded,  he  believed,  to  the  students  of 
the  University  of  Glasgow  for  making 
use  of  these  Gardens  ;  and  it  would  be  a 
distinct  blow  to  the  University,  and  it 
would  handicap  it  in  its  relations  as  re- 
garded the  other  Universities  of  Scot- 
land, if  these  Gardens  were  abolished. 
Apart  from  that   question,   there  was 
another  which  seemed  to  him  to  be  of 
great    importance — namely,    this—that 
these  Gardens  were  started   about  70 
years  ago,  and  they  had  been  growing 
and  increasing  in  value  from  that  time 
to  this.     Their  area,  he  believed,  was 
only  short  of  Kew ;  and  in  extent  they 
were,  in  fact,  the  second  of  the  kind  in 
the  United  Kingdom.     The  collection  of 
plants  they  contained  was  in  itself  in- 
valuable ;  but,  if  sold,  it  would  bring 
nothing  like  the  real  value.     As  regards 
the  suggestion  of  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Northbrook),  he  must  confess  it 
seemed  to  him  it  was  in  the  power  of  the 
City  of  Glasgow,  as  he  understood,  to 
promote  some  other  Act  which  would 
enable  trustees  to  take  over  the  Gardens 
under  the  Glasgow  Parks  Act.     In  fact, 
by  Clause  28  of  last  year's  Act,  the  City 
of  Glasgow  would  be  able  to  take  over 
the  Gardens  as  a  public  park,  and  main- 
tain them  in  the  interests  of  the  district. 
On  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, he  would  say,  although  they  took 
very  great  interest  in  the  question,  he 
was  afraid,  as  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Stair)  had  not  made  any  suggestion 
as  to  what  course  the  Government  should 
pursue,  he  could  not  make  any  sugges- 
tion himself.     He  could  only  say  this — 
that  if  any  practical  suggestion  could  be 
made  by  the  noble  Earl,  or  by  anyone 
else,  by  which  these  Gardens  could  be 
maintained.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  take  it  into   their  serious  con- 
sideration, and  would  be  very  glad  if, 
by  any  means,   that  object  could   be 
attained. 

COLONIAL  SERVICE  (PENSIONS)  BILL. 
{The  Earl  of  Onslow.) 

(no.  98.)      SECOND  READINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
—{The  Earl  of  Onslow.) 

Lord  LAMINGTON  said,  he  had 
been  very  glad  to  see  that  one  result  of 
the  Colonial  Conference  had  been  that  a 
step  had  been  taken  in  the  right  direo* 
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tion  by  the  Governmeiit  in  connection 
with  this  matter.  It  had  always  been 
a  matter  of  the  greatest  regret  to  him, 
takiDg  the  interest  which  he  did  in  the 
Colonial  Service,  that  no  class  had  been 
more  neglected  than  those  employed  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the 
Colonies.  Twenty  years  ago  it  had 
been  left  to  him,  as  a  private  Member, 
to  introduce  a  Governors'  Pension  Bill ; 
until  that  period  no  Governor  had  re- 
ceived any  pension  at  all.  The  Bill 
which  he  had  introduced  had  been  very 
considerably  changed  during  its  pro- 
gress through  Parliament,  the  period  of 
service  having  been  altered  from  six 
years  to  18.  He  would  endeavour  to 
introduce  some  Amendment  in  the 
present  Bill ;  and  he  trusted  that  now, 
when  the  public  interest  in  Colonial 
matters  was  so  great,  justice  would  be 
done  to  those  who  served  in  the  Colo- 
nies. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Tuesday  the  lith 
of  June  next. 

LITERATURE,  SCIENCE  AND  ART— 
THE  NATIONAL  PORTRAIT  GALLERY. 

OBSBBVATIOKS. 

Lord  LAMTNGTON,  in  rising  to  call 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  the  position  of  the  National 
Portrait  Gallery,  said,  he  wished  to  re- 
mind their  Lordships  that  two  years 
ago,  when  Mr.  Gladstone  had  been 
I%une  Minister,  the  Trustees  of  the 
Gallery  had  agreed  to  allow  the  por- 
traits to  be  removed  from  South  ^en- 
siogton  to  Bethnal  Green,  Captain  Shaw 
having  reported  that  they  were  not  safe 
in  South  Kensington.  That,  however, 
had  been  done  upon  the  distinct  under- 
standing that  in  two  years'  time  they 
would  be  replaced  in  a  proper  position. 
The  two  years  had  now  elapsed,  and  the 
pictures  were  still  at  Bethnal  Green; 
nothing  had  been  done,  and  apparently 
nothing  was  intended  to  be  done.  He 
(Lord  Lamington)  had  objected  to  the 
step  that  was  taken  at  the  time,  as  he 
thought  that  a  great  injustice  was  done 
to  those  families  who  had  given  pictures 
to  that  most  interesting  and  valuable 
Gallery,  in  which  the  public  took  so 
great  an  interest  that  160,000  persons 
had  visited  it  in  the  year  before  its  re- 
moval from  South  Kensington.  The 
Collection   was  really   lost    now  in  a 
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general  Museum,  the  visitors  to  which 
took  little  interest  in  historical  portraits. 
For  his  own  part,  he  deeply  regretted 
the  mode  in  which  public  works  were 
now  carried  on  in  this  country,  and  the 
utter  lack  of  public  spirit  which  seemed 
to  prevail.  Nothing,  for  instance,  had 
yet  been  done  with  regard  to  Parlia- 
ment Street,  and  the  value  of  the  pro- 
perty was  increasing  year  after  year. 
Such  a  method  of  conducting  improve- 
ments, instead  of  being  economical,  was 
most  expensive.  In  the  case  of  the 
National  Portrait  Gallery,  however,  dis- 
tinct obligations  had  been  entered  into 
by  the  Government  two  years  ago,  and 
the  present  Government  were  bound  to 
carry  out  the  pledges  given  by  Mr. 
Gladstone's  Government.  He  trusted, 
therefore,  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  give  them  an  assurance  that 
something  would  be  immediately  done. 

Viscount  HAEDINGE  said,  he  was 
very    glad    that    attention    had    been 
called  to  the  subject,  for  he   thought 
there  seemed  to  be  some  probability  of 
the    Collection    remaining    at  Bethnal 
Green  now  that  it  had  been  removed 
there.     The  fact  was  that  many  neces- 
sary things  were  left  undone  that  ought 
to  be  done  in  consequence  of  having  to 
square  a  popular  Budget.  The  National 
Portraits  had  been  driven  from  pillar  to 
post  in  an  unaccountable  manner.  First, 
they  were  in  very  bad  rooms  in  Great 
George  Street;   then  they  were  trans- 
ferred to  South  Kensington,  and  placed 
over  Spiers    and    Pond's    refreshment 
establishment;   then  the  fire  occurred, 
when   they  were  removed   to  Bethnal 
Green,   on   the   distinct  understanding 
that  in  two  years  provision  was  to  be 
made  for  their  reception  in  a  permanent 
and  central   home.     Mr.  Plunket  was 
most  anxious    that  a  permanent    site 
should    be    granted    for    the    Portrait 
Gallery.     He  had  suggested   the  site 
next  the  India  Office,  but  was  always 
met  with  difficulties,  on  the  score  of  ex- 
pense, by  the  Treasury.     The  present 
Offices  where  the  Board  conducted  their 
ordinary  business  were  very  small,  and 
it  was  very  desirable  that  some  tem- 
porary accommodation  should  be  found 
for  exhibiting  those  pictures  which  from 
time  to  time  were  purchased,  and  which 
could  not  be  removed  to  Bethnal  Green. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  earnestly 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  take 
up  the  matter  seriously,  and  that  no 
further  delay  would  take  place  in  pro- 
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vidiDg  a  suitable  receptacle    for   the 
National  Portraits. 

The  Eabl  of  ELGIN  said,  that  he 
had  stated  last  year  that  the  difficulty 
arose  partly  from  want  of  funds,  but 
also  from  the  impossibility  of  dealing 
with  sites  in  possession  of  the  Govern- 
ment until  the  position  of  the  new  Go- 
vernment Offices  was  determined.  He 
would  point  out,  however,  that  at  the 
present  time  there  was  a  considerable 
plot  of  vacant  land  belonging  to  the 
Government  in  close  proximity  to  the 
National  Gallery,  in  the  new  street  near 
Charing  Cross;  and  he  would  suggest 
that  it  might  be  used  with  advantage  as 
the  site  for  the  National  Portrait  Gallery. 

LoED  HENNIKER  said,  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Lamington)  would,  no  doubt, 
recollect  an  answer  he  gave  to  a  dues* 
tion  on  this  subject  in  August,  1885.  It 
was  tben  considered  that  the  Gallery 
in  which  the  National  Portraits  were 
housed  were  unsafe.  Several  pro- 
posals were  made,  such  as  to  place  it  in 
the  West  Gallery,  to  place  it  in  the  Na- 
tural History  Museum,  and  so  on.  No 
place,  however,  was  found  to  be  avail- 
able. It  would  be  remembered  that 
gome  of  the  Galleries  at  South  Ken- 
sington were  the  old  Galleries  of  the 
Exhibition  of  1862.  The  South  Gallery, 
where  the  pictures  were  placed,  was 
pronounced  unsafe,  and  so  was  the  West 
Gallery.  The  East  Gallery  was  devoted 
to  the  Indian  Museum,  facing  Prince's 
Gate,  and  so  was  not  available.  Ac- 
cordingly, the  Collection  was  moved  to 
Bethnal  Green  as  the  safest  and  best 
place,  and  where  it  was  not-  only  not 
wasted,  but  likely  to  be  fully  appre- 
ciated. To  show  that  it  was  appreciated, 
he  might  saythat,  taking  10  years,  1876 
to  18tt5  inclusive,  the  largest  number  of 
visitors  at  South  Kensington  was,  in 
1883,  146,187;  while  to  take  the  last 
complete  year  at  South  KenAington  and 
the  only  complete  year  at  Bethnal  Green 
— that  was,  1884  and  1886— the  num- 
bers were  in  1884  120,716,  and  in  1886 
446,722.  It  must  be  recollected  that  the 
portraits  were  moved  in  September,  1885, 
and  that  the  present  was  the  month  of 
May,  1887,  so  he  could  give  no  better 
comparison.  In  1885  he  stated  that  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  could  give 
no  pledge  as  to  finding  a  permanent 
home  for  this  Collection,  but  expressed 
his  desire  that  a  home  should  be  found 
as  soon  as  possible.  He  was  glad  his 
noble  Friend  had  called  attention  to  this 


question,  and  he  was  sure  that  no  one 
was  more  anxious  than  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Commissioner  to  find 
a  permanent  home  for  this  valuable 
Collection.  The  noble  Lord  would 
recollect  that  the  Office  of  Works  de- 
pended a  great  deal  on  the  favour 
of  the  Treasury.  At  present  there 
were  large  schemes  on  foot  for  erecting 
public  buildings,  which  were  hung  up 
for  the  time.  This  altered  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  very  much.  The 
Office  of  Works  could  not  take  too 
many  large  schemes  in  hand  at  a  time ; 
and  all  he  could  say  was  that  when 
an  opportunity  offered  and  Parliament 
granted  the  necessary  funds — which  he 
hoped  they  soon  would — the  plans  would 
be  ready.  No  plan  had  been  decided  on 
at  present.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Elgin)  had  spoken  of  the  site  in 
Hemming's  Eow.  This  had  been  most 
carefully  considered,  but  there  were 
grave  objections  against  it.  No  doubt 
the  suitability  of  this  site  would  be 
carefully  considered  again  when  the 
proper  time  arrived.  He  stated  in 
1885  that  the  housing  of  the  pictures 
at  Bethnal  Green  was  a  temporary  loan, 
and  he  thought  that  this  should  be 
distinctly  understood— that  they  were 
only  there  till  a  permanent  home  could 
be  provided.  Meanwhile,  they  were  in 
the  safest  and  best  place  that  could  be 
found,  and  he  thought  he  had  clearly 
proved  that  they  were  not  thrown  away 
in  their  present  position. 

SITTINGS  AND  ADJOURNMENT  OF 
THE  HOUSE  —THE  WHITSUNTIDE 
RECESS.— QUESTION. 

In  answer  to  The  Earl  of  Kimberley, 
The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
the  House  would  adjourn  on  Monday 
next,  subject  to  certain  formal  Business 
from  the  House  of  Commons ;  but,  prac- 
tically, it  would  be  on  Monday  ;  and  it 
was  proposed  to  meet  again  on  Thurs- 
day, the  9th  of  June.  He  was  aware 
that  it  was  usual  to  meet  on  a  Friday ; 
but  as  they  never  did  much  on  the  first 
day  except  to  put  down  Notices  for  other 
days,  he  thought  they  might  utilize  the 
9th  for  that  purpose. 

House  adjourned  during  pleasure. 

House  resumed. 

The  Lord  Kintobe  chosen  Speaker  in 
the  absence  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  and 
the  Lords  Commissioners. 
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BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  to  be 
considered  To -marrow  in  order  to  its 
belDg  dispensed  with  for  the  remainder 
of  that  day's  Sitting. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Six 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Four  o* clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Friday,  20th  May,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Select  Committee  —  i?#/>or<  — 
liOndon  Corporation  (Charges  of  Malversa- 
tion) [No.  161] ;  Forestry,  nominated. 

Private  Bills  {bt/  Order) — Comidered  as  amended 
— Great  Eastern  Railway  (re-eomm.) 

Third  J?f<K/iw^— Midland  Great  Western  Rail- 
way of  Ireland,  and  pataed. 

Lords  Amendments  —  Belfast  Main  Drainage, 
Consideration  deferred. 

Public  Bil^r  —  Ordered  —  Fint  Beading  — 
Conveyaixeing  (Scotland)  Acts  Amendment  * 
[270]. 

Second  Reading — Referred  to  Seleet  Committee — 
Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis)  [1361. 

Committee— 'GnuimBl  Law  Amendment(Irelana) 
[217]  [Eleventh  Nighty  —  b.p.  ;  Deeds  of 
Arrangement  Registration  [231] — r.p. 

Committee— Report  —  First  Offenders  {reeomm.) 
[189];  Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland) 
Amendment  (No.  2)  [176]. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Third  Reading --DukQ  of 
Connaught*B  Leave  [228];  Truro  Bishopric 
and  Chapter  Acts  Amendment  *  [205],  and 
passed. 

Considered  as  amended —  Third  Reading  —  East 
India  Stock  Conversion  [267],  and  passed. 

Provisional  Order  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First 
Reading—Local  Government  (No.  4)  •  [269]. 

Considered  as  atnended—CommouB  Regulation 
Ewer)*  [237]. 

Third  Reading — Commons  Regulation  (Lain- 
don)*  [238],  &nd passed. 

PRIVA  TE  B  US  muss. 

0 

MIDLAND  GREAT  WESTERN  RAILWAY 

OF  IRELAND  BILL  {bg  Order). 

THIBD  BEADIKQ. 

Order  for  Third  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time."— ( /!/r.  Dodds.) 

Me.  cox  (Clare,  E.) :  I  do  not  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  offering  any  opposi- 
tion to  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill.  I 
did  not  do  so  yesterday,  and  all  that  I 
wish  now  is  to  direct  the  fvttentioa  of 


the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  South 
St.  Pancras  (Sir  Julian  Goldsmid)  and 
the  House  to  certain  grave  charges  and 
serious  imputations  which  have  been 
made  upon  his  character  as  Chairman 
of  a  Committee  of  this  House,  with 
which  I  was  associated,  in  dealing  with 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House.  I  will 
not  detain  the  House  for  many  minutes  ; 
but  it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  state, 
shortly,  how  these  charges  came  to  be 
made.  This  Bill,  when  it  was  before 
the  Committee,  was  opposed  by  the 
Limerick  and  Waterford  Bailway  Com- 
pany, of  which  Mr.  Spaight  is  Chair- 
man, and  the  statements  of  which  I 
complain  are  contained  in  a  speech  made 
by  that  gentleman  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Limerick  Harbour  Board,  over  which 
he  presided,  and  in  a  letter  which  Mr. 
Spaight  wrote  on  the  9th  of  May.  The 
importance  of  these  accusations  consists 
in  the  fact  that  Mr.  Spaight  occupies  a 
very  important  position  in  the  City  of 
Limerick.  As  I  have  said,  he  is  not 
only  Chairman  of  the  Limerick  Harbour 
Board,  but  also  Chairmcm  of  the  Lime- 
rick and  "Waterford  Railway  Company, 
who  opposed  the  Midland  Great  Western 
of  Ireland  Hallway  Bill.  Speaking  at 
Limerick,  Mr.  Spaight  said — 

"  Mr.  Grierson,  manager  of  the  Great 
Western  Railway,  gave  important  evidence; 
but  he  was  not  listened  to.  The  Chairman, 
Sir  Julian  Goldsmid,  absolutely  turned  aside, 
put  his  arms  over  the  back  of  his  chair,  and 
affected  to  go  to  sleep.  From  the  very  com- 
mencement of  the  inquiry  the  Chairman 
seemed  to  have  made  up  his  mind  on  the 
question.  He  know  from  the  start  that  they 
had  no  chance  owing  to  the  apparent  bias  of 
the  Chairman.'' 

Speaking  of  the  evidence,  Mr.  Spaight 
characterized  it  as  laughable  and  ab- 
surd ;  but  said  that  it  seemed  to  have 
considerable  weight  with  the  Committee, 
or  rather  with  the  Chairman,  who  ap- 
peared to  be  the  Committee.  Later  on 
he  said — 

'*  It  was  the  duty  of  Limerick  men  to  make 
some  final  effort  to  get  themselves  heard  before 
the  House  of  Lords*  Committee,  where  they 
would  get  a  fair  and  impartial  hearing  ;  " 

implying,  in  so  many  words,  that  they 
had  not  received  an  impartial  hearing 
at  the  hands  of  the  Committee  presided 
over  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  and  thereby 
casting  a  serious  reflection  upon  the 
hon.  Baronet  and  the  Committee.  I 
will  now  read  an  extract  from  a  letter 
written    on   the    9  th   instant  by   Mr, 
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Spaight  to  7%«  J)ailg  Exprtu,  contain-  uder  that  the  Committee  arrived  at  a 

ing:  more  aeriouB  charges   against  tb«  right  decision.      This   gentleman,  Ur. 

character  of  the  hon.  Baronet —  Spaight,  has  no  ground  of    complaint 

"  W            la'    "  BSTS  M     S    ■  ht   "  that  ''''■*^^^'     I*  ■"  happened  that  he  at- 

the  Chai^Tn  oVthe  aTmrniHeeTefd  ^d  ei-  backed  personally  several  witneBSes  who 

pre«seil  Buch  a  itroay  feeling  in  favour  of  tha  !f"ne  before  the  Committee  on  account  ol 

promoten  and  against  tha  Fetitionera  from  the  the  evidence  he  gave,  and  it  became  my 

opening  of  tho  case,  that  Bveryona  who  liitenad  Ju[y  ^  Chairman  to  oall  him  repeatedly 

to   the   p^ceediDg,  wM  quite   Mtisfled    from  [,,  o,aer.    I  think  he  did  DOt  like  it.  and 

the   firet   day,  what   the   aecuion   would   ba,  ,,              ■,,  ■.■,,,      ,                     n  i  .        i« 

Our  opponenta  will,  I  think,  admit  that  .uoh  'lie  result  la  that  he  has  amused  himself 

«M  the  ganetal  imprauion,"  by  writing  these  letters.     Under  these 

,,       ,     .                  1    .  .1     I        -n           ,  sircumetanceB,  aa  far  as  the  Committee 

thereby  inputing  th.t  the  hon.  Brmioel  ;,  „„„,„,d^  i  ,,„  „„,  ,ii„t  i,  „ec»n.rr 

u  ,???'  ??,  "  °'°  1,'  P"*'"  °'  lo  take  a.j  farther  notice  of  the  matter, 
the  Midland  Oompanj.  Now.  I  wa«  an  ^  CHANCE  (KilkennT,  8.) :  I  wi.h 
opponent  of  Mr.  Spaight  on  that  ocoa-  [„  „^  „  g;  ;h„h„J„  ,hi,  ™,^ 
.ion;  but  hi.  eyidence  wa.  attenli.elj  ii„„  i,„  been  rai»d,  and  the  Hon.e  i.  not 
lietonedto.  It  i.  not  for  ni.  to  defend  „i„i  „  „„,  ,0  a  deci.ion  npon  it  oa  the 
the  character  of  the  hon.  Baronet ;  bnl,  ^^^  ^„  ^^  j,  „,„,,  „, l^f^^^  ,„. 
having  attended  the  Oommtteo,  I  am  p„rt,nco-»heth.r  yon  think  it  i.  proper 
decidedly  of  opinion  that  the  hon.  Ba-  '^  ■f^^  ,^,,  ,^^  examined  either  in 
ronet.  condiict  wa.  fair  and  inipartial.  '^  „,  „',  ^^„„  ,  p^,.,.  Bill 
He  gave,  I  think,  a  very  f.ir  and  a  very  ,^JJ,j  ,,„^  the°inqniry  wa>  over,  go 
attentive  hearing  to  the  whole  caw.  In  „j  „  j,,  „  J^^^  nieeting.,  or 
.ubmitBng  the  ca.e  to  the  Hon.e,  I  do  |^  ,^,  new.paper^  atl«ik.  npon  thi  con- 
not  ptopoM  to  .ngge.t  any  particular  dnct  or  chapter  of  the  Gentlemen  who 
lino  of  action.  I  have  considered  it  my  ^„^  ^^^  ,;„(  ^^  ,|_^  Oommilleef  I 
dnty,a>  my  attention  ha.  been  draed  „denitaaa  that  Member,  .erving  on  . 
to  the  .abjocl,  to  bring  it  before  the  p,j,,^  j,,,  Committee  have  tht  aamo 
Hott.e.  I  think  It  1.  a  great  hard.hip  ■■^^^  ^  ,b,  ij„ii„„  „,  tt^  Hon..  aa 
and  a. .nou.  matter  that  any  Committee  ft'  k,„  ,h';„  dlKharging  their  duty 
of  lhi«  Hou.e  .hould  bo  liabl.  or  open  ;„  ,4,  h„„„  ;„,„  „ ^  ^^f  ^^^  ,„„t 
to  an  attack  by  the  promoter,  or  the  „,„„„„„„„  „  ,„„],  „,d„  „„„„  a,, 
opponent,  of  any  Bill  that  may  come  Member,  of  a  Private  Bill  Committee  ia 
before  th.  Hou.e  .imply  b.cau.e  th.y  „„i„i,„,  „  „  m^Ol  made  upon  th» 
have  happened  to  be  un.uccesrful.     1  jj^ygg  it.elf 

donotpropoaeto  ni.ke  any  Motion  on  „,    SPEAKER:    In  .nbrtance  tha 

the  matteri  but,  having  brought  the  ^^,  ,,  ,b,  ^^   Member  ia  perfecUy 

question    under    the   attention  of   th.  ^^^_^,     An  attack  made  upon  the  Mem- 

flou.e  and  the   hon.   Baronet,  I  wdl  ber.  of  a  Committee  i.  eqOiv.l.nt  to  an 

leave  the  Hou.e  to  deal  with  it  a.  it  „^,|,  ^^^  ^^^  ,b„  ji7„„  ;,„„     j,o 

think,  best.         ^^-T^o.vTr,  ^o.  13  wituew ha. a  right  to  go  away  from  a 

S.»  JULIAN  GOipSMID  (St.  Pan-  committ™  Eoom  and  then  impugn  th. 

era.  S.)i  Copie.  ot  the  letter.  Written  oba^^to  of  the  Oentl.men  who  compow 

by  the  gentleman  referred  to  were. ent  a^  Committee.    The  hon.  Member  for 

tome  from  time  to  tim.;  but  I  thought  (,^„  ,j,,   (j,^,  ^„         j            ^  ^ 

'■^'Lr:',;"Z  f  \  '°T     ^j  °L  "?.      '  •!■<>'  »=  «■«  e^-"i«  'f  hi.'^comjuinl 

and  that  the  be.t  plan  I  and  the  Com-  ^,,„„  bringing  it  under  the  notice  of 

milt«.  could  adopt  ...  to  ignore  them  fte  Hon.e.    I  think  he  wa.  undoubtedly 

altog.lbor.    The  gentleman  who  wrote  ^  b,  ;„  bringing  it  under  the  attention 

them  wa.  formerly  a  Member  of  thi.  J^^^^  g„„|    J^j  j^j       j„„  ,b.,i 

Houee,  and,  therefore,  know,  .omething  ^^  ^^  mmaii  that  the  charge,  are  of 

of  the  dnlie.  of  the  Hou.e.     I  my.ell  ^^^^  ^  ^„^,j  ,^,4  j  ^5^^  ^^  ^omi. 

have  Mrvod  u  Chairman  of  many  Com-  ^,u  ,,j,  ^„  j^^ber  notice  of  the 

mittee. ;  but  I  have  never  maintained  ^^jigp 
that  Committee,  are  infallible.      I  am 

free  to  admit  that  they  .ometime.  make  Que.tion  put,  and  tgrui  to. 
mistake.,  and,  a.  far  aa  I  am  concerned, 

I  may  wmetime.be  right  and  sometime.  Bill  read  the  third  time,  and^iaMra. 
be  wrong.    In  thi.  case,  however,  I  con- 
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Committee  staee.    Itoame  on  this  mom- 

BELFAST  MAIN  DKAINAGE  BILL  j^^  at  3  or  4  o'clock,  far  too  late  to  en- 

[by  Order).  ^jjig  (jje  Houee  to  consider  the  Bill,  and 

I.0BD3  A«BHDMENT8.    [abjocbned  In  the  abeeooQ  of  the  Mambers  of  the 

DEBATB.1  Qoverameut  who  were  competent  to  deal 

_    ,             ,   ,                 ■        .J-           J  with  the  question.     If  it  had  not  beeu 

Order  read  for  reBumiog  Adjoiirned  forthatciMnmstance.theBiUmighthaTe 

Debate  on  Question  [28th  Apnl],  ''That  y^^^^      ^^^    through  Committee    this 

the  Lords  Amendments  be  now  taken  ^omi^g,  and  have  been  down  for  a  third 

into  consideration.  reading  to-day.   I  hope  that  it  wQl  pass 

Uuestioa  again  proposed.  through  Committee  to-night,  and  go  up 

_  ,    .              ,  to  the  House  of  Lords  before  the  holi- 

Debaie  ruumed.  ^^^^^  ^  ^j^^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^^  j 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  find  originally  fixed— the  20th  of  July— it 
It  necessary  to  ask  the  Rouse  to  agree  may  be  passed  into  law.  But  if  we  pro- 
tothefurtheradjoumment  of  the  debate,  ceed  to-day  to  discuas  the  Lords' Amend- 
When  the  question  last  came  up,  about  ments,  I  shall  be  compelled  to  more  that 
three  weeks  ago,  on  the  26tb  of  April,  the  House  disagree  with  them  «miitint, 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  was  and  I  shall  be  ohliged  to  make  each  of 
ordered,  because  the  House  of  Lords  had  them  the  subject  of  a  Dirision. 
struck  out  of  the  Bill  a  clause  extending  Us.  SPEAKER  :  I  am  sorry  to  inter- 
the  franchise  of  the  town  of  Belfast.  We  rupt  the  hon.  Member,  but  I  must  point 
felt  in  the  House  that  it  was  necessary  out  that  he  has  already  spoken  on  the 
to  give  the  ratepayers  control  over  the  Motion  before  the  House, 
execution  of  this  soheme  of  main  drain-  Mr.  CONWAT  (Leitrim,  N.) :  I  beg 
age,  seeing  that  it  involved  an  expendi-  to  move  that  the  consideration  of  the 
ture  of  £500,000.  The  clause  struck  out  Lords'  Amendments  be  postponed  until 
of  the  Bill  in  the  House  of  Lords  pro-  the  20th  of  July. 

vided  the  necessary  machinery  for  con-  Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  : 

ferring  this  control  upon  the  ratepayers,  Upon  the  point  of  Order,  Sir,  may  I  ask 

and  it  weis  felt  that  until  some  steps  could  whether  an  hon.  Gentleman  who  moves 

be  taken  to  extend  the  local  government  the  adjournment  is  not  capable  of  con- 

of  Belfast  so  as  to  give  the  general  body  tinuing  the  discussion  on  another  occa- 

of  ratepayers,  not  only  control  over  the  sion  ? 

execution  of  the  works,  but  also  some  Mb.  SPEAKER :  Xo.  The  hon.  Mem- 
control  over  the  expenditure  oonnected  ber  who  moved  the  adjournment  has 
with  the  scheme,  it  was  undesirable  to  exhausted  his  right,  having  already  ad- 
pass  the  measure  itself.  The  object  of  the  dressed  the  House.  May  I  also  point 
adjournment  was  to  afford  time  to  both  out  that  the  date  moved  by  the  hon. 
Houses  of  Parliament  to  consider  the  Member  for  Leitrim  is  a  rather  distant 
question  of  the  extension  of  the  fran-  one  ?  I  had,  on  another  occasion,  to  rule 
ohise  in  a  more  regular  manner  in  re-  that  the  postponement  of  a  Bill  uo^  so 

fard  to  the  various  boroughs  of  Ireland,  late  a  date  as  that  would  virtually  de- 
moved  on  that  occasion  the  postpone-  feat  the  measure.  I  would,  therefore, 
ment  of  the  consideration  of  this  Bill  ask  the  hon.  Member  to  propose  a  nearer 
untilthe20thof  July,  because  I  felt  that,  date,  in  accordance  with  the  ordinary 
havingregatdto  the  state  of  Public  Busi-  practice  of  the  House, 
ness,  an  adjournment  for  throe  weeks  Mr.  CONWAT:  In  compliance  with 
would  be  insuilicient  for  the  purpose,  your  suggestion.  Sir,  I  will  move  that 
But,  in  deference  to  the  suggestion  of  the  debate  be  adjourned  until  the  20th 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  I  of  June. 

amended  the  proposal  by  moving  that  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 

the  debate  should   be   adjourned  until  ^^,j  „          „  ^  ^^  ^^^   ^^^    ^,   ^i^^ 

the  present  day;  but,  as  I  then  antici-  Que^ion    fo  add  the  words  "on  Mon- 

pated,  the_  interval  which  has  elapsed  day  20th  June."-(J/r.  Conu,<iy.) 
has  been  insumcient  for  the   purpose. 

The  Franchise  Bill  of  the  hon.  Baronet  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 

the  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  (Sir  James  '  "O" '  ■'»=<J  P"*  *>*  tl»e  QuesUon." 

Corry)  has   not  yet  left  the  House  of  Mr.  EWAET  (Belfast,  N.):  I  shall 

Commons,  although  it  has  reached  the  oppose  that  Motion.     When  this  Bill 
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was  last  before  the  House  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton) 
moved  the  adjournment  until  the  20th 
of  July,  on  the  ground  that  the  House, 
in  the  interval  which  would  elapse,  would 
pass  the  Bill  for  the  extension  of  the 
franchise,  whereupon  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  proposed  that  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Lords'  Amendments 
should  be  postponed  until  the  20th  of 
May — this  day — in  order  that,  in  the 
interval,  steps  should  be  taken  to  push 
forward  the  Bill  which  then  stood  in  the 
name  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Armagh  (Sir  James  Corry).  Since 
then  my  hon.  Friend  has  entered  into  an 
engagement  to  limit  the  provisions  of 
that  Bill  to  the  borough  of  Belfast,  and 
that  engagement  has  been  accepted  by 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
by  certain  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  In 
the  interval  which  has  elapsed  my  hon. 
Friend  has  done  everything  that  was 
possible  to  carry  out  that  arrangement. 
The  Bill  has  been  blocked,  and  has  met 
with  opposition  in  several  quarters ;  but, 
acting  in  good  faith,  with  a  sincere  de- 
sire to  carry  out  the  arrangement  now 
come  to,  my  hon.  Friend  succeeded  in 
getting  the  block  removed,  and  the  Bill 
came  before  the  House  last  night.  [Mr. 
Sbxton:  No;  this  morning.]  Or,  rather, 
this  morning.  The  Bill  was  again  op- 
posed by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  on 
the  ground  that  it  limited  the  extension 
of  the  franchise  to  the  borough  of  Bel- 
fast. Hon.  Members  below  the  Gang- 
way contend  that  all  Ireland  should  be 
included ;  but  I  may  point  out  that  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid  Armagh 
would  not  have  succeeded  in  getting  the 
block  removed,  and  thereby  would  not 
have  been  enabled  to  bring  the  Bill  on 
at  all  last  night,  unless  he  had  entered 
into  the  understanding  that  the  provi- 
sions of  the  measure  should  be  limited 
to  the  borough  of  Belfast.  Unless  my 
hon.  Friend  had  done  that,  it  would  have 
been  simply  impossible  to  bring  the  mea- 
sure forward ;  and,  under  these  circum- 
stances, it  would  be  dishonourable  on 
our  part  to  give  any  aid  to  any  measure 
which  goes  further  than  the  extension  of 
the  municipal  franchise  to  the  borough 
of  Belfast.  For  these  reasons,  I  feel  it 
impossible  to  accede  to  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim.  The  Bill 
for  the  extension  of  the  franchise  will 
come  before  the  House  this  evening ; 
and  hon.  Members,  if  they  are  willing 
to  carry  out  the  arrangement  suggested 


by  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  > 
will  be  able  to  make  progress  with  the 
Franchise  Bill  to  their  hearts'  content. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
When  the  question  was  previously  be- 
fore the  House  I  took  occasion  to  point 
out  the  danger  of  allowing  this  Bill  to 
leave  the  House  of  Commons  until  such 
time  as  we  had  previously  secured  the 
passage  of  the  Municipal  Franchise  Bill. 
Now,  Sir,  since  then  the  Municipal  Fran- 
chise Bill  has  undoubtedly  made  very 
considerable  progress,  and  there  is  no 
reason  to  doubt  that  it  will  pass  this 
House  in  the  course  of  a  very  few  days. 
Under  these  circumstances,  we  are  bound 
to  ask  whether  the  Municipal  Franchise 
Bill  will  receive  the  same  consideration 
in  *' another  place"  as  it  has  received 
at  our  hands?  Therefore,  I  think  it  is 
our  duty  to  suspend  the  Belfast  Main 
Drainage  Bill  until  we  have  satisfied 
ourselves  that  that  Bill  has  been  passed 
in  **  another  place."  We  have  repeated 
precedents  of  such  a  course.  We  have 
the  precedent  of  the  Lords  themselves, 
who  have  frequently  suspended  a  Bill 
in  that  House  pending  the  passage 
through  this  House  of  other  Bills. 
Therefore,  I  think  it  is  a  precedent  on 
which  we  may  fairly  act  in  this  House 
also.  It  has  been  proposed  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Leitrim  to  ad- 
journ the  debate  upon  this  Bill  until 
the  20th  of  July  ;  but  you.  Sir,  said  that 
so  long  a  postponement  would  have  the 
effect  of  killing  the  Bill,  and,  acting 
upon  your  suggestion,  my  hon.  Friend 
withdrew  the  original  Motion,  and  sub- 
stituted the  20th  of  June.  The  House 
is  now  about  to  adjourn  for  a  fortnight ; 
it  will  re-assemble  on  the  6th  of  June, 
and  there  will  only  be  a  space  of  12 
days,  or  less  than  two  weeks,  left  with 
which  any  progress  can  be  made  with 
the  Municipal  Franchise  Bill.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  Town  Council  of  Bel- 
fast will  meet  more  than  once  or  twice 
during  that  space  of  time,  and  I  certainly 
fail  to  see  how  any  rapid  progress  is  to 
be  made  with  the  Bill  before  that  date. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Belfast  (Mr.  Ewart)  would  abso- 
lutely lose  nothing  by  acceding  to  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend ;  because  con- 
sidering the  time  of  year  we  have  now 
arrived  at,  and  theEecess  which  is  about 
to  take  place,  I  cannot  conceive  how  any 
further  progress  is  to  be  made  with  the 
Main  Drainage  Bill,  although  it  may  be 
possible,  on  the  other  hand^  to  makj^ 
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material  progress  with  the  Municipal 
Franchise  Bill.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, as  the  hon.  Gentleman  cannot 
possibly  be  injured  by  the  Motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  and  seeing  that  the  interests 
of  those  persons  who  are  connected  with 
the  Main  Drainage  Bill  cannot  be  dam- 
nified by  a  further  postponement,  I  hope 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  will  have 
the  grace  to  withdraw  his  opposition  to 
the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  not 
put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  a  Divi- 
aion. 

Mb.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  S.)  :  I 
also  feel  it  my  duty  to  oppose  the 
Motion.  It  will  bo  in  the  recollection  of 
hon.  Members  that  the  influence  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  induced  the  House  to  consent 
to  the  adjournment  of  the  Bill  until  this 
day.  It  will  be  a  serious  inconvenience 
and  a  great  loss  to  the  town  of  Belfast 
if  there  is  any  further  postponement. 
The  state  of  the  Lagan  River  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  is  a  disgrace  to  Belfast,  and 
is  a  crying  evil.  The  Belfast  Town  Com- 
missioners have  passed  a  Besolution 
almost  unanimously,  for  I  believe  there 
were  only  two  dissentients,  calling  upon 
this  House  to  consent  to  this  Bill  with- 
out any  further  delay.  I  hope,  there- 
fore, the  House  will  consent  to  the  Bill 
without  any  further  postponement.  Not 
only  have  the  Town  Commissioners  of 
Belfast  passed  a  Besolution  in  favour  of 
the  Main  Drainage  Bill,  but  another 
influential  body  has  given  its  support 
to  the  scheme;  and  I  think  that  is  a 
sufficient  proof  that  the  people  of  Belfast 
want  it.  The  Franchise  Question  has 
made  considerable  progress  in  this 
House,  and  if  it  has  not  made  more  pro- 
gress hon.  Members  will  be  aware  that 
that  fact  has  not  been  owing  to  any 
action  on  the  part  of  the  promoters  of 
the  Main  Drainage  Bill.  The  municipal 
franchise  would  have  been  conferred  by 
this  House  on  the  people  of  Belfast  but 
for  the  opposition  giveu  to  this  Bill  last 
month  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton),  who,  notwith- 
standing the  sympathy  he  has  frequently 
expressed  in  this  House  towards  the  ex- 
tension of  the  franchise  to  the  people  of 
Belfast,  took  the  extraordinary  course 
last  night  of  opposing  the  Franchise  Bill. 

Mr.  SEXTON :  I  gave  no  opposition 
whatever  to  that  Bill  last  night. 

Mb.    JOHNSTON:     You    certainly 
moved  to  report  Progress. 

Mr.  ¥,  /.  Kenny 


Mb.  sexton  :  No  doubt,  but  it  was 
at  3  o'clock  in  the  morning. 

Mr.  JOHNSTON :  If  a  Motion  to 
report  Progress  is  not  opposition  to  a 
Bill  I  fail«to  understand  what  oppo- 
sition is.  I  trust  that  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  will  have  the  support  of  the 
House  on  this  occasion,  and  that  no 
further  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate  will  be  acceded  to,  so  that 
the  measure  will  now  receive  the  con- 
sideration it  deserves.  I  trust  that  the 
Lords'  Amendments  will  be  approved  of, 
and  that  the  Bill  will  be  passed  through 
its  final  stages  in  the  interests  of  the 
people  of  Belfast. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Belfast  has,  with 
his  habitual  io accuracy,  taken  exception 
to  what  occurred  this  morning.  Now,  I 
gave  no  opposition  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid  Armagh 
(Sir  James  Corry);  but  I  believe  that 
the  course  I  took  met  with  the  general 
concurrence  of  the  House.  Previous  to 
the  Bill  being  reached  there  had  been 
an  exhaustive  Sitting  of  1 1  hours,  and 
there  were  numerous  important  Amend- 
ments upon  the  Paper  against  the  Bill. 
Many  Members  also  had  left  the  House ; 
and,  therefore,  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  move 
that  Progress  should  be  reported.  I  am 
not  an  enemy  to  the  Franchise  Bill.  I 
am  a  friend  of  the  Bill,  and  those  who 
are  the  enemies  of  the  Bill,  although 
they  claim  to  be  its  friends,  are  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  For  some  reasons, 
which  I  have  not  been  able  to  fathom, 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are  now 
limited  to  the  borough  of  Belfast.  I 
wish  to  assure  the  House  that  they  will 
make  a  great  mistake,  and  produce  a 
most  profound  resentment  among  the 
community  of  Belfast — a  community 
already  sufficiently  troubled  by  a  variety 
of  other  causes — if  they  attempt  to  pass 
this  Bill,  and  impose  a  burden  of 
£500,000  upon  the  people,  if  they  do  not 
take  care  that  they  give  the  people  of 
Belfast  some  control  over  the  execution 
of  the  works  and  the  expenditure  of  the 
money.  The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Belfast  has  stated  that  the  people  of  that 
town  are  unanimously  in  favour  of  the 
main  drainage  scheme,  and  he  has  re- 
ferred to  the  Kiver  Lagan.  Why,  at 
this  moment  the  Lagan  Pollution  Com- 
mittee have  sent  a  telegram  to  me, 
which  I  have  only  just  received,  stating 
that  they — 
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**  Confidently  expect  my  assistance  in  securing 
the  postponement  of  the  Main  Drainage  Bill 
pending  the  settlement  of  the  franchise  in 
accordance  with  the  popular  desire  of  the  people 
of  Belfast.'* 

Hepresentations  of  a  similar  character 
reach  me  every  day,  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman knows  very  well  that  this  scheme 
was  prepared  by  a  private  Committee  of 
the  Corporation,  and  that  it  has  never 
been  submitted  to  the  ratepayers  at  any 
public  meeting,  although  public  meet- 
ings have  been  held  against  it.    Never- 
theless, the  hon.  Member  has  the  hardi- 
hood in  this  House — a  House  sitting  in 
London,  and  not  in  Dublin — to  say  that 
the  opinion  of  the  community  of  Belfast 
is  in  favour  of  passing  this  Bill.     It  was 
at  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  that 
on  the  28th  of  April  we  postponed  the 
Bill,   and  the  grounds  on   which  that 
postponement  took  place  have  not  yet 
been  complied  with.    The  object  was  to 
secure  time  for  the  passing  of  the  Fran- 
chise Bill,  and  will  any  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  say  that  there  has  not  been 
sufficient  time  for  that  purpose?    No 
doubt  I  proposed  the  adjournment  of  the 
Franchise  Bill  for  two  days  for  the  purpose 
of   consulting  my  Colleagues — namely, 
from  Tuesday  until  Thursday.    It  must 
be  remembered  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  has  ma- 
terially altered  the  scope  of  the  Fran- 
chise Bill.     We  claim  that  it  should  be 
passed  for  the  whole  of  Ireland;  but 
even  if  it  be  limited  only  to  the  town  of 
Belfast,  and  is  passed  in  that  form,  we 
shall  be  satisfiea  to  withdraw  our  opposi- 
tion to  the  Main  Drainage  Bill.    It  is 
idle  to  tell  me  that  the  Franchise  Bill 
will  be  passed  as  soon  as  we  have  dis- 
posed of  this  Bill.     I  cannot  forget  that 
the  Drainage  Bill  will  place  in  the  hands 
of  a  small  ring  in  Belfast  the  power  of 
spending  £500,000  of  the  ratepayers, 
and    by  the   time   the  Franchise  Bill 
passes  into  law  the  people  of   Belfast 
may  find  themselves  saddled  with  the 


when  I  was  interrupted  on  a  point  of 
Order  a  short  time  ago,  that  in  discuss- 
ing this  matter  I  should  have  to  raise 
a  Constitutional  question.    The  House 
of  Lords  have,  on  technical  grounds, 
struck  out  the  Franchise  Clause,  which 
was  inserted  by  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  ground  being  that  no  Notice  of  that 
clause  was  given  by  the  promoters  at 
the  time  the  Bill  was  deposited.    As  a 
matter  of  fact,  no  such  Notice  could  havo 
been  given,  because  the  promoters  had 
no  intention  of  inserting  the  clause.     If 
the  House  refuse  to  consent  to  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  it  will  be  my 
duty  to  go  into  that  question  at  length, 
and  to  put  it  to  the  House  whether  the 
House  of  Lords  are  constitutionally  en« 
titled,  upon  a  Standing  Order  intended 
to  be  used  against  the  promoters  of  a 
Private  Bill,  to  object  to  the  Constitu- 
tional right  of  this  House  to  make  any 
amendment  in  a  Bill  which  it  is  pleased 
to  make  ?    I  have  placed  Notices  on  the 
Paper  which  I  intend  to  submit  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Municipal  Franchise 
Bill.    The  object  of  those  clauses  is  to 
provide  that,  at  the  next  annual  muni- 
cipal election  for  Belfast  after  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act,  every  seat  in  the  Muni- 
cipal Council  shall  become  vacant  as  if 
the  period  of  occupancy  prescribed  by 
law  had  expired,  and  that  there  shall  be 
a  new  election  for  every  seat  in   the 
Council ;  and  also  to  provide  that  until 
the  new  Council  shall  have  been  elected 
no  action  shall  be  taken  or  liability  in- 
curred in  respect  of  the  main  drainage 
scheme.     The  object  of  those  clauses  is 
to  afford  an  opportunity  to  the  people  of 
Belfast  for  obtaining  some  real  control 
over  the  execution  of  the  works,  and  the 
expenditure  which   may    be    involved. 
Without  some  such  provision   it  will 
take  three  years  before  the  entire  Muni- 
cipal Council  can  be  elected  under  the 
Franchise  Bill.     Only  one-third  of  the 
Council  retire  this  year,  a  second  third 
next  year,  and  the  remaining  third  the 
year  after.     Therefore,  three  years  will 


payment  of  £.35,000  a-year  for  40  years  i  elapse  before    the  ratepayers  will  ob- 
to  come.    I  tell  you  that  if  you  pass  this   tain  any  control  over  the  expenditure 


Bill  I  will  go  to  Belfast  and  advise  the 
ratepayers  of  that  city,  if  they  will  listen 
to  my  voice,  not  to  pay  li.  to  the  muni- 
cipal rates  until  such  arrangements  are 
made  as  will  enable  them  to  exorcise 
control  over  the  expenditure  of  the  rates. 
If  that  is  done  I  fail  to  see  how  the 
main  drainage  scheme  will  be  carried 


connected  with  the  scheme.  I  denounce 
that  as  a  mockery  and  a  sham,  and  I 
claim  the  support  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  to  the  Motion  made  by 
my  hon.  Friend,  not  that  I  desire  any 
prolonged  adjournment  which,  Sir,  in 
your  wisdom,  as  the  Head  of  this  House, 
you  consider  would   be    unreasonable, 


into  operation.     I  was  about  to  say,  '  but  a  moderate  adjournment  whioh  will 
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enable  the  House  to  prosecute  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Mid  Armagh,  and  to  send  it  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  by  which  means  only 
you  will  be  able  to  get  rid  of  the  con- 
flict which  now  exists  between  the  two 
Houses,  and  which,  if  no  means  of  that 
nature  are  taken,  will  inevitably  lead  to 
an  angry  debate. 

Me.  DE  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.):  I 
confess  that  I  have  been  taken  by  sur- 
prise at  the  course  which  has  been 
Sursued  in  reference  to  this  Belfast 
[ain  Drainage  Bill.  When  this  Bill 
was  last  before  the  House  I  was  neces- 
sarily absent  through  a  business  engage- 
ment in  Ireland ;  and  I  had  hoped  under 
those  circumstances,  in  deference  to  the 
fact  that  I  was  unable  to  be  present  to 
represent  the  views  of  those  who  think 
with  me  in  reference  to  this  measure, 
that  the  promoters  of  it  would  have  per- 
mitted it  at  that  time  to  be  adjourned  ; 
but  they  adopted  the  less  chivalrous 
course  of  pressing  it  on  when  they  knew 
I  could  not  be  present.  The  Main  Drain- 
age Bill  now  under  consideration  has  the 
support  of  scarcely  anybody  outside  the 
Corporation  of  Belfast.  It  is  perfectly 
true,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Johnston)  has  stated,  that  there 
have  been  two  Hesolutions  arrived  at  by 
two  Public  Bodies  in  support  of  the  Bill ; 
but  one  of  those  Public  Bodies  —  the 
Belfast  Water  Commissioners — passed  a 
Besolution  approving  of  a  main  drainage 
scheme,  but  not  necessarily  of  this  main 
drainage  scheme.  The  Belfast  Harbour 
Commissioners,  another  important  Body, 
came  to  a  decision  to  support  the  Bill ; 
but  the  Besolution  was  brought  forward 
at  a  meeting  without  due  notice  having 
been  given,  and  it  was  not  unanimously 
carried.  With  regard  to  the  public  feel- 
ing in  relation  to  the  Bill  in  Belfast,  I 
may  fairly  and  frankly  state  that  no 
public  meeting  has  been  held  in  support 
of  the  provisions  of  the  measure,  whereas 
several  public  meetings,  representing, 
among  others,  persons  largely  connected 
with  the  principal  interests  of  Belfast,  have 
been  held,  and  have  with  unanimity  con- 
demned it.  I  think  that,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, to  insist  upon  the  House  of 
Commons  coming  to  a  decision  upon  the 
merits  of  the  question  to-day  would  be 
exceedingly  unfair  to  the  ratepayers  of 
Belfast.  We  have,  at  present,  a  limited 
municipal  franchise.  The  municipal 
burgess  roll  consists  of  about  6,000  eleo- 
ton,  whereas  we  have  a  Parliamentary 
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roll  comprising  33,000  householders. 
I  understand  that  a  statutable  enact- 
ment makes  it  binding  in  all  the  towns 
of  England  to  call  a  town's  meeting  to 
approve  of  all  public  schemes  which  in- 
volve the  expenditure  of  the  ratepayers' 
money  before  they  are  carried  into  effect. 
Such  a  provision,  unfortunately,  does  not 
apply  to  the  town  of  Belfast.  If  it  had 
done  so,  and  the  ratepayers  had  been  re- 
quired to  consider  the  matter  before  the 
promoters  brought  their  Bill  into  Par- 
liament, I  believe  the  people  of  Belfast 
would  almost  unanimously  have  con- 
demned the  provisions  of  the  measure. 
I  know  that  it  is  a  painful  matter  to 
keep  a  public  question  like  this  dangling 
for  so  long  a  time,  and  that  the  argu- 
ment against  further  delay  derives  some 
force  from  its  being  postponed  more  than 
once  before.  At  the  same  time,  no  one  can 
deny  the  equity  and  justice  of  the  demand 
now  made  that  the  people  who  will  be 
required  to  pay  the  cost  of  this  main 
drainage  scheme  should  have  the  right 
to  say  **  Yea  "  or  *'  Nay  "  to  it.  In  de- 
ference to  the  opinion  idready  expressed 
in  this  House,  and  the  decision  lately 
come  to  in  regard  to  the  Main  Drainage 
Bill,  it  is  only  a  matter  of  equity  towards 
the  people  of  Belfast  that  the  measure 
extending  the  municipal  franchise  shall 
come  into  operation  before  this  Bill 
finally  becomes  law.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  do  not  see  why  the  pro- 
moters should  not  consent  to  a  further 
adjournment — that  is  to  say,  if  they  are 
sincere,  and  if  they  are  really  honest  in 
desiring  that  the  working  people  of 
Belfast  should  have  the  privilege  which 
is  already  enjoyed  by  the  working  people 
of  Dublin,  and  by  every  other  great 
community  in  the  Empire.  I  do  not  see 
why  the  working  people  of  Belfast  are 
not  as  capable  and  as  fairly  entitled  to 
enjoy  the  privilege  of  the  municipal 
franchise  as  any  other  community.  I 
do  not  see  why  a  measure  of  this  kind, 
which  proposes  to  impose  a  public  debt 
upon  the  town  of  Belfast  of  £500,000, 
and  to  increase  the  municipal  taxation 
to  the  extent  of  20  per  cent,  should  be 
hurried  through  the  House,  especially 
when  it  is  perfectly  notorious  that  there 
is  an  ample  source  of  revenue  in  the 
hands  of  the  Corporation  which  would 
enable  them  to  carry  out  this  main 
drainage  scheme  without  adding  one 
single  id.  to  the  rates.  In  a  question 
which  will  so  seriously  effect  the  financial 
interests  of  the  whole  people,  I  think 
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the  fairest  course  for  the  promoters  to 
adopt  would  be  to  say — **  We  will  sus- 
pend any  action  in  regard  to  the  passing 
of  the  Bill  until  all  the  ratepaying  classes 
of  Belfast  and  all  the  householders  have 
an  opportunity  of  expressing  their  con- 
currence in  this  Bill  or  their  disapproyal 
of  it."  I  was  sorry  to  see  the  Bill  for 
the  extension  of  the  municipal  franchise 
delayed  again  last  night ;  but  I  must 
altogether  dissent  from  the  opinion 
expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Belfast  (Mr.  Johnston),  that  the 
delay  was  occasioned  by  the  action 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Sexton).  The  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast,  no  doubt,  was  of  opi- 
nion that  the  hour  was  too  adyanoed  for 
the  consideration  of  the  question,  and 
of  all  the  Amendments  which  stood 
upon  the  Paper.  In  that  opinion  I  cor- 
dially concurred.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy),  and  others  sitting  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  below  the  Gangway, 
expressed  not  only  an  opinion  in  favour 
of  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  but  in  favour 
of  the  extension  of  the  municipal  fran- 
chise throughout  the  whole  of  the  cor- 
porate boroughs  of  Ireland.  From  that 
view  some  hon.  Gentlemen  sitting  on 
this  side  of  the  House  appear  to  dissent. 
I  myself  have  no  objection  to  an  exten- 
sion of  the  municipal  franchise  to  all 
the  corporate  towns  of  Ireland.  But  as 
yet  we  have  only  got  an  expression  of  a 
desire  in  that  direction  from  the  town  of 
Belfast,  and  we  are  not  aware  that  all 
other  corporate  towns  of  Ireland  are  in 
favour  of  an  extension  of  the  municipal 
franchise.  In  Belfast  itself  there  have 
been  public  meetings  held  in  opposition 
to  this  Bill,  and  in  favour  of  the  exten- 
sion of  the  municipal  franchise,  so  that 
we  know  the  feeling  of  Belfast  fully  and 
clearly  on  the  subject.  I  think  that  in 
deference  to  that  feeling  the  House  of 
Commons  should  permit  this  Bill  to  be 
further  adjourned  until  such  time  as  the 
municipal  franchise  has  been  extended, 
and  we  are  in  a  position  to  recognize  the 
fact  that  all  the  ratepaying  people  of 
Belfast  will  have  an  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing their  concurrence  in  the  scheme 
of  the  promoters,  or  their  dissent  from  it. 
The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Coubtwey)  (Cornwall.  Bodmin) : 
The  House  is  in  a  position,  I  am  afraid, 
of  considerable  embarrassment  in  re- 
spect of  this  Bill ;  and  certainly,  as  far 
as  I  am  myself  concerned,  I  feel  not 


only  in  a  position  of  some  embarrass- 
ment, but  also  to  a  certain  extent  of 
vexation.  I  cannot  help  thinking  that 
the  proposal  I  made  a  few  weeks  ago 
ought  to  have  been  more  successful  in 
securing  a  satisfactory  result  than  it  has 
been.  The  situation  is  this.  A  scheme 
for  the  drainage  of  Belfast  went  last 
year  before  a  Select  Committee  of  this 
House — a  Private  Bill  Committee.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  a  short  time 
ago  expressed  the  greatest  confidence  in 
the  impartiality  of  Select  Committees  of 
this  House. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  said  where  politics  were  not  involved. 

Me.  COURTNEY:  Yes;  where  poli- 
tics were  not  involved.  But  the  method 
to  be  adopted  in  regard  to  the  drainage 
of  the  town  of  Belfast  is  not  a  ques- 
tion involving  politics ;  and,  therefore, 
I  can  see  no  reason  why  the  deci- 
sion of  a  Private  Bill  Committee  on 
this  Bill  should  not  receive  the  same 
support  of  this  House  which  the  deci- 
sions of  Private  Bill  Committees  usually 
receive.  After  the  Bill  came  back  to 
us  from  the  Committee  a  clause  was 
intToduced  into  it  on  Keport  extend- 
ing the  municipal  franchise  in  Belfast, 
and  in  that  form  it  passed  this  House, 
The  Bill  then  went  up  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  who  struck  out  that  clause,  re- 
examined in  detail  the  whole  of  the 
drainage  scheme,  heard  all  the  opposi- 
tion that  could  be  made  to  it,  and 
affirmed  the  propriety  of  the  scheme 
generally.  The  scheme  of  drainage, 
therefore,  which  is  contained  in  this  Bill 
for  the  town  of  Belfast  has  been 
affirmed  and  sanctioned  by  Commit- 
tees of  both  Houses,  and  that  fact  is 
undoubtedly  one  which  deserves  our 
consideration!  That  is  the  present 
situation.  Although  the  Bill  has  been 
opposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton),  on  the  last  occasion 
when  the  subject  was  before  the  House 
the  hon.  Member  admitted  that  he  was 
quite  willing  to  allow  the  measure  to  go 
on  if  the  municipal  franchise  were  ex- 
tended, so  that  his  opposition  was  not 
to  this  scheme  as  a  drainage  scheme, 
but  he  desired  to  make  it  compulsory  to 
proceed  with  the  Bill  for  the  extension 
of  the  franchise.  What  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  stated  to-day  confirms  that 
view — namely,  that  this  scheme  for 
drainage,  whatever  may  have  been  said 
about  it  at  any  public  meeting  in  Bel- 
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fast,  is,  on  its  merits,  a  drainage  scbeme 
which  ought  to  receive  the  support  of 
this  House.  It  comes  before  us  with 
the  approval  and  the  authority  of  two 
Committees,  and  with  the  implied 
approval  of  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Belfast.  When  the  question  was  under 
discussion  on  the  last  occasion,  there 
was  a  Bill  before  the  House  promoted  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Mid 
Armagh  (Sir  James  Corry)  for  the  exten- 
sion of  the  franchise  in  certain  boroughs 
in  Ireland.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  :  Eleven  in 
all.]  I  understood  that  the  measure  re- 
oeived  general  assent,  not  only  on  this 
side,  but  upon  the  other  side  of  the  House ; 
and  I  suggested  that  if  this  Bill  were 
postponed  for  three  weeks  there  might 
be  a  prospect,  in  the  meantime,  of  push- 
ing forward  the  Municipal  Franchise 
Bill,  and  passing  it  into  law.  I  had  no 
idea  at  that  time  that  the  Bill  would  be 
out  down  to  a  Bill  for  extending  the  fran- 
chise in  Belfast  only.  That  was  no  part 
of  my  idea,  although,  no  doubt,  it  was 
for  the  purpose  of  putting  that  principle 
in  operation  in  Belfast  that  the  sugges- 
tion was  then  made.  As  soon  as  the 
proposal  to  postpone  the  Bill  for  some 
weeks  was  made,  it  was  followed  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North 
Antrim  (Sir  Charles  Lewis),  who  inti- 
mated that  if  nobody  else  would  block  the 
Franchise  Bill  he  would.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet did  block  the  Bill ;  but  the  block 
was  subsequently  taken  off,  and  we  have 
been  informed  this  afternoon  that  it 
disappeared  in  consequence  of  some 
arrangement  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Franchise  Bill  should  be  confined  to  the 
town  of  Belfast.  It  must  not,  how- 
ever, be  forgotten  that  the  Bill  was  also 
blocked  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Cork  (Dr.  Tanner).  The  promoters  of 
the  Franchise  Bill  now  feel  under  a 
debt  of  honour  not  to  go  on  with  it 
unless  it  is  accepted  upon  those  lines. 
I  confess  that,  personally,  I  am  sorry 
that  the  Bill  has  been  restricted  in  its 
scope ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  believe 
there  is  a  precedent  for  extending  by  a 
Public  Bill  the  municipal  franchise  in 
one  of  the  boroughs  of  Ireland.  [Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy  :  Dublin.]  Yes ;  the  City  of 
Dublin.  It  is  now  proposed  to  proceed 
on  the  same  lines  in  regard  to  the  City 
of  Belfast,  leaving  out  the  other  10 
boroughs  of  Ireland.  If  the  proposal 
to  adjourn  the  present  Bill  until  the 
20th  of  June  were  coupled  with  an 
ujodertaking  not  to  oppose  the  modified 
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Bill,  I  think  the  House  might  listen  to 
the  proposal  for  the  further  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate ;  but  there  would  not 
be  the  slightest  use  in  adjourning  the 
debate  until  the  20th  of  June  if  it  is 
understood  that  the  progress  of  the 
Municipal  Franchise  Bill  is  to  be 
blocked  again,  so  that,  in  its  modified 
shape,  it  will  not  be  allowed  to  go  on. 
The  promoters  of  the  Bill  have  pretty 
plainly  intimated  that  they  will  not  go 
on  with  it  except  in  its  modified  form. 
Therefore,  if  that  Bill  cannot  go  on  in 
any  other  shape  than  its  restricted 
application  to  Belfast,  the  House,  I 
think,  had  better  come  to  a  decision  to- 
day as  to  whether  it  will  accept  this 
scheme  of  main  drainage,  approved,  as 
it  has  been,  by  Private  Bill  Com- 
mittees of  both  Houses,  or  whether  it 
will  refuse  to  assent  to  it  in  consequence 
of  the  state  of  the  franchise  in  Belfast. 
That  is  the  practical  question,  and  I 
hope  it  will  be  decided  in  a  practical 
manner.  I  confess,  for  my  own  part, 
that  leaving  the  other  10  boroughs  out 
of  consideration,  if  the  understanding  is 
come  to  that  the  Bill  for  the  extension 
of  the  franchise  in  Belfast  alone  will  go 
on,  it  would  not  be  reasonable  to  hang 
up  the  Drainage  Bill  until  that  measure 
becomes  law.  The  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  has  a  num- 
ber of  Amendments  on  the  Paper  in 
reference  to  the  Bill  for  the  extension  of 
the  municipal  franchise.  I  must  tell 
him,  however,  that  one  of  the  clauses  he 
proposes  to  insert  is  x)f  an  unusual  and 
objectionable  character,  inasmuch  as  it 
requires  that  the  operation  of  this 
particular  Bill  shall  be  hung  up  until 
the  Municipal  Council  has  been  recon- 
stituted. 

Mr.  sexton  :  That  was  the  course 
taken  in  the  case  of  Dublin,  which  has 
already  been  referred  to. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  :  The  first  clause 
which  the  hon.  Member  proposes  may 
be  admissible  in  an  amended  form,  but 
the  second  clause  which  he  proposes 
would  not  be  admissible  as  an  Amend- 
ment in  the  Bill  in  Committee.  It  is 
not  within  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  and 
could  not  be  introduced  in  Committee. 
It  may  be  proposed  on  the  Eeport  stage, 
but  not  in  Committee.  I  only  desire 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast 
should  not  be  under  any  misapprehen- 
sion in  that  respect.  The  best  way  to 
get  out  of  the  difficulty  in  which  we  are 
now  placed  will  be,  I  think,  to  agree 
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that  the  Municipal  Franchise  Bill  should 
be  extended  to  Belfast  only ;  and  if  an 
arrangement  of  that  kind  is  come  to, 
then  the  promoters  of  the  Bill  might  be 
satisfied  to  consent  to  an  adjournment 
of  the  present  debate  until  the  20 th  of 
June. 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
The  House  will  remember  that  when 
this  Bill  was  under  discussion  on  the 
last  occasion  I  moved  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate  until  to-day.  I  did  so  on 
a  perfectly  distinct  and  specified  ground. 
I  stated  that  I  did  not  know  anything 
about  the  merits  of  the  Bill  itself,  but 
that  I  considered  it  absurd  to  tax  the 
people  of  Belfast  to  the  extent  of 
£500,000,  with  so  limited  a  franchise  in 


general  body  of  the  ratepayers,  although 
they  are  of  the  same  religion  and  politi- 
cal principles  as  themselves,  there  must 
be  something  involved  in  the  measure 
far  beyond  the  ordinary  engineering 
details  of  a  Private  Bill.  We  are  told 
that  there  has  been  no  town's  meeting 
convened  by  the  Town  Council  in  sup- 
port of  the  Bill,  and  I  maintain  that 
mere  engineering  matters  sink  into  in- 
significance, and  that  the  opposition  to 
the  measure  arises  from  much  more  im- 
portant principles.  The  real  question  is, 
have  the  people  of  Belfast  had  an  op- 
portunity of  approving  the  measure  ? 
The  Member  in  charge  of  the  Franchise 
Bill  is  an  expelled  Member  for  one  of 
the  Divisions  of  Belfast,  having  been 


the  town  of  Belfast  itself .    Well,  Sir,    expelled  by  the  present  Member  for  East 
there  is  a  Bill  now  before  the  House  for   Belfast  (Mr.  De  Oobain),  who  had  been 


extending  the  franchise. 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  No  ;  for  extending  it 
generally  in  all  the  boroughs  of  Ire- 
land. 


borough  cashier  to  the  Corporation  of 
Belfast  at  a  salary  of  £1,000  a-year. 
The  Corporation  dismissed  him  from 
Uhat  position  because  he  had  the 
Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  :  I  am  in  i  audacity  to  oppose  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
favour  of  extending  the  franchise  gene- }  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  (Sir  James 
rally  in  all  the  boroughs  of  Ireland,  but  j  Corry).  The  hon.  Gentleman,  neverthe- 
I  am  not  prepared  to  prevent  Belfast  less,  persisted  in  his  opposition  to  the 
from  getting  it  because  the  majority  of  hon.  Baronet,  and,  notwithstanding  the 
the  House  are  not  willing  to  confer  it  •  exercise  of  the  entire  power  of  the  Town 


upon  all  the  other  boroughs.  The  diffi- 
culty which  arose  this  morning  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Franchise  Bill  arose  from 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  and  was 
in  no  way  due  to  the  hon.  Baronet  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  (Sir  James  Corry) ; 
and  as  my  opposition  was  limited  to  the 
question  of  the  franchise,  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  if  the  Bill  goes  to  a  Division 
I  shall  now  support  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
With  regard  to  what  has  fallen  from 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  I 
should  like  to  say  one  or  two  words.     It 


is  perfectly  correct  that  I  said  I  had  I  House,  and  if  the  time  of  the  House  is 


Council,  succeeded  in  expelling  the  hon. 
Baronet  from  the  representation  of  East 
Belfast.  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
however,  gave  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Armagh  the  usual  consolation  of  a 
Baronetcy,  and  he  has  been  returned 
since  to  represent  Mid  Armagh.  That 
fact  shows,  I  think,  that  a  deep  feeling 
exists  in  the  town  of  Belfast  upon  these 
questions.  Perhaps  the  House  will 
allow  to  me  to  refer  for  a  moment  to  the 
argument  of  inconvenience.  I  presume 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
seriously  anxious  to  save  the  time  of  the 


faith  in  the  decision  of  a  Committee  of 
this  House  where  politics  are  not  con- 
cerned. No  doubt,  Select  Committees 
of  both  Houses  have  approved  of  this 
main  drainage  scheme ;  but  in  this  in- 
stance there  is  a  distinct  political  issue 
raised,  and  although  this  House  may 
approve,  in  the  abstract,  of  the  drainage 
of  Belfast,  or  the  drainage  of  the  water- 
shed of  Central  Africa,  seeing  that  there 
would  be  no  political  question  as  to  where 
the  outfall  should  be,  and  would  be  in- 
different as  to  the  cost  of  it ;  but  when, 
in  this  particular  instance,  we  have  the 
additional  fact  that  the  entire  Town 
Council  of  Belfast  are  opposed  by  the 


wasted  the  Government  have  only  them- 
selves to  thank  for  the  shuffling  way  in 
which  they  have  treated  the  matter. 
Ten  days  ago  I  asked  the  Government  if 
they  were  going  to  support  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  to  confine  the  Fran- 
chise Bill  to  Belfast  alone.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  said  he  could  not 
answer  the  Question ;  and,  therefore,  I 
put  the  same  Question  to  the  Under  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  and  he  said  that  at 
the  proper  time  he  would  answer  the 
Question.  Now,  **the  proper  time" 
occurred  very  late  at  night,  and  neither 
the  Attorney  (General  for  Ireland,  nor 
the  Chief  Secretary,  nor  the  Under  Se- 
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cretary  chose  to  be  in  his  place,  although 
they  were  all  in  their  places  a  few  mo- 
ments before,  when  a  Division  was  taken 
on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ire- 
land) Bill.  The  moment  the  Division 
was  taken  they  skedaddled,  well  know- 
ing that  this  Bill  was  coming  on.  Now, 
I  considered  that  that  was  a  most  unfair 
way  in  which  to  treat  the  House,  and  I 
said  I  would  not  allow  the  House  to  go 
into  Committee  until  we  had  a  statement 
from  the  Government.  Upon  the  distinct 
understanding  that  the  Bill  was  to  ex- 
tend to  the  whole  of  Ireland  I  did  not 
oppose  the  Motion  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee. It  was  not  until  pressure  was  put 
on  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Antrim 
(Sir  Charles  Lewis)  from  his  own  side 
that  the  block  he  had  placed  against  the 
Bill  was  withdrawn,  and  we  are  now 
told  that  the  block  was  only  withdrawn 
on  the  distinct  understanding  with  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North 
Antrim  that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
shall  only  apply  to  the  borough  of  Bel- 
fast. But  there  was  another  block 
against  the  Bill,  which  had  been  placed 
on  the  Paper  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner). 

Mb.  COURTNEY :  It  was  admitted 
last  time  that  that  was  an  indiscretion. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  believe  that 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Cork  never  acts  with  indiscretion, 
but  as  a  matter  of  principle.  My  hon. 
Friend  withdrew  the  block  on  an  appeal 
being  made  to  him  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  and  the  block  of  my  hon.  Friend 
was  removed  by  us,  just  as  the  block  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  North 
Antrim  was  removed  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  We  made  a  compact 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  to 
withdraw  his  block,  hearing  that,  in  that 
case,  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Antrim 
would  remove  his  block  also.  But  we 
were  not  informed — and  I  trust  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  will  see 
that  this  is  a  substantial  matter — we 
were  not  informed  that  any  terms  what- 
ever had  been  made  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Antrim  as  to  the  with- 
drawal of  his  block.  We  knew  nothing 
whatever  of  the  fact  that  part  of  the  un- 
derstanding upon  which  the  block  was 
to  be  withdrawn  was  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  were  to  apply  to  one  borough 
only.  If  I  had  known  of  that  proposal 
I  would  have  put  down  a  block  in  my 
own    name,    because   I   strongly  pro- 
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test  against  the  Bill  bving  allowed  to 
proceed  on  the  understanding  that  it  is 
to  apply  to  one  borough  only.  If  that 
understanding  was  made  part  of  the 
bargain,  the  withdrawal  of  the  block  on 
this  side  of  the  House  was  obtained 
under  false  pretences.  Surely  we  have 
as  much  claim  to  fair  treatment  in  pri- 
vate matters  as  we  have  in  our  public 
capacity,  and  we  were  entitled  to  be 
made  acquainted  with  any  private  un- 
derstanding which  had  been  arrived  at 
between  the  two  hon.  Baronets — the 
Member  for  Mid  Armagh  and  the  Mem- 
ber for  North  Antrim.  I  now  see  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary in  his  place  for  .the  first  time  this 
evening,  and  I  hope  it  has  not  dis- 
tressed him  to  come  down  at  this  early 
hour.  I  have  been  pointing  out  that 
neither  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  nor 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  nor  the 
Under  Secretary  was  in  his  place  when 
we  allowed  the  Municipal  Franchise 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Armagh 
to  go  into  Committee,  on  the  distinct 
understanding  that  it  was  to  apply  to  the 
whole  of  Ireland.  That  understanding 
has  now  been  broken.  And  now  let  me 
say  a  word  upon  the  question  of  con- 
venience. I  know  that  ^ny  argument 
as  to  inconvenience  and  wasting  the 
time  of  the  House  has  much  weight  \vith 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Should 
the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  for  the 
postponement  of  this  Bill  be  defeated 
there  must  be  a  long  discussion,  which 
will  probably  occupy  the  whole  of  the 
evening,  upon  the  question  of  the 
action  of  the  House  of  Lords  in 
knocking  the  Franchise  Clause  out  of 
the  Drainage  Bill.  A  long  debate  on 
the  merits  of  the  Bill  and  on  the  ex- 
cision of  the  Franchise  Clause  will  pro- 
bably waste  the  entire  night.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  the  Government  assent  to 
the  Motion  for  adjourning  the  debate, 
and  will  give  us  an  opportunity  of  placing 
the  whole  of  the  boroughs  of  Ireland 
on  the  same  principle  of  equality 
which  is  extended  to  the  boroughs  of 
England  and  Scotland,  there  will  be 
no  difficulty  in  passing  the  Main  Drain- 
age Bill.  I  am  glad  to  see  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  West  Birmingham 
(Mr.  J.  Chamberlain)  in  his  place,  and  I 
hope  we  shall  not  only  have  his  sup- 
port, but  that  of  the  noble  Marquess 
the  Member  for  Hossendale  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington) — the  real  (Govern- 
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ment  in  Office.  Are  they  going  to  say 
that  a  municipal  franchise  which  has 
existed  in  England  and  Scotland  for  25 
years  is  not  to  be  applied  to  the  corpo- 
rate towns  of  Ireland  ?  We  are  told  that 
the  Bill  will  not  pass  if  it  is  allowed  to 
remain  intact.  At  present  it  is  a  Bill 
which  is  to  be  applied  to  the  whole  of 
Ireland ;  but  it  is  proposed  to  restrict 
it  to  Belfast  alone.  Let  the  House 
of  Lords  restrict  it  to  Belfast  alone 
if  they  like  to  take  that  responsi- 
bility into  their  hands.  I  would 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
West  Birmingham  whether  he  desires 
to  see  the  extension  of  the  municipal 
franchise  in  Ireland  restricted  to  the 
town  of  Belfast?  There  are  wards  in 
Limerick  in  which  the  municipal  voters 
are  so  few  that  there  cannot  be  a  con- 
test. It  takes  20  voters  to  justify  a  con- 
test, and  in  one  of  the  wards  in  Limerick 
there  are  only  18.  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  prepared  to  support  a  re- 
stricted franchise  of  that  nature?  In 
Waterford  there  are  no  rates  levied,  be- 
cause there  is  plenty  of  municipal  pro- 
perty ;  but  there  are  not  more  than  100 
voters  in  the  entire  municipal  borough. 
Are  we,  with  our  eyes  open,  to  allow 
these  restricted  franchises  to  exist  ?  Is 
it  not  a  duty  to  our  constituents  to 
protest  against  them,  and  make  the 
Franchise  Bill  general,  leaving  the 
House  of  Lords,  if  they  like,  to  restrict 
its  application  to  the  borough  of  Bel- 
fast ?  We  ought  not  to  allow  a  Muni- 
cipal Bill  dealing  with  the  whole  of 
Ireland  to  be  shrunk  into  such  miser- 
able dimensions  that  it  will  apply  to 
Belfast  alone.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Belfast  (Mr.  De  Cobain)  said  that  there 
is  no  demand  for  it  in  the  rest  of  Ireland. 
It  may  be  said  that  there  was  no  demand 
for  it  in  Belfast  until  my  hon.  Eriend  the 
Member  for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton) 
came  forward  to  oppose  the  restriction. 
The  entire  credit  is  due  to  my  hon. 
Friend  for  all  that  has  been  done  since. 
When  the  rest  of  the  people  of  Ireland  see 
that  the  Bill  has  passed  a  second  reading 
and  got  into  Committee,  and  that  they 
have  the  haven  within  sight,  will  they 
be  content  to  see  the  franchise  restricted 
to  one  borough?  I  am  afraid  we  are 
asked  to  do  a  thing  which  will  be  scouted 
by  our  constituents.  Seeing  that  the 
Government  opposite  is  not  a  Tory 
Government,  but  a  Unionist  Govern- 
ment, and  that  the  House  has  assented 


on  half-a-dozen  previous  occasions  to 
the  principle  of  extending  to  Ireland 
the  provisions  relating  to  the  municipal 
franchise  which  now  exist  in  England 
and  Scotland,  I  ask  the  Government  to 
see  that  a  way  shall  be  found  out  of  this 
holdfast,  and  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  shaU  not  be  restricted  to  Belfast 
alone.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Cork  would  certainly  never  have 
taken  off  his  block  if  he  could  have 
known  that  such  an  understanding  had 
been  arrived  B,t 

Sib  JAMES  COREY  (Armagh.  Mid): 
I  can  afford  to  pass  by  the  references 
which  have  been  made  to  myself  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy).  But 
having  the  charge  of  the  Municipal 
Franchise  Bill  I  think  it  right  to  say 
how  the  matter  stands.  Immediately 
after  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
I  endeavoured  to  put  myself  in  com* 
munication  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton),  and  I  told 
him  that  I  found  it  entirely  impossible 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill  as  it  stood,  but 
that  if  it  was  confined  to  Belfast  I  had 
no  doubt  that  it  would  pass.  He  said 
that  it  was  impossible  for  him  at  that 
time  to  give  me  any  reply  to  the  question, 
but  that  he  would  consult  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner),  and 
would  let  me  know  later  on  what  course 
it  would  be  possible  to  take.  A  few 
days  afterwards  the  hon.  Member  in- 
formed me  that  he  had  mentioned  the 
matter  to  some  Members  of  his  Party, 
and  that  some  were  in  favour  of  the 
proposal,  while  others  were  not.  As  far 
as  he  was  concerned,  he  was  prepared, 
when  the  Bill  came  before  the  House,  to 
support  its  restriction  to  Belfast. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Will  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet  allow  me  to  say  a  word  in  expla- 
nation ?  What  I  said  was  that,  even  if 
the  Bill  was  passed  in  its  restricted 
form,  I  should  no  further  oppose  the 
Main  Drainage  Bill. 

Sir  JAMES  COREY :  I  understood 
the  hon.  Member  to  say  that  if  the  Bill 
was  proceeded  with,  and  restricted  to 
Belfast,  he  would  not  oppose  it,  but 
would  do  the  best  he  could  to  induce 
other  hon.  Members  of  the  Party  to 
which  he  belongs  to  accept  it.  To  my 
knowledge,  there  have  been  consider- 
able differences  of  opinion  among  the 
Nationalists  already  in  refer, ace  to  this 
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Bill.  When  I  found  that  a  block 
had  been  attached  to  it  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  North  Antrim 
(Sir  Oharles  Lewis)  I  spoke  to  him 
upon  the  matter,  and  arranged  that  it 
should  be  taken  off,  on  the  understand- 
ing, however,  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  should  be  limited  to  Belfast.  The 
result  was  that,  on  the  second  reading,  I 
explained  to  the  House  my  intention  to 
move  ultimately  that  the  Bill  should  be 
restricted  to  Belfast.  I  did  that  in  per- 
fect good  faith,  because  the  clause  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  had 
introduced  into  the  Drainage  Bill  in  this 
House,  and  which  was  struck  out  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  only  applied  to  Belfast ; 
and  I  was  very  anxious  that,  as  far  as  I 
was  concerned,  I  should  endeavour  to 
carry  out  the  understanding  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast,  and 
secure  the  passing  of  the  Municipal 
Franchise  Bill.  The  clause  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  had  in- 
troduced into  the  Drainage  Bill  was 
entirely  contrary  to  all  precedent.  There 
is  no  precedent  whatever,  as  far  as  I 
know,  for  the  introduction  of  a  Fran- 
chise Clause  into  a  Bill  of  that  kind. 
When  the  Bill  had  been  read  a  second 
time  I  named  Monday  last  for  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  asked  me  to  name  Tuesday, 
which  I  did.  On  Tuesday  the  hon. 
Member  for  West  Belfast  asked  me  to 
postpone  the  Committee  stage  still  fur- 
ther until  Thursday,  so  that  he  might  be 
able  to  communicate  with  his  friends. 
I  was,  therefore,  much  astonished  this 
morning,  when  the  Bill  came  on,  to  find 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  declaring  that  he  was  prepared 
to  reject  a  Bill  which  restricted  the 
franchise  to  Belfast,  and  that  he  would 
only  support  a  Bill  for  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land. I  had  no  opportunity  of  consult- 
ing the  members  of  the  Corporation  of 
Belfast  on  the  subject ;  but  I  had  un- 
doubtedly understood  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers belonging  to  the  Nationalist  Party 
below  the  Gangway  were  prepared  to 
accept  the  restriction  of  the  measure  to 
Belfast.  I  certainly  fell  in  with  that 
view ;  but  I  cannot  consent  to  the  fur- 
ther postponement  of  the  present  Bill, 
seeing  that  the  question  of  the  main 
drainage  is  one  of  the  most  urgent  im- 
portance. It  is  an  entire  mistake  to  say 
that  the  majority  of  the  people  of  Bel- 
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fast  are  opposed  to  this  scheme ;  and  I 
think  I  ought  to  know,  from  my  long 
residence  in  Belfast,  the  views  of  the 
people  of  that  town  quite  as  well  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Belfast  (Mr.  De 
Cobain).  I  say,  unhesitatingly,  that  this 
is  a  Bill  approved  of  by  everybody  who 
knows  anything  of  the  requirements  of 
the  town,  and  who  have  any  stake  in 
the  prosperity  of  Belfast,  and  who  are 
anxious  to  see  that  prosperity  going  on 
with  increased  vigour.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Belfast  says  that  if  the  Bill 
were  postponed,  or  even  if  the  Bill  were 
rejected,  the  corporate  funds  of  the 
borough  are  quite  sufficient  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  out  a  scheme  of  main 
drainage.  I  quite  understand  the  sug- 
gestion which  he  makes,  and  that  is 
that  the  profits  of  the  Gas  Works,  which 
belong  to  the  town,  should  be  applied  to 
this  purpose.  His  suggestion  would  not 
only  relieve  the  owners  of  small  pro- 
perty from  taxation,  but  it  would  simply 
remove  the  burden  from  one  class  to 
another.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  have 
heard  many  of  the  opponents  of  the  Bill 
state  at  various  deputations  that  they 
are  not  opposed  to  the  main  drainage 
scheme,  and  that  it  is  only  because  they 
have  been  disappointed  in  not  getting 
what  they  want  that  they  now  oppose  it. 
The  fact  is  that  the  main  drainage 
scheme  is  one  which  is  very  much  re- 
quired, and  it  would  be  a  very  great 
mistake  if  it  were  fnrther  postponed.  I 
shall  certainly  oppose  the  Motion  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Con- 
way) has  made,  unless  there  is  an  agree- 
ment that  the  Franchise  Bill,  which  I 
have  had  the  honour  to  bring  in,  shall 
be  restricted  to  Belfast  alone.  If  such 
an  agpreement  were  arrived  at,  I  should 
have  no  objection  to  postpone  this  Bill 
until  the  20  th  of  June. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  really  should  like  to  hear 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  what  is  in  the  mind  of  the 
Government  with  reference  to  the  Fran- 
chise Question.  It  is  scarcely  fair  to  the 
House  to  leave  it  in  the  dark  as  to  the 
purpose  of  the  Government  in  reference 
to  the  Franchise  Bill,  and  the  Govern- 
ment must  be  aware  that  whether  they 
were  going  to  accept  the  limited  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Baronet  or  the  Bill  in 
its  entirety  goes  to  the  root  of  the 
matter.  If  the  Government  will  tell  us 
what  line  they  are  going  to  take  in  re« 
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ference  to  the  Bill,  it  will  probably  have 
the  effect  of  throwing  the  responsibility 
on  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
as  to  the  course  which  may  be  pursued. 
I  would  therefore  press  on  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  tell  us,  as  shortly  as  he 
likes,  but  quite  distinctly,  what  course 
he  and  his  Colleagues  are  going  to  take. 
The  chief  SECRETARY  foe  IRE- 
LAND) (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester, 
E.) :  It  appears  to  me  that  we  are  now 
considering  the  Main  Drainage  Bill,  and 
not  the  merits  of  the  Franchise  Bill.  It 
is  quite  clear  that  whether  it  be  right  or 
wrong  to  test  the  merits  of  a  local  scheme 
of  drainage  by  the  question  of  an  exten- 
sion of  the  municipal  franchise,  the 
connection  is  an  unnatural  one  which 
ought  no  longer  to  be  allowed  to  exist, 
and  if  we  cannot  come  to  some  agree- 
ment to-night,  the  opinion  of  the  House 
ought  to  be  taken  upon  the  Drainage 
Bill  by  itself.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  asks  me  what  course  the 
Government  intend  to  take  in  regard  to 
the  Franchise  Bill.  I  do  not  think  that 
I  am  at  this  moment  called  upon  to  ex- 
press any  judgment  with  regard  to  the 
abstract  merits  or  demerits  of  a  scheme 
for  extending  the  municipal  franchise 
in  every  borough  in  Ireland.  The  pre- 
sent occasion  is  one  on  which  such  a 
measure  could  not  be  carried  through, 
and  I  should  not  support  but  oppose  it 
upon  a  Bill  of  this  character,  without 
expressing  any  views  on  the  general 
question.  Everything  connected  with 
this  Bill  has  been  singular  and  anoma- 
lous, and  I  hope  that  the  precedent  will 
never  be  followed  again.  If  we  look  at 
the  question  of  the  municipal  franchise 
on  its  merits  it  does  appear  to  mo  that  it 
may  be  discussed  on  the  Bill,  limited 
in  its  scope,  which  has  been  framed 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Armagh  (Sir  James  Corry).  If  the 
Committee,  whose  duty  it  is  to  deal  with 
the  Bill,  will  accept  the  limited  scope  of 
the  measure,  confining  its  operation  to 
the  City  of  Belfast,  the  Government  will 
be  happy  to  give  any  assistance  they 
can.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Hbaly  :  Why  ?]  For 
reasons  which  I  have  laid  before  the 
House  already.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  has  asked  me  what  the 
policy  of  the  Government  is  ?  I  hope  I 
nave  explained  the  position  of  the  Go- 
yernment.  If  I  were  to  state  more  fully 
the  motives  which  influence  them,  I 
should  probably  be  ruled  out  of  Order. 

yOL.   COOXV.      [tHIKD  8BBIE8.] 


I  have,  however,  explained  the  course 
the  Government  are  prepared  to  take  in 
the  matter,  and  I  would  ask  the  House 
if  an  arrangement  cannot  be  come  to  by 
which  the  Franchise  Bill  may  be  limited 
to  Belfast,  at  all  events  to  Anally  an- 
nounce whether  this  Drainage  Bill  is  to 
be  passed  or  not,  and  bring  to  an  end 
this  melancholy  contest  upon  which  we 
have  alreadv  wasted  so  much  time. 

Me.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  (London- 
derry City) :  I  believe  it  is  an  entire 
mistake  on  the  part  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  say 
that  this  is  the  only  instance  of  the 
tacking  on  a  Franchise  Clause  to  a 
Private  *  Bill.  I  believe  that  it  -has 
been  done  over  and  over  again.  To 
come  to  the  question  more  imme- 
diately before  the  House,  I  believe  we 
are  reduced  to  this  position — shall  we 
accept  or  shall  we  not  accept  the  sug-* 
gestion  made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  Now, 
as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  regret,  as 
most  of  my  hon.  Friends  do,  the  attempt 
to  strike  out  of  the  Municipal  Franchise 
Bill  all  reference  to  any  place  except  the 
borough  of  Belfast.  I  will  go  further, 
and  say  that  I  regret  very  much  that 
any  arrangement  has  been  made  which 
seems  to  support  and  sanction  a  pro- 
ceeding of  that  kind  on  this  side  of  the 
House.  Everyone  who  will  go  back  into 
the  history  of  this  measure  will  see  per- 
fectly well  that  it  is  a  measure  the  prin- 
ciple of  which  has  again  and  again 
been  affirmed  upon  this  side  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Belfast  (Mr.  De  Cobain)  and  some  other 
hon.  Members  seem  to  think  that  Bel- 
fast is  a  city  peculiarly  wanting  this  in- 
creased and  improved  franchise,  and 
which  has  expressed  a  special  desire  to 
obtain  it.  I  assure  him  that  upon  that 
matter  he  is  entirely  mistaken.  Belfast 
has,  no  doubt,  had  peculiar  opportunities 
for  pressing  her  wishes  upou  the  House 
in  a  decisive  manner.  But  I  assure  him 
that  in  the  City  of  Derry,  which  I  repre- 
sent, there  is  quite  as  great  a  need  for 
an  extended  franchise.  I  say  with  con- 
fidence that  a  great  dissatisfaction  is  ex- 
pressed there  against  the  present  fran- 
chise, and  that  there  is  as  strong  and 
popular  a  desire  for  a  better  state  of 
things  as  prevails  even  in  Belfast  or  in 
any  other  borough  in  Ireland.  Still  we 
have  now  brought  down  the  question  to 
a  narrow  issue — namely,   whether  we 
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ought  to  accept  the  proposal  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  or  not.  Speak- 
ing now  only  for  myself,  lam  willing  to 
accept  that  proposal.  I  think  that,  at 
any  rate,  we  should  gain  something  for 
Belfast,  and  that  we  shall  gain  nothing, 
even  for  Belfast,  if  we  reject  it.  There- 
fore, I  cannot  take  on  myself  the  re- 
sponsibility of  rejecting  the  proposition; 
and,  as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I  shall 
offer  no  further  opposition  to  the  progress 
of  the  Franchise  Bill. 

Question,  "That  the  word  'now' 
stand  part  of  the  Question,"  put,  and 
negatived. 

Question,  '^  That  the  words  '  on  Mon- 
day 20th  June,'  be  there  added,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

■ 

Consideration  of  Lords  Amendments 
deferred  till  Jllonday  20th  June. 

Mb.  T.  M.  .HEALY  (Longford.  N.) : 
By  way  of  {personal  explanation,  I  wish 
to  say  that,  although  I  do  not  oppose 
the  Lords'  Amendments,  I  wish  it  to  be 
clearly  understood  that  I  do  not  consider 
myself  in  the  least  bound  not  to  oppose 
the  Franchise  Bill  in  its  restricted  form. 

GREAT  EASTERN  RAILWAY   {re-eom- 
mitted)  BILL  {f>g  Order). 

C0N8IDEEATI0N. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  wish 
to  explain  that  it  is  proposed  in  the  Bill 
to  give  certain  market  rights  to  the 
Great  Eastern  Railway  Company.  The 
Company  already  possess  certain  markets 
in  crowded  localities  in  the  East  End  of 
London,  but  they  have  held  them  with- 
out any  market  rights,  and  it  is  pro- 
posed in  this  Bill  to  give  them  certain 
market  rights  and  legal  authority  for 
holding  these  markets.  When  the  Bill 
was  before  the  House  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, I  considered  it  my  duty  to  ask  the 
House  to  refer  it  back  to  the  Committee 
to  consider  whether  or  not  some  pro- 
vision should  not  be  inserted  which 
would  deprive  the  Company  of  any 
vested  interests.  A  clause  was  inserted 
which  it  was  thought  would  carry  out 
that  intention ;  but  I  do  not  think  the 
clause  is  quite  dear  on  the  subject,  and 

J/n  Justin  McCarthy 


I  now  have  to  propose  that  the  clause 
be  omitted,  with  a  view  to  inserting 
another  clause  providing  that  on  any 
market  authority  starting  a  market  in 
the  neighbourhood,  they  may  be  able  to 
call  upon  the  Great  Eastern  Railway 
(]lompany  to  close  their  market  without 
compensation.  By  that  means  the 
market  rights  of  the  Company  cannot 
by  any  possibility  come  into  conflict 
with  any  power  which  may  be  exer- 
cised by  a  Local  Authority.  That  is 
the  short  history  of  the  clause  which  I 
now  ask  the  House  to  read  a  second 
time.  I  beg  to  move,  after  Clause  61, 
to  insert  the  following  clause : — 

"  In  the  event  of  any  public  authority  exer- 
cising the  powers  of  a  market  authority  for  any 
district  or  borough  in  which  the  Bishopsgate 
Market  or  the  Stratford  Market  is  situated,  and 
providing  adequate  market  accommodation  for 
such  district  or  borough,  such  authority  may 
give  notice  in  writing  to  the  Company  that 
such  accommodation  has  been  provided ;  and, 
at  the  expiration  of  three  months  from  the  date 
of  such  notice,  or  from  the  date  of  the  order 
hereinafter  referred  to  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  certifying  that  adequate  market  accom- 
modation within  the  meaning  of  this  section 
has  been  provided  by  the  public  authority,  the 
market  rights  and  powers  by  this  Act  vested  in 
the  Company  shall  cease  and  determine  as  re- 

Sfds  the  Bishopsgate  Market  or  the  Stratford 
arket,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  no  compensa- 
tion shall  be  payable  to  the  Company  in  respect 
of  the  determination  of  such  rights  and  powers. 

Provided,  That,  if  the  Company  or  if  any 
person  interested  shall,  within  one  month  from 
the  giving  to  the  Company  of  such  notice  as 
aforesaid,  represent  in  writing  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  that  adequate  market  accom- 
modation within  the  meaning  of  this  section 
has  not  been  provided  by  the  public  authority, 
the  question  of  the  adequacy  or  inadequacy  of 
such  accommodation  shall  be  determined  by  the 
Local  Government  Board,  who  shall  by  order 
certify  whether  or  not  adequate  market  accom- 
modation within  the  meaning  of  this  section 
has  been  provided  by  the  public  authority,  and 
any  such  order  shall  be  conclusive  as  to  the 
fact. 

Provided  also,  That,  when  the  market  rights 
and  powers  by  this  Act  vested  in  the  Company 
have  ceased  and  determined  as  regards  either 
the  Bishopsgate  Market  or  the  Stratford  Market, 
the  Company  may  retain  the  site  of  such  market 
as  part  of  their  Railway  undertaking. 

The  Local  Government  Board  may  direct  any 
inquiries  to  be  held  by  their  inspectors  which 
they  may  deem  necessary  for  the  purposes  of 
this  section,  and  the  inspectors  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  shall,  for  the  purposes  of 
any  such  inquiry,  have  all  such  powers  as  they 
have  for  the  purposes  of  inquiries  directed  by 
that  Board  under  'The  Public  Health  Act, 
1875.' 

Any  expenses  incurred  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  relation  to  any  inquiries  under 
this  section,  including  the  expenses  of  any  wit- 
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neases  sammoned  by  the  inspector  holding  the 
inqairy,  and  a  sum  to  be  fixed  by  that  Board, 
not  exceeding  three  guineas  a  day,  for  the  ser- 
yices  of  such  inspector  shall  be  paid  to  that 
Board  by  the  market  authority  or  the  Company, 
as  the  Local  Government  Board  may  by  order 
determine.*' 

New  Glause — 

(In  the  event  of  adequate  market  accommo- 
dation being  provided  by  public  authorities, 
Company's  market  rights  under  this  Act  to 
cease  without  entitling  them  to  compensation, 
Ac. , )  —  ( Mr,  Ritehie^ )~ 

— l^rought  upf  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  do  not  object  to  the  insertion  of  this 
clause.  The  points  to  which  I  desire  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  will,  I 
think,  be  more  fittingly  raised  upon  the 
Amendments  which  stand  on  the  Paper 
in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  South- East  Essex  (Major 
Hasch).  With  that  reservation,  I  offer 
no  opposition  to  the  clause. 

Sib  JULIAN  QOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.) :  I  believe  that  this  clause  will 
be  useless,  because  there  are  several 
clauses  of  the  Bill  which  the  House  will 
be  asked  to  reject  on  account  of  the 
variety  of  interests  involved  in  them. 
Therefore,  if  we  accept  the  clause  for  the 
moment,  I  hope  it  will  be  thoroughly 
understood  that  we  are  not  to  be  pre- 
cluded from  offering  opposition  to  other 
clauses. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  added. 

Mr.  BURDETT  -  COUTTS  (West- 
minster) :  I  bee  to  move  the  omission 
from  the  Preamble  of  paragraphs  1  and 
2,  I  have  to  apologize  to  the  House, 
especially  at  this  late  hour,  and  to  ask 
them  to  give  me  a  patient  hearing 
upon  this  subject.  It  is  a  one  to  which 
I  have  given  some  four  or  five  years  of 
very  close  study  and  even  of  practical 
work,  and  although  this  Bill  appears 
before  the  House  as  a  Private  Bill  it  is 
a  measure  which  introduces  questions 
which  relate  to  public  policy,  and  which 
are  altogether  unprecedented  in  our 
legislation.  This  House,  Sir,  is  asked 
to  commit  itself  to  a  provision  which  will 
give  into  the  hands  of  a  Eailway 
Company  an  enormous  extension  of  a 
monopoly  which  they  at  present  enjoy. 
It  is  asked  to  give  them  a  monopoly  over 


something,  which  I  submit  is  the  last 
thing  in  the  world  in  regard  to  which  a 
monopoly  should  be  exercised,  and  that 
is,  the  food  of  this  Metropolis.     That  is 
the  real  question  at  issue.     In  a  Paper 
which  has  been  distributed  by  the  Great 
Eastern  Hallway  Company  to  the  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  this  morning,  I  see 
it  stated  that  the  opponents  of  the  Bill 
are  monopolists,    who  wish    to   retain 
monopolies  in  their  own  hands.     As  far 
as  I  am  personally  concerned,  everything 
that   I    have    done  in    regard  to  this 
market  question  in  London   has  been 
directed  towards    breaking   down    the 
monopoly  which  now  exists  in  regard  to 
the  food  supply,  and  in  getting  rid  of  the 
ring  in  connection   with  which    every 
question  of  the  food  supply  has  been 
tied  up.     I  am  well  aware  of  the  diffi- 
culties I  shall  have  to  encounter  in  op- 
posing a  powerful  Railway  Company — 
a  Railway  Company  which  has  four  of 
its  Directors  Members  of  this  House,  all 
of  them  sitting  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
That  is  one  of  the  difficulties  I  have  to 
contend  with,  and  I  am  also  aware  of  the 
difficulty  of  attempting  to  upset  the  de- 
cision of  the  Select  Committee  of  this 
House.    At  the  same  time,  I  maintain 
that  this  is  a  new  departure  in  the  spirit 
and  policy  of  our  legislation  in  regard  to 
railways;  and,  therefore,  I  wish  to  take 
the  question  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Committee  of  four  Members   and  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  Directors  of   the 
Qreat  Eastern  Railway  Company,  and 
to  submit  it  to  the  general  judgment 
of  the  House,  and  of  those  who  are 
unwilling  to   consent  that  any  act  of 
public  policy  should  be  passed  in  this 
House  within  the  covers  of  a  Private 
Bill  without  having  first  received  the 
full  sanction  of  the  House.     Perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  explain  that  the  op- 
position which  is  raised  to  this  part  of 
the  Bill  will  not  inconvenience  the  Great 
Eastern  Railway  Company  with  regard 
to  the  Bill  generally.      The  Bill  itself  is 
an  Omnibus  Bill,  and  my  opposition  is 
confined  to  the  market  clauses   which 
are  contained  within  it.    I  wish,  also, 
to  impress  upon  the  attention  of  the 
House,   that   our    opposition    to   these 
clauses  of  the  measure  will  not  endanger 
or  effect  the  continuation  of  Stratford 
Market.    I  am  prepared  to  admit  that 
Stratford  Market  at  the  present  moment 
is  doing  a  useful  work ;  but  the  Ghreat 
Eastern  Railway  Company  have  carried 
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on  Stratford  Market  for  eight  years  with- 
out   attempting  to  apply    for    Parlia- 
mentary sanction ;  they  are  carrying  it 
on  now  with  the  utmost  perseverance,  and 
the  only  person  who  opposes  them  is  the 
lessee  of  Spital&elds  Market.  The  agree- 
ment with  him  under  which  they  carry 
on  the  market  holds  good  until  the  year 
1 888,and  by  that  time  the  whole  question 
of  the  markets,  which  has  been  referred 
to  a  Royal  Commission,  may  be  expected 
to  be  settled,  and  if  it  should  so  happen 
that  it  is  not  settled  there  would  be 
no  difficulty  in  obtaining  a  temporary 
renewal  of  the  agreement.    Therefore, 
the  opposition  to  these  clauses  can  have 
nothing  to  do  with  endangering  the  ex- 
istence of  the  existing  market  at  Strat- 
ford.    That  is  a  mere  bogey  raised  up  in 
order  to  secure  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 
My  two  main  points,  Sir,  are  that  these 
Market  Clauses  are  contrary  to  the  spirit 
and  practice  of  our  railway  legislation, 
and  that  they  are  injurious  and  threaten- 
ing to  the  public  interest.  Sir,  I  contend 
that  there  is  no  precedent  for  granting  a 
market  authority  to  a  Eailway  Company. 
It  would  have  the  effect  of  converting 
them  into  traders,  because  although  they 
do  not  themselves  sell  the  goods,  they 
have  full  control  over  the  traders  who 
do  sell  the  goods,  and  in  that  way  they 
have  the  practical,  if  indirect,  manage- 
ment of  the  trading.     Parliament,  I  am 
aware,  has   granted  the   ownership  of 
steamboats  and  of  hotels  to  Eailway 
Companies,   but   there    is  no   parallel 
between  those  cases  and  this,  seeing  that 
the  former  are  merely  a  physical  con- 
tinuation of  the  proper  business  of  a 
Railway  Company  as  carriers,  and  the 
latter  are  necessary  for  the  accommoda- 
tion of  the  passengers  carried  by  rail  ; 
and,  at  the  same  time,  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  that  Railway  Companies  have 
no   control  over    the   passengers   they 
carry  or  over  the  conveyance  of  the 
goods.     The   Great  Northern  Railway 
Company  at  the  present  moment  have 
a  depot  at  King's  Cross  for  the  sale  of 
potatoes ;  but  they  have  no  market  au- 
thority, and  have  never  applied  for  one. 
Indeed,  a  few  years  ago  they  attempted 
to    open    a    market    there,    but    were 
stopped  by  injunction.  In  1883  the  Great 
Eastern  Railway  Company  obtained  the 
right  of  opening  shops  in  the  Bishops- 
gate  Depot;  but  that  is  a  totally  diffe- 
rent thing  from  a  market  franchise,  be- 
cause in  a  market  the  general  public 
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have  a  right,  whereas  in  a  shop  they 
have  no  right  at  all.     It  is  in  this  aspect 
of  the  case  I  submit  to  the  House  the 
necessity  of  opposing  the  granting  to  a 
Railway  Company  of  the  complete  con- 
trol over  a  market  where  the   public 
should  have  rights,  but  where  a  Railway 
Company  has  an  interest  altogether  op- 
posed to  that  of  the  public — namely,  the 
private  interest  of  its  traffic  rate.     This 
has  been  recognised  in  the  case  of  Brad- 
ford, where  there  is  a  railway  market, 
i,e.y  a  market  with  the  rails  running  into 
it;  but  the  market  itself  is  in  the  hands 
of  the  Corporation,  which  is  right  and 
proper,  for  it  is  thereby  secured  that  it 
is  worked  in  the  interests  of  the  market, 
f.tf.,  in  the  interests  of  the  public,  and 
not  in  the  interests  of  the  Railway.     I 
wish  to  lay  stress  on  the  point  that  a 
railway  market  is  a  very  different  thing 
from  a  market  in  the  hands  of  a  Rail- 
way.    I  ask   the  House  to  listen  for 
a  moment  to  the  methods  by  which  a 
Railway  Company  can    exercise    these 
powers  if  Parliament  choose  to  confer 
market  powers  upon  them.     One  prin- 
ciple ought  to  underlie  the  granting  of 
every  market  franchise,  and  that  is  that 
it  is  to  be  for  the  public  interest.    Now, 
Sir,  let  us  go  a  step  further.     In  order 
that  the  public  interest  should  be  pre- 
served, it  is  of  the  essence  of  a  market 
that  it  should  be  free.  By  free,  I  do  not 
mean  free  from  tolls  and  charges,  al- 
though on  this  point  I  think  nothing 
more  than  the  mere  cost  of  maintaining 
the  market  should  be  taxed  upon  the 
food  in  the  shape  of  tolls.     By  free,  I 
mean    that    there   should    be    perfect 
equality,  and  that  there  should  be  no 
diti'ereutial  tolls  and  charges,  but  that 
there  should  be  perfect  freedom  of  access 
to  the  market,  and  that  the  consignees, 
who   are    tenants   within   the    market, 
should  be    free   to   bring  their   goods 
from  whatever  source  they  please,  and 
by  whatever  means  of  communication 
they   please,    so    that  there  should  be 
within  the  market  a  perfect  competition 
of  produce  from  all  sources,  and  a  per- 
fect competition  of  the  charges  or  cost 
of  bringing  the  produce  by  road  or  by 
rail,  and  if  by  rail,  by  different  lines  of 
rail,  into  the  market.     How  will  these 
conditions,  which  are  the  necessary  basis 
of    a  public  market,  be  affected  by  a 
market  in  the  hands  of  a  Railway  Com- 
pany ?    The  first  interest  of  a  Railway 
Company  is  its  traffic  rate.    la  the  first 
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place,  the  market  authority,  if  the  Hall- 
way Company  is  the  market  authority, 
will  prefer  rail-borne  produce  to  road- 
borne  produce.  They  will  get  nothing 
out  of  the  road-borne  produce,  and  will 
direct  their  whole  attention  to  the  rail- 
borne  produce.  In  support  of  this  argu- 
ment, I  may  mention  the  fact  that 
hitherto,  in  Stratford  Market,  the  deli- 
cate and  perishable  garden  produce 
which  is  brought  there  has  been  in- 
yariably  left  out  in  the  open  space,  while 
the  whole  of  the  covered  spaces  have 
been  monopolized  for  rail-borne  traffic. 
This  treatment  is  destructive  of  the  in- 
dustry of  the  market  gardeners  around 
London  who  bring  fresh  vegetables  into 
London.  Compare  with  this  the  treat- 
ment which  the  same  produce  receives 
in  Covent  Garden  Market,  where  there 
is  no  railway  interest  to  serve.  In  the 
case  of  Covent  Garden,  the  market- 
garden  produce  is  placed  under  cover, 
and  the  heavy  rail- borne  produce  is  put 
in  the  open  spaces.  There  is  a  second 
thing  that  a  Railway  Company,  if  it 
becomes  a  market  authority,  must  do — 
it  must  secure  that  all  goods  conveyed 
to  the  market  are  conveyed  upon  its  own 
line.  Now  the  Great  Eastern  Railway 
Company  are  great  carriers  of  vegetable 
produce  from  the  Eastern  Counties  ;  but, 
in  those  counties,  many  of  the  most  im- 
portant districts  with  which  the  Great 
Eastern  Railway  have  a  connection  are 
common  also  to  the  Great  Northern 
Railway.  Then  is  it  to  be  supposed  for 
a  moment  that  the  Great  Eastern  Rail- 
way, having  the  power  they  possess  over 
their  tenants,  will  not  say  to  their  ten- 
ants— **  You  must  send  all  your  produce 
over  the  Great  Eastern  Railway  ;  "  and 
the  result  will  be  that  the  competition  of 
rates,  which  is  the  only  safeguard  the 
public  have,  will  be  completely  de- 
stroyed. There  is  a  third  thing  a  Rail- 
way Company  must  do.  It  will  invari- 
ably give  the  preference  to  big  con- 
signors over  small  consignors,  and  it  is 
easy  to  see  why.  It  gets  more  out  of 
them  ;  they  are  saved  trouble  ;  and  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  small  land- 
holder whom  we  wish  to  encourage  will, 
under  such  an  arrangement,  certainly  go 
to  the  wall.  Then,  fourthly,  it  is  only 
natural  to  conclude  that  the  Railway 
Company  will  incessantly  work  for  the 
*  long  lead,'  «.«.,  they  will  prefer  to 
obtain  the  produce  for  the  markets 
they   are    serving   from     the  greatest 


possible  distance,  and  the  result  of  that 
will  be  that  growers  within  30  or  40 
miles  of  London  will  be  placed  at 
a  disadvantage.  The  Railway  Com- 
pany will  take  very  little  trouble  in 
regard  to  consignors  in  the  immediate 
neighbourhood  of  the  market  itself,  their 
principal  object  being  to  obtain  the 
extra  remuneration  they  will  get  for  the 
carriage  of  goods  over  long  stretches  of 
their  own  railway.  Now,  Sir,  I  have 
by  no  means  exhausted  the  subject,  but 
I  have  shown  four  definite  ways  by 
which  a  Railway  Company,  if  converted 
into  a  market  authority,  will  interfere 
with  the  freedom  of  access,  and  the  fair 
and  full  competition  which  must  form 
the  basis  of  a  real  public  market.  I  am 
afraid  that  I  have  entered  at  too  great 
length  upon  this  part  of  the  subject,  and 
have  left  myself  little  time  to  point  out 
the  unreasonableness  of  this  question 
being  raised  at  a  moment  when  the 
whole  matter  is  under  the  considera- 
tion of  a  Royal  Commission,  which 
the  House  has  granted  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  hon.  Member  for  Nor* 
thampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  and  which 
if  it  means  anything  at  all,  means 
this — that  all  markets  are  to  be  in 
the  hands  of  popularly  elected  repre- 
sentative local  authorities.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
has  inserted  a  clause  which  absolutely 
nullifies  this  principle,  for  this  Railway 
is  to  be  allowed  to  keep  these  markets 
open,  and  in  its  own  hands,  until  the 
Local  Authorities  shall  have  provided 
ample  market  accommodation.  But  so 
far  as  the  Bishopsgate  district  is  con- 
cerned, they  never  can  do  this.  It  would 
cost  the  ratepayers  an  enormous  sum. 
Therefore  if  they  wait  till  that  day,  as 
the  clause  compels  them  to  do.  Bishops- 
gate  Market  will  remain  for  ever  in  the 
hands  of  the  railway.  Why  this  tender 
interest,  this  marked  exception  for  a 
Railway  Company  ?  Let  me  remind  the 
House  that  a  Railway  Company  neces- 
sarily has  enormous  power  over  their 
tenants — tenants,  whose  rents  they  can 
raise  any  day  from  the  £15  actually 
paid,  to  the  £50  they  take  care  to  put 
in  the  agreement  —  monthly  tenants 
whom  they  are  able  to  turn  out  at 
almost  a  moment's  notice  if  they  do  not 
get  their  goods  by  rail  instead  of  road, 
by  the  Great  Eastern  rail  instead  of  any 
other,  from  big  consignors  instead  of 
small,  from  distant  sources  instead  of 
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nearer  ones.  I  am  quite  aware  that 
there  has  been  introduced  into  this  Bill 
what  is  called  a  Protective  Clause  ; 
but  I  maintain  that  that  Protec- 
tive Clause  is  purely  illusory.  After 
the  word  "equality"  come  the  words 
*'  so  far  as  circumstances  will  allow.''  I 
say  that  those  are  very  suspicious  words, 
especially  when  they  are  left  in  the 
hands  of  a  Bailway  Company.  They 
leavA  a  very  wide  margin  indeed  for  the 
Railway  Company  to  experiment  upon, 
and  it  cannot  be  supposed  that  in  their 
treatment  of  their  tenants  they  will 
sacrifice  their  own  interests  for  those  of 
the  public.  Now,  I  say  that,  on  all 
these  points,  and  especially  in  regard  to 
the  question  of  road-borne  and  rail- 
borne  produce,  there  is  absolutely  no 
protection  whatever  in  this  Bill  for  the 
public,  and  no  protection  for  the  market 
tenants.  I  maintain  that  it  is  unwise 
and  unsafe  to  alter  the  policy  which 
Parliament  has  for  so  many  years 
adopted  in  regard  to  Railway  Com- 
panies, and  to  place  the  powers  of  a 
market  authority  in  their  hands.  I 
maintain,  further,  that  if  you  grant  the 
powers  now  asked  for,  you  will  create  a 
monopoly,  you  will  destroy  the  present 
road-borne  produce,  and  you  will  leave 
the  market  at  the  mercy  of  a  Bailway 
Company,  whose  previous  record,  with 
regard  .to  all  questions  of  traffic  and 
their  treatment  of  the  public,  is  cer- 
tainly most  imsatisfactory,  and  is  cer- 
tainly not  such  as  to  justify  the  House 
of  Commons  in  extending  a  monopoly. 
I  thank  the  House  for  having  granted 
its  indulgence  to  me,  and  for  having 
listened  to  my  remarks  so  patiently.  In 
conclusion,  I  have  only  to  add  one  word, 
which  is  of  a  personal  nature.  It  may 
be  said  that  I  have  a  personal  interest 
in  the  question,  as  opposed  to  the 
Great  Eastern  Railway.  Well,  Sir, 
it  is  quite  true  that  it  has  devolved 
upon  me  to  be  the  owner  of  a  market 
at  the  East  End  of  London,  which,  for 
some  years,  I  have  been  endeavour- 
ing, under  great  difficulties,  to  main- 
tain, in  pursuance  of  the  noble  objects 
with  which  it  was  built,  to  afiford  some 
relief  to  the  congested  state  of  the  food 
supply  of  London,  especially  in  the 
poorest  districts.  I  am  ready  to  admit 
that  that  enterprise  has  not  been  so  suc- 
cessful as  its  promoters  desired  ;  but  I 
claim  for  it  that  it  has  done  this — that  it 
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has  been  a  standing  menace  to  rings  and 
monopolists,  and  has  very  much  mitigated 
their  evil  action ;  because  those  who  exer- 
cise the  power  of  these  ring^  and  mono- 
polies know  that  if  they  oppress  their 
victims  too  much,  in  the  end  they  wUl 
resort  to  another  market  where  they 
have  no  power.  With  regard  to  the 
question  of  my  own  personal  interest, 
which  may  be  flung  in  my  face,  I  may 
say  that  the  market  which  is  now  in 
my  possession  was  opened  without  the 
slightest  hope  of  a  return  for  the  capital 
expended  upon  it,  and  while  I  ask  the 
pardon  of  the  House  for  entering  into  a 
personal  matter,  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
claim  that  what  I  have  spoken  on  this 
occasion  has  been  dictated  by  the  same 
motives  that  have  dictated  my  previous 
action  in  the  matter  of  the  food  supply 
of  London — viz.,  the  public  interest.  I 
beg  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name,  and  which  I  may 
explain  refers  solely  to  Bishopsgate 
Market,  a  new  market  which  the  Great 
Eastern  Railway  Company  seek  to  es- 
tablish within  200  or  300  yards  of  two 
other  markets,  which  are  ample  for  the 
purposes  of  the  locality. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  to 
leave  out  lines  1  to  14,  inclusive. — {Mr, 
Burd$tt-Coutts,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Me.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
I  will  detain  the  House  as  shortly  as  I 
possibly  can  in  putting  before  it  the 
points  which  have  induced  me  to  decide 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment,  although 
I  frankly  say  that  my  objection  applies 
both  to  Bishopsgate  and  Stratford  Mar- 
kets, and  the  whole  of  the  clauses 
which  affect  them.  I  think  that  the 
Railway  Company  are  ill-advised,  con- 
sidering the  beneficial  Amendments 
which  were  made  in  the  Bill  when  it 
was  first  brought  before  the  House,  in 
insisting  upon  the  Toll  Schedules  at  all ; 
because  if  they  did  not  claim  the  right 
of  levying  tolls  on  produce,  the  oppo- 
sition which  is  being  offered  to  the  JBill 
would  have  been  to  a  great  extent  dis- 
armed. It  is  unfortunate  that  while 
the  House  has  just  decided  to  ap- 
point a  Royal  Commission  for  the 
purpose  of  investigating  the  whole 
question,  and  the  opinion  has  been  ex- 
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pressed  with  unanimity  by  the  House 
that  all  tolls  shall  be  in  the  hands  of 
market  authorities ;  that  even  for  a 
limited  time  new  market  toll  rights 
should  be  granted  by  Statute  by  this 
House.  I  would  suggest  that  the  Great 
Eastern  Eailway  Company  should  make 
their  profits  in  a  proper  way — namely, 
as  common  carriers,  and  not  as  market 
keepers.  There  are  many  disadvantages 
connected  with  the  course  taken  by  the 
Great  Eastern  Bailway  Company,  and  a 
special  disadvantage  arises  in  this  case 
— namely,  that  the  tolls  have  in  the  past 
been  of  an  exorbitant  character — that 
they  have  been  imposed  under  a  Charter 
which  dates  back  for  some  centuries. 
The  railway  have  now  very  properly 
thrown  over  the  Charter  owners — at 
least,  as  far  as  this  Bill  is  concerned — 
but  I  do  not  know  whether  the  Com- 
pany have  any  private  agreement.  If 
they  have,  they  have  been  keeping  it 
to  themselves;  and  I  trust  that  the 
House  will  not  permit  them  to  derive  a 
toll  profit  at  all.  Unless  there  is  a  dis- 
tinct statement  from  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  as  to  these  tolls,  I  trust  that  the 
division  may  be  made  a  test  question  on 
the  whole  of  these  Market  Clauses,  and 
that  the  House  will  reject  them.  There 
is  another  difficulty,  how  to  meet  which 
is  not  clear  in  my  mind.  It  is  a  diffi- 
culty which  I  have  raised  in  the  House 
before.  In  a  statement  circulated  among 
Members  to-day,  the  Great  Eastern 
Bailway  Company  express  a  desire  to 
encourage  the  enterprise  of  the  occupiers 
of  small  farms  and  tho  small  growers  of 
garden  produce.  If  that  is  their  inten- 
tion, they  give  no  evidence  of  it  in  this 
Bill.  This  Bill  gi^es  them  powers  which 
Bailway  Companies  generally  exercise 
in  order  to  obtain  the  tonnage  which 
pays  them  best  on  conditions  which 
suit  them  most,  and  it  will  suit  them 
most  to  maintain  a  large  and  a  regular 
through  traffic  with  through  rates,  and 
if  possible,  preferential  rates  to  foreign 
growers  at  the  expense  of  the  home 
growers,  which  is  acting  directly  in  the 
teeth  of  the  decision  of  the  House  the 
other  day.  I  understand  that  the  object 
of  the  House  in  that  decision  was  to 
restrict,  as  far  as  possible,  the  action  of 
the  middleman  between  the  grower  and 
the  market.  It  is  impossible  to  suppose 
that  a  Bailway  Company  will  atford 
facilities  to  small  growers  unless  there 
is  something  to  impose  that  obligation 


upon  them.  Their  disposition  is  to  take 
from  the  middleman  large  quantities  of 
produce,  which  are  easily  received,  and 
convey  them  for  long  distances,  and  in 
that  way  to  handicap  the  smaller 
growers,  whom  it  is  the  object  of  the 
House  to  encourage.  There  is  a  diffi- 
culty which  I  do  not  understand,  unless 
it  arises  from  some  desire  to  consult  the 
interest  of  the  Charter  owners.  By 
Clause  63  of  the  Bill  it  is  provided  that 
road  and  rail  traffic  shall,  as  far  as 
Stratford  Market  is  concerned,  be  treated 
on  an  equality;  but  there  is  no  provi- 
sion for  the  admission  of  road  produce  to 
Bishopsgate  at  all,  so  that  if  the  House 
passes  this  Bill,  it  will  drive  the  un- 
fortunate growers  who  are  near  London 
entirely  into  the  hands  of  the  Charter 
owner,  whose  rights  are  about  to  be  in- 
quired into,  and  against  all  these  Char- 
ter rights  the  House  expressed  a  strong 
opinion  upon  the  Motion  which  I  moved. 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  decent  on  my 
part  to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
any  further  on  a  Private  Bill ;  but  I  do 
ask  the  House  not  to  consent  to  give  to 
this  Bailway  Company  a  statutory  right 
to  levy  tolls  which  cannot  be  necessary 
for  them.  Their  profits  ought  to  be  made 
out  of  the  ordinary  work  which  Bailway 
Companies  undertake  to  perform  as  com- 
mon carriers.  Although  it  is  perfectly 
true,  and  I  thank  the  Government  for  it, 
that  we  have  a  clause  by  which,  when 
Local  Authority  takes  over  this  market, 
there  is  to  be  no  claim  for  compensation. 
I  regret  very  much  that  these  Market 
Clauses  should  appear  in  the  Bill  at  all. 
I  think  we  ought  also  to  feel  indebted 
to  the  Committee  and  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  for  the  efforts  they  have 
made  to  look  after  the  interests  of  the 
home  growers,  seeing  that  it  is  so  much 
to  the  interest  of  the  Bailway  Com- 
pany to  carry  large  quantities  for  the 
middlemen  rather  than  small  quantities 
for  the  producer  who  consigns  them 
straight  to  the  consumer.  I  entreat  the 
House  not  to  give  to  this  Bailway  Com- 
pany the  large  powers  which  they  now 
seek 

Mb.  HANBUBY  (Preston) :  Although 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Westminster  (Mr.  Burdett-Coutts)  only 
refers  to  one  market — namely,  that  at 
Bishopsgate,  practically  this  discussion 
will  deal  with  them  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaueh) 
has  suggested.    I  admit  at  once  that 
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the  queslion  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  raised,  as  to  tolls,  is  a  very  im- 
portant one  indeed.  The  principle  on 
which  the  Committee  went  was  that  the 
tolls  levied  at  these  markets  should  be 
lower  than  any  other  tolls  at  any  other 
market  in  London.  I  think  that  that 
was  safeguarding  the  rights  of  the 
public  to  a  very  considerable  extent. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  Did  the  Com- 
mittee have  any  evidence  that  the  tolls 
are  lower  ? 

Mr.  HANBURY  :  Yes  ;  there  was  a 
good  deal  of  evidence  to  that  effect,  and  I 
believe  that  the  Great  Eastern  Railway 
Company  are  willing  that  the  tolls 
levied  in  these  markets  should  be  lower 
than  those  levied  in  any  other  market 
in  London.  As  to  foreign  produce,  I 
sympathize  thoroughly  with  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  with  respect  to 
preferential  rates  for  foreign  pro- 
duce ;  but,  unfortunately,  it  was  a 
question  of  rates  with  which  the  Com- 
mittee have  no  power  to  deal  in  a  Bill  of 
this  sort.  The  same  remark  applies  to 
the  encouragement  of  the  small  pro- 
ducers. Unfortunately  their  case  also 
was  not  one  for  the  Committee  to  deal 
with ;  but  I  should  have  thought  that 
there  were  sufficient  powers  in  the  hands 
of  the  Railway  Commissioners  to  see 
that  the  small  producers  are  put  on  the 
same  footing  as  the  large.  Then,  as  to 
the  road-borne  traffic,  there  again  the 
hon.  Member  has  raised  what  at  first 
sight  may  seem  to  be  a  grievance  ;  but 
Bishopsgato  Market  is  in  a  peculiar 
position.  In  the  first  place,  there  are  two 
road-borne  markets  within  400  yards  of 
it  on  each  side,  and  therefore  there  is 
not  the  same  necessity  for  a  road-borne 
market  as  there  is  for  a  rail-borne 
market.  On  the  other  hand,  the  Com- 
mittee were  most  anxious,  if  it  could  be 
established,  to  see  a  fair  road-borne 
market ;  but  in  regard  to  Bishopsgate 
Market  we  found,  that  although  a  large 
market  itself,  the  purchasers  are  small 
purchasers,  and  that  it  is  impossible  to 
constitute  it  both  a  rail-borne  and  a 
road^borne  market  at  the  same  time. 
There  were  some  other  reasons  why  it 
was  not  constituted  a  road -borne 
market.  I  would  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  to  recollect  that 
while  we  had  to  consider  the  interests  of 
the  public,  wo  had  also  to  fight  the 
monopolists  of  the  markets  at  the  pre- 
sentmoment.  The  hon.  Member  for  West- 
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minster,  in  the  beginning  of  his  speech, 
said  he  was  afraid  that  the  Bill  was 
practically  introducing  the  new  principle 
of  allowing  a  Railway  Company  to  hold 
a  market.  The  hon.  Gentleman  got  a 
Bill  passed  through  this  House  making 
him  the  owner  of  a  railroad  also. 

Me.  BURDETT-COUTTS  :  I  am 
sure  the  hon.  Member  would  not  wish 
to  misrepresent  me.  I  got  no  Bill  to 
make  myself  the  owner  of  a  railway 
anywhere.  The  Bill  I  got  was  one  to 
make  myself  the  owner  of  tram  lines, 
and  put  myself  in  communication  with 
the  railway  ;  but  the  whole  point  of  my 
enterprise  was  that  it  was  to  put  me 
in  communication  with  all  the  railroads 
of  England,  and  therefore  secure  perfect 
competition  of  rates  and  charges  to  the 
market — a  very  different  thing  from  one 
big  railway  line  controlling  a  market. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  It  was  some- 
thing more  than  a  tramway,  for  it  was 
in  actual  connection  with  the  line,  and 
the  trains  of  the  North -Western  Rail- 
way ran  over  it.  We  have  been  told 
over  and  over  a^ain  that  there  is  not  a 
single  line  which  runs  into  his  market 
which  cannot  also  run  into  this  market 
at  Bishopsgate.  We  talk  as  if  it  were 
a  new  proposal  to  open  a  market  at 
Bishopsgate  at  all ;  but,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  in  1883  Parliament  allowed  a 
market  for  fish  and  meat  to  be  estab- 
lished at  Bishopsgate,  but  it  was  not 
allowed  to  be  a  market  for  vegetables, 
and  for  this  reason — it  was  because 
there  was  a  very  great  monopoly  at 
Spitalfields  Market,  where  the  owner  of 
the  market  was  enabled,  under  an 
old  Charter  of  King  James  II.,  when 
the  population  of  London  was  a  hundred 
fold  less  then  it  is  now,  to  prevent  any- 
body, within  six  miles,  from  selling  any 
vegetables  at  all.  That  was  a  mon- 
strous monopoly;  but  it  existed.  You 
have  the  fact  that  the  Committee  having 
broken  down  that  monopoly  there  is  no 
disposition  that  Stratford  Market  should 
be  discontinued.  Not  a  man  came  be- 
fore the  Committee  to  say  he  wanted  the 
market  discontinued.  But  what  was  the 
whole  argument  of  those  who  opposed 
the  continuance  of  the  market  at 
Bishopsgate  ?  Why  that  Stratford 
Market  had  been  going  on  for  the  last 
seven  years,  and  was  under  no  Parlia- 
mentary powers,  and  therefore  was 
illegal,  and  the  salesmen  at  Stratford, 
and  the  West  Ham  Corporation,  if  tha 
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Great  Eastern  authorities  did  not  do 
their  bidding  exactly,  and  carry  on  the 
market  as  they  wanted,  could  come 
against  them  with  an  injunction  and 
say — **  We  will  shut  up  your  market  al- 
together." Here,  then,  you  have  the 
fact  that  they  wish  this  market  to  be 
continued,  and  the  only  opposition  to 
our  powers  is  on  the  part  of  those  men 
who  wish  to  have  entirely  the  whip 
hands  of  the  G-reat  Eastern  Railway 
Company.  I  do  not  believe  Parliament 
would  wish  that  the  Hailway  Company 
should  bo  put  any  longer  in  this  position 
of  having  a  market  which  anybody  could 
close  at  once  by  an  injunction.  It  is 
much  more  straightforward  and  honest 
to  come  before  this  House,  and  frankly 
ask  to  have  market  powers  given  to 
them.  Then,  I  say,  if  they  are  entitled 
to  have  a  market  at  Bishopsgate  for  fish 
and  meat,  how  much  more  necessary  is 
it  to  have  a  market  for  vegetables,  for 
what  is  the  condition  of  things  at  pre- 
sent? 

Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS  :  The  Great 
Eastern  have  no  market  rights  at  all, 
and  never  had.  They  simply  have  a 
power  to  open  shops. 

Mr.  HANBURY:  Take  the  poor 
of  the  East  End;  they  are  dependent 
almost  entirely  for  vegetables  on  those 
which  are  brought  by  road.  Well, 
we  know  how  the  area  of  London  is 
extending;  how  great  districts,  like 
South  Kensington  for  instance,  are 
now  completely  transformed  by  build- 
ings. It  is  all  the  more  necessary 
that  London  should  be  supplied  with 
vegetables  from  a  great  distance.  A 
great  deal  of  the  opposition  springs  from 
those  who  bring  road-borne  produce  to 
market ;  but  it  is  for  the  interests  of  the 
public  that  they  should  have  good, 
sound,  healthy  vegetables  brought  for 
them  by  rail.  But  that  cannot  be  done 
at  present,  because  there  are  no  markets 
at  the  railway  stations,  and  the  vege- 
tables are  much  damaged  by  being  trans- 
ferred from  the  railway  trucks  to  the 
ordinary  markets.  Therefore,  I  believe 
the  Railway  Company  are  doing  good 
to  the  public  and  to  the  poor  by  this 
proposal,  which  would  enable  them  to 
get  their  vegetables  without  all  this 
friction  and  transference.  Then,  I  ask, 
is  this  a  time,  when  the  agricultural 
districts  are  suffering  so  severely, 
when  the  farmers  do  not  know  which 
way  to   turn  in  order  to  make    both 
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ends  meet,  to  refuse  what  is  asked  ^ 
Surely  it  would  be  well  for  the  farmersi 
and  those  who  depend  upon  them,  that 
markets  should  be  open  to  them  in 
London,  so  that  they  might  send  their 
produce  there.  Mr.  Clare  Sewell  Read, 
who  is  a  great  authority  on  such  a  sub- 
ject, said,  when  he  was  examined  before 
the  Committee,  that  it  was  a  matter  of 
life  or  death  to  the  f  armfers  of  Norfolk 
and  Suffolk  that  they  should  have  a 
market  to  send  to.  As  to  the  Local 
Authorities,  and  their  right  to  establish 
markets,  the  Bill  was  opposed  by  the 
Local  Authorities,  who  thought  that  if 
they  had  powers  for  markets  of  their 
own,  it  would  be  better.  But  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  has  settled  that  matter  by 
providing  that  there  shall  be  no  inter- 
ference with  the  powers  of  the  Local 
Authorities— that  if  the  Bill  is  passed, 
the  Local  Authorities  shall  not  have  to 
fight  the  battle  over  again  with  the  mono- 
polists, and  that  it  will  be  easier  for 
them,  and  a  positive  advantage  to  them, 
that  the  Bill  should  have  been  passed. 
Now,  there  is  one  other  point  to  which 
I  wish  specially  to  direct  attention,  and 
it  arises  out  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  Burdett- 
Coutts).  If  he  is  the  owner  of  a  rival 
market,  I  do  not  say  that  he  has  not  a 
right  to  attend  to  his  own  private  inte- 
rests in  this  House ;  but  I  do  say  this — 
that  we  must  look  at  Columbia  Market 
and  the  position  it  occupies.  It  was  ori- 
ginally carried  on  on  purely  philan- 
thropic principles;  and,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
that  it  was  about  as  dead  a  failure  as 
ever  there  was  in  this  world.  But  since 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  has 
come  into  connection  with  that  market, 
he  has  conducted  it  very  wisely  indeed 
on  purely  commercial  principles. 

Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS:  How? 

Mr.  HANBURY:  Well,  in  the  first 
place,  he  has  power  to  raise  very  heavy 
tolls  indeed — tolls  very  much  in  excess 
of  anything  to  be  levied  under  this 
Bill. 

Mr.  BURDETT-COUTTS :  I  beg  to 
say  that  no  tolls  of  any  kind  have  ever 
been  charged  in  Columbia  Market.  The 
hon.  Member  began  to  describe  how  I 
am  conducting  the  market  at  present. 
What  have  these  old  latent  powers  to 
do  with  that  ? 

Mr.  HANBURY :  No,  I  dare  say  not ; 
but  we  have  no  guarantee  that  they  will 
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not  be.  The  tolls  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  power  to  raise  are  greater  than 
at  any  other  market  in  London.  Now, 
I  do  not  wish  to  trust  to  anybody's 
philanthropy.  I  look  at  the  fact,  and 
the  fact  is  that  the  tolls  which  may  be 
levied  there  are  much  greater  than  any- 
thing we  ask  for.  Then,  again,  Columbia 
Market,  magnificent  as  it  is — and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  people  and  the 
poor  of  London  owe  a  vast  debt  of 
ffratitude  to  the  lady  who  established 
it ;  but,  fine  as  it  is,  it  is  small  and 
limited  in  area,  and  is  not  fit  for  a 
wholesale  market  in  any  sense  of  the 
word. 

Mr.  BURDETT-CqUTTS :  It  has 
large  powers  of  extension. 

Me.  HANBURY  :  I  am  talking  of  it 
as  it  exists  at  the  present  moment.  I 
say  it  is  not  fit  for  a  wholesale  market 
as  it  stands.  The  hon.  Member  for  West- 
minster says  he  is  the  owner  of  railway 
communication.  Well,  if  that  is  the 
case,  I  do  not  see  how  he  is  entitled  to 
oppose  another  railway  which  would  let 
into  another  market  as  many  railroads 
as  are  admitted  into  Columbia  Market. 

Mr.  BUHDETT  -COUTTS:  The 
Great  Eastern  won't  let  any  other  line 
into  their  market. 

Mr.  HANBURY :  But  how  far  have 
we  met  him?  We  recognize  that  it 
would  be  grossly  unfair,  after  all 
he  has  done  for  Columbia  Market, 
and  after  he  has  got  powers  to  estab- 
lish railway  communication,  to  let  the 
Great  Eastern  Railway  Company  come 
in  at  once  as  a  rival  railway  market. 
It  was  represented  to  us  very  fairly,  that 
if  the  Great  Eastern  Railway  Company 
were  to  establish  their  market  at  once  it 
would  get  a  monopoly,  and  the  hon. 
Member  would  start  under  great  diffi- 
culties. But  what  did  we  do  ?  We  in- 
serted a  clause  which  provided,  that  if 
the  hon.  Member  did  use  the  powers  ho 
obtained  in  1885,  to  establish  a  railway 
market  within  a  reasonable  period,  the 
Great  Eastern  Railway  Company  should 
not  start  their  market  until  such  period, 
and  the  two  parties  should  then  start  on 
absolutely  fair  terms.  We  could  not 
have  done  more.  I  do  not  think  there 
are  any  other  points  which  it  is  necessary 
for  me  to  enter  into ;  but  I  do  maintain 
that  this  is  a  Bill  in  the  interests  of  the 
public,  and  we  certainly  want  to  see  the 
system  at  work — there  can  be  no  doubt 
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whatever  about  that.  I  think  the  objec  - 
tions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.Bradlaugh)  are  very  fair  and 
just,  and  should  be  provided  for  in  the 
JBill,  and  on  the  third  reading,  I  will  give 
him  my  support  upon  them — that  is,  so 
far  as  tolls  are  concerned,  and  making 
them  lower  than  those  of  any  other 
market  in  London.  Then.  I  think,  this 
Bill  and  these  markets  will  be  distinctly 
in  the  interests  of  the  public.  They  are 
in  the  interests  of  the  Local  Authorities 
who  wish  to  become  owners  of  markets. 
They  are  in  the  interests  of  the  farmers 
who  are  served  by  the  Great  Eastern 
Railway.  Finally,  they  are  essentially 
in  the  interests  of  the  poor  of  London, 
who  are  entitled  to  have  their  fresh  vege- 
tables where  they  can  get  them  best  and 
cheapest. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.):  I  have  listened  with  great 
attention  to  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury),  who 
has  constituted  himself  the  defender  of 
the  Railway  Company  in  this  House, 
and  I  undertake,  if  necessary,  to  prove 
in  a  very  few  words  the  truth  of  what  I 
say  in  opposition  to  his  view.     Now,  I 

have  a  right  to  be  heard  for  a  few  mo- 
ments upon  this  question. 

MR.LABqUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
I{rise  to  a  point  of  Procedure,  Sir.  I  claim 
to  move  that  the  Question  be  now  put. 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
having  made  that  Motion,  I  decline  to 
put  it. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  :  I  think 
the  House  ought  to  know  what  the  Rail- 
way Company  have  tried  to  do  for  years, 
and  what  it  is  that  they  propose  to  do  now. 
Their  station  atBishopsgate  is  within  300 
yards  of  the  Spitalfields  Market.  It  is 
a  market  which  receives  a  large  amount 
of  produce  carried  by  road,  and  also  a 
large  amount  carried  by  the  Great 
Eastern  Railway  Company;  and  when 
the  Great  Eastern  Railway  Company 
tried,  on  a  previous  occasion,  to  start 
this  Bishopsgate  Market,  we  opposed  it 
for  the  reason  that  they  would  have 
taken  away  all  the  railway- borne  business 
which  we  had  formed.  The  Railway 
Company  fought  the  question  through 
all  the  Courts  right  up  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  and  the  House  of  Lords  decided 
that  they  had  no  right.  The  Railway 
Company  during  theprogress  of  this  great 
suit  came  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
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and  asked  for  the  powers  at  Bishopsgate 
wluch  the  hon.  Member  the  defender  of 
the  Kailwaj  Company  (Mr.  Hanbury) 
has  just  given.  The  Bailway  Company 
did  not  get  them,  and  the  Committee  of 
that  day  marked  their  opinion  very 
strongly  by  giving  costs  against  the 
Bailway  Company.  That  is  a  very  rare 
thing  to  do,  and  shows  the  opinion  of 
the  then  Committee.  What  has  hap- 
pened since  ?  At  Stratford  they  have 
carried  on  their  business  without  having 
a  market  of  their  own,  and  the  owners 
of  Spitalfields  have  in  no  way  objected  ; 
but  they  have  objected  when  the  Com- 
pany has  tried  to  transfer  the  business 
of  Spitalfields  Market  to  Bishopsgate. 
The  Railway  Company  have  prevented 
most  of  the  growers  on  their  line  from 
sending  their  goods  to  London,  because 
they  have  charged  such  exorbitant  rates. 
They  admit  that,  for  they  themselves 
say  that  they  propose  to  reduce  their 
rates,  and  undertake  to  prove  that  it  is 
owing  to  the  high  rates  that  the  produce 
has  not  come.  All  that  has  come  has 
been  sent  to  Spitalfields  Market,  and  has 
been  sold  in  fair  competition  with  road- 
borne  produce.  What  does  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  want  them  to  do  ? 
When  this  Bill  was  brought  in  there 
were  no  Tolls  Clauses  in  it  at  all.  The 
Tolls  Clauses  were  a  subsequent  idea,  in- 
vented by  the  very  acute  solicitor  of  the 
Great  Eastern  Railway  Company.  It 
clearly  caused  the  scheduled  agreement 
to  be  rejected,  and  gave  the  Great 
Eastern  Railway  somebody  else's  pro- 
perty without  fair  compensation.  I 
will  put  it  to  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
whether  it  is  an  honest  thing  on  the 
part  of  the  Railway  Company  to  trans- 
fer most  of  the  business  of  the 
Spitalfields  Market  to  the  Great  Eastern 
Railway  Company  without  any  payment 
of  compensation  in  face  of  the  fact  that 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  every  other 
tribunal,  have  decided  that  they  have 
no  right  to  do  so  ?  I  ask  that  question, 
and  I  should  like  to  have  an  answer  to 
it.  When  you  remember  that  the  Com- 
mittee have  decided  to  postpone  the 
opeuiDg  of  the  market  for  18  months 
there  is  no  hurry,  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  will 
probably  have  his  Report  before  that 
time.  I  shall  support  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member ;  but  I  put  it  to  the  Mem- 


bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
say  whether  in  fact  it  is  at  all  likely 
that  the  public  will  have  any  greater 
convenience  from  the  transfer  of  the 
business  done  at  Columbia  and  Spital- 
fields Markets  to  the  Railway  Company. 
That  is  the  state  of  the  case,  and  I  hope 
the  House  will  not  approve  of  such  a 
proceeding.  I  therefore  trust  the  House 
will  not  agree  to  the  Bill  as  it  stands. 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  S.E.):  I 
should  like,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  make  a 
few  remarks  on  this  subject  entirely  in 
the  interests  of  my  constituents,  many 
of  whom  are  farmers  and  market  gar- 
deners in  the  Division  of  South  Essex 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  represent. 
The  House  has  heard  the  observation  of 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  to  the  effect  that 
the  people  of  West  Ham  will  be  disposed 
to  construct  a  market  of  their  own,  and 
that  will  have  the  effect  of  extinguishing 
the  market  of  the  Great  Eastern  Railway 
Company ;  but  I  venture  to  think  it  would 
not  do  us  the  least  good.  We  have  no 
influence  whatever  with  the  Corporation 
of  West  Ham ;  we  cannot  oblige  them 
to  start  a  market ;  and  we  are  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  the  Great  Eastern  Rail- 
way Company,  as  we  have  been  for 
seven  and  a-half  years.  Let  me  give 
the  House  some  reasons  why  we  do  not 
wish  to  be  left  without  a  market.  As 
things  are  at  present,  we  complain  of 
the  undue  preference  of  rates  and  tolls, 
particularly  in  the  case  of  what  are 
known  as  road-borne  goods;  and  I  would 
like  to  ask  hon.  Members  to  look  at 
Clause  63  of  the  Great  Eastern  Bill, 
which  states  that  no  undue  preference 
shall  be  shown  to  produce  borne  by  rail. 
I  venture  to  submit  that  that  sentence 
entirely  invalidates  the  whole  clause  and 
makes  it  a  bogus  clause.  At  the  end  of 
the  clause  it  is  suggested  that  the  deci- 
sion of  a  magistrate — if  the  parties  go  to 
law — shall  be  final.  But  the  magistrate 
would  have  no  power  over  the  Great 
Eastern  Railway  Company,  and  it  is  ab- 
surd to  suppose  that  the  gardeners  and 
small  farmers  whom  I  represent  would  be 
able  to  fight  a  powerful  Corporation  like 
the  Great  Eastern.  The  reason.  Sir,  why 
the  Great  Eastern  Railway  Company 
give  preferential  rates  and  charges,  and 
favour  railway-borne  over  road- borne 
produce  is  that  it  pays  them  better.  My 
constituents  are  men  who  have  horses 
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and  carts,  barrows  and  small  trucks,  and 
they  would  bring  their  produce  if  they 
could.  But  they  are  debarred  from  that, 
and  are  almost  crushed  out  of  existence. 
Another  reason  why  the  G-reat  Eastern 
Company  should  not  have  a  market  is 
that  they  would  be  the  landlords  of  the 
Stratford  Market,  and  the  salesmen 
there  would  be  their  three  months  ten- 
ants, and  they  would  use  their  influence 
with  these  salesmen  to  induce  them  to 
bring  their  produce  from  districts  fur- 
ther away  than  the  suburban  districts. 
The  produce  from  the  suburban  districts 
would  be  kept  back.  At  present  the  subur- 
ban produce  which  comes  at  12  o'clock  at 
night  is  retained  until  6  in  the  morning 
till  that  coming  from  the  Northern  Coun- 
ties of  England  can  also  be  brought  into 
the  market.    They  charge  10«.  a-ton  on 

gotatoes  going  from  a  distance  short  of 
outhend  to  the  Stratford  Market,  while 
at  the  same  time  they  charge  only  9«.  2d. 
per  ton  on  potatoes  from  Lincolnshire, 
which  is  four  times  as  far,  and  only  5s. 
a- ton  from  Southend,  which  is  10  miles 
further  than  the  district  they  charge  10«. 
from.  I  do  not  wish  to  trouble  the 
House  or  take  up  any  more  time ;  but  I 
would  suggest  to  hon.  Members  that  the 
Bailway  Companies  are  the  worst  pos- 
sible masters  of  markets,  for  they  use 
their  influence  in  the  interests  of  their 
shareholders  first,  and  only  secondly  in 
the  interests  of  producers  and  consumers. 
I  would  just  allude  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  the  other  day,  in  which  he 
said  that  the  effect  would  be  to  increase 
the  price  of  food  and  to  put  land  out  of 
cultivation.  That  is  what  is  being  done 
in  my  Division.  Land  is  going  out  of 
cultivation  because  these  men  cannot  get 
a  market.  If  this  Bill  passes  as  it  stands 
this  House  will  have  increased  the  price 
of  food,  and  it  will  be  against  the  in- 
terests  of  the  people  of  the  East  End 
and  of  the  small  farmers  and  labourers. 
The  matter  is  extremely  important  to 
the  men  whom  I  am  sent  here  to 
represent. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  (Liver- 
pool, West  Derby)  :  Perhaps,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  may  say  a  few  words  in  the 
hope  of  bringing  this  discussion  to  a 
speedy  close.  In  the  first  place,  I  would 
say  a  word  in    reply  to  the  hon.  and 

Sallant   Gentleman  who    has  just   sat 
own  (Major    Rasch).     He    says    the 
people  of  his  district  are  having  their 
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land  going  out  of  cultivation,  and  are 
unable  to  obtain  the  means  of  livelihood 
owing,  in  some  indirect  manner,  to  the 
influence  of  the  Stratford  Market.  The 
House  would  gather  that  that  market 
was  a  failure,  and  had  not  been  appre- 
ciated by  the  public,  but  what  are  the 
facts  ?  That  market  was  established  m 
1879,  and  opened  in  1880,  and  in  the 
first  year  5,100  tons  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce was  brought  into  the  market.  The 
amount  of  produce  had  increased  last 
year  from  5,100  tons  to  25,724  tons, 
making  a  total  tonnage  in  six  years  of 
102,493.  These  facts  speak  for  them- 
selves. It  is  idle  to  contend  that  the 
market  has  been  a  failure  in  any  sense, 
or  that  it  has  not  been  appreciated  by 
the  consumers  of  the  district  when  I 
quote  these  figures  to  the  House.  It 
has  been  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Westminster  (Mr.  Burdett-Coutts) 
that  we  are  monopolists.  Now,  he  was 
very  careful  to  avoid  bringing  any 
evidence  in  support  of  that  allegation. 
From  the  very  first  moment  we  endea- 
voured to  open  these  markets  we  have 
been  fighting  tooth  and  nail  against  the 
monopolists  of  the  district.  We  got 
powers  under  the  Act  of  1883,  which  in 
fact  established  a  market  at  Bishops- 
gate,  and  that  market  would  have 
succeeded  if  it  had  not  been  for  the 
opposition  of  one  of  the  monopolists  in 
the  person  of  the  hon.  Member  for  St. 
Pancras  (Sir  Julian  Goldsmid).  He 
obtained  under  his  rights  an  injunction 
against  us  as  regarded  the  continuance 
of  that  market.  We  fought  our  case  on 
behalf  of  the  public  in  every  Court  •  of 
Law  up  to  the  House  of  Lords,  and  in 
every  instance  the  decision  was  against 
us,  and  in  favour  of  the  monopolists. 
They  succeeded,  and  we  have  had  to 
shut  up  the  market  which  we  had 
opened  in  competition  with  that  of  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Westminster  is 
part  owner.  Now,  it  has  been  said  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  St. 
Pancras  (Sir  Julian  Goldsmid)  is  in  some 
respect  entitled  to  compensation.  We 
made  an  agreement  with  the  hon.  Baro- 
net and  his  co-owner,  which  agreement 
we  were  most  anxious  to  see  inserted  in 
the  Bill.  The  Committee  declined  to 
insert  any  such  provision ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  the  Great  Eastern  Railway 
Company  are  perfectly  willing  that  the 
decision  of  the  Courts  of  Law  should  be 
embodied  in  the  Bill  should  the  House 
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think  fit — they  are  quite  willing  to  in- 
sert a  clause  which  would  give  the  hon. 
Baronet  and  his  co-owner  the  same  ton- 
nage rights  they  would  have  possessed 
according  to  the  original  agreement  be- 
tween us  as  the  owners  of  Bishopsgate 
Market  and  themselves  as  owners  of 
SpitalBelds  Market,  so  long  as  the  former 
situation  continues  to  be  used  as  a  market. 
[Sir  Julian  Goldsmid  :  It  would  not  give 
them  to  me.]  Give  them  to  the  lessee 
of  the  hon.  Baronet.  Now,  as  regards 
Stratford  Market  we  are  in  a  perfectly 
different  condition.  The  market  rights 
which  it  is  contended  should  be  exercised 
at  Stratford  have  never  been  recognized 
by  any  Court  of  Law,  and,  therefore, 
looking  to  the  fact  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
obtained  a  Royal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  Market  Eights,  we  maintain  that 
any  agreement  we  were  willing  to  have 
entered  into  falls  to  the  ground.  Now 
that  that  agreement  has  been  rejected 
by  the  Committee  of  this  House  we  have 
nothing  further  to  do  with  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  has  very  fairly 
dealt  with  the  various  objections  he 
holds  with  regard  to  this  measure.  One 
is  the  alleged  differential  charge  be- 
tween rail  and  road  borne  traffic.  Now 
the  Bill  provides  most  careiully  against 
any  such  differential  charge  in  future, 
should  any  have  been  made  in  the  past, 
and  it  also  appoints  a  Stipendiary 
Magistrate,  as  has  been  alluded  to,  as 
the  arbiter  in  cases  of  difference,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Ham  (Mr. 
Forrest  Fulton)  proposes,  with  our  con- 
sent, to  insert  in  the  Bill  a  clause  im- 
posing a  penalty  upon  the  Company 
when  the  Stipendiary  Magistrate  should 
find  us  guilty  of  making  a  differential 
charge.  Further,  I  will  myself  give  a 
pledge  on  behalf  of  the  Company  that 
we  will  not  in  any  way  encourage  in  the 
Stratford  Market  rail  as  against  road- 
borne  traffic,  and  I  hope  that  assurance 
will  be  regarded  as  sufficient  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
Can  that  assurance  be  embodied  in  the 
Bill  ?  I  quite  accept  the  noble  Lord's 
assurance ;  but  some  future  Board  of 
Directors  might  not  think  themselves 
bound  by  it. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  :  I  quite 
agree  with  the  hon.  Member  that  we  are 
all  mortal;  and,  therefore,  it  would  be 
advisable  that  that  assurance  should  be 


embodied  in  the  Bill,  and  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  consent  to  its  embodiment  in 
the  Bill.  Well,  then,  there  is  the  objec- 
tion as  regards  the  small  occupiers.  I 
can  assure  the  hon.  Member  that,  so  far 
as  we  are  concerned,  we  do  not,  and 
never  have,  favoured  large  producers  as 
against  small  producers.  Nothing  of  the 
kind.  We  are  willing,  as  common 
carriers,  to  bring  to  market  all  that 
comes  within  our  net ;  it  is  not  our  inte- 
rest, as  a  Corporation,  to  do  anything 
which  will  prejudice  the  small  producers 
as  against  large  producers.  Now,  the 
matter  of  tolls  is  a  very  important  one. 
We  cannot  consent  altogether  to  give  up 
the  tolls  which  we  ask  for  in  this  Bill, 
and  for  this  reason — we  have  been  put 
to  very  large  capital  expense  in  estab- 
lishing this  market,  and  we  are  going 
to  incur  still  further  expense,  and  there 
is  every  day  the  out-goings  consequent 
upon  keeping  the  market  in  repair.  But 
I  will  give  this  undertaking — that,  under 
all  circumstances,  the  tolls  charged  by 
us  shall  be  less  than  the  tolls  charged  by 
any  other  market  in  London.  The  tolls 
charged  in  Columbia  Market  are  the 
highest  in  London,  though  I  quite  admit 
they  have  not  always  been  exercised. 

Mr.  BURDETT  -  COUTTS  (West- 
minster) :  I  pointed  out  that  they  had 
never  been  exercised.  I  cannot  help 
their  being  in  the  Act.  I  cannot  take 
them  out.  But  everything  I  have  done 
with  respect  to  Columbia  Market  has 
been  based  upon  the  assumption  that 
no  tolls  would  be  charged. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON :  I  quite 
admit  the  intentions  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber are  very  good ;  but,  as  I  observed 
before,  we  are  all  mortal,  and  that  what 
we  may  wish  to  do  at  the  present  time, 
we  may  be  compelled  not  to  do  at  another 
time. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  Do  I  understand 
the  noble  Lord  to  say  he  will  also  take 
care  that  that  undertaking  is  in  some 
formal  way  recorded  in  the  Bill  ? 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON :  H  it 
can  be  done.     ["Oh,  ohl'H 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  I  am  afraid 
that  if  I  am  to  withdraw  my  opposition, 
it  must  be  on  the  undertaking  that  some 
means  be  found  for  doing  it.  Lawyers 
are  very  clever,  and,  I  t£ank,  will  have 
no  difficulty  in  framing  words  to  cover 
the  undertaking. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON :  I  put 
it  in  this  way— if  it  can  be  done,  it 
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shall  be  done.  I  am  not  a  lawyer,  and 
I  cannot  speak  definitely  on  the  point ; 
but  I  imagine  it  can  be  done. 

Me.  BRADLAUQH  :  I  think  I  can 
help  your  legal  advisers  in  the  matter. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON :  If  the 
hon.  Member  will  give  us  the  benefit  of 
his  assistance,  I  am  sure  we  shall  readily 
accept  it.  Now,  I  think  I  have  answered 
the  main  objections  to  this  Bill.  The 
House,  I  am  sure,  will  understand  that 
we  possess  no  monopoly  whatever.  The 
Bill  provides  that  any  other  market 
authority  may  be  established  next  door 
to  us,  or  opposite  to  us.  We  have  no 
right  whatever  given  by  tbis  Bill,  which 
prevents  another  market  being  set  up. 
We  are  not  monopolists ;  but  we  are 
fighting  against  monopoly,  and  I  trust 
that,  under  these  circumstances,  the 
House  will  assent  to  the  adoption  of  this 
Bill. 

Me.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
will  not  occupy  the  House  very  long.  I 
think  that  we  on  this  side  of  the  House 
occupy  on  this  occasion  the  position  of  a 
jury  so  to  speak.  We  have  no  prejudice 
one  way  or  the  other;  and,  therefore, 
are  in  a  position  to  give  an  unbiased 
opinion.  As  far  as  I  have  been  able  to 
make  out,  a  good  deal  of  extraneous 
matter  has  been  introduced  by  hon. 
Members— by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Claud  Hamilton),  for  instance,  when  he 
said  the  exertions  of  Bail  way  Companies 
are  made  oh  behalf  of  the  public ;  and 
also  by  some  of  those  who  preceded  him, 
when  they  said  that  they  acted  on  behalf 
of  the  consumers.  I  think  neither  of 
these  positions  can  be  fairly  taken  up  by 
Companies  in  the  present  day.  We  must 
admit  that  most  hon.  Members  who  ad- 
dress the  House  are,  in  their  remarks, 
actuated  a  good  deal  by  their  own  self- 
interests,  and  that  we  are,  as  a  House, 
to  look  upon  matters  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  public  interest,  or  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  greatest  good.  I 
wish  also  to  say  distinctly  that,  so  far  as 
vested  rights,  upon  which  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet (Sir  Julian  Goldsmid)  has  par- 
ticularly based  his  speech,  are  concerned, 
vested  interests  are  capable  of  indefinite 
extension.  Considering  that  vested  rights 
in  tbis  case  have  not  been  very  clearly 
put  forward,  we  can  scarcely  hold  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  has  made  out  a  case. 
The  great  question  involved  in  this  mat- 
ter is  whether  or  not  market  rights  can 
safely  be  entrusted,  under  the  conditions 
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laid  down  in  this  Bill,  to  a  Railway  Com- 
pany.    With  regard  it  the  locality  in 
question,  I  am  distinctly  of  opinion  that 
the  consumers  will  get  no  benefit  what- 
ever from  the  establishment  of  the  pro- 
posed market.     The  consumers  will  have 
to  pay  the  same,  whether  they  buy  in 
this  market,  or  in  the  market  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Burdett-Coutts)  who  moved 
the  Amendment.     The  producers  will, 
however,  obtain  some  benefit;  and,  there- 
fore, I  think  that  upon  that  ground  there 
is  something  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the 
Hallway  Company.    Then,  let  me  regard 
the  matter  from  another  point  of  view 
entirely.     We  have,  unfortunately,  very 
large  tracts  of  land  in  Ireland  unsup- 
plied  with  market  accommodation.     In 
the  absence  of  Local  Authorities  capable 
of  establishing  markets,  there  is  no  one 
but    Bailway    Companies    to  establish 
markets.      There    are    many    railway 
schemes  projected,  extending  into  the 
far  West.    It  is  impossible  to  carry  a 
line  through  overy  village  around  the 
coast ;  but  it  is  quite  possible  to  carry  a 
line  to  a  district  central  to  a  large  num- 
ber of  villages  in  the  West,  which  at  pre- 
sent are  mere  places  of  barter.     I  shall 
certainly  vote  in  favour  of  a  Eailway 
Company  having  the  right  to  establish  a 
market.     So  far  as  the  debate  has  gone, 
the  question  involved  seems  to  be  whether 
Bailway  Companies  can  be  trusted  with 
market  rights.     One  Member  who  op- 
posed this  Bill  in  a  very  able  speech,  did 
so  upon  the  ground  that  this  particular 
Eailway  Company  was  not  to  be  trusted. 
Now,  I  understand  that  this  Bill  has 
been  considered  by  and  approved  by  a 
Committee  of  this  House ;  and  I  think 
that  unless  a  most  overwhelming  case 
can  be  made  out,  it  would  be  a  monstrous 
thing  for  us  to  overturn  the  decision  of 
our  Committee. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SORY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  House.  I  think 
this  question  has  now  been  completely 
debated,  and  that  we  may  well  come  to  a 
decision  upon  it.  I  appeal  to  the  House  to 
come  to  a  decision  without  further  delay. 

Me.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) : 
Perhaps,  by  the  indulgence  of  the  House, 
I  may  be  permitted  to  say  that  I  have 
received  most  satisfactory  assurances  on 
every  point  which  has  been  raised,  and 
an  undertaking  to  embody  these  as- 
surances in  the  Bill  when  it  goes  to 
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"  another  place."  Therefore  I  and  my 
hon.  Friends  will  oflPer  no  further  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill. 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  think  it 
is  as  well  io  point  out  to  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  that  when  nearly  three- 
quarters  of  an  hour  ago  we  moved  the 
closure  from  these  Benches,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  no  sign  of  assent- 
ing to  it.  I,  therefore,  do  not  see  that 
he  has  much  cause  to  complain  of  the 
length  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  As  both  Bishopsgate  and  Colum- 
bia Markets  are  situated  in  my  constitu- 
ency, perhaps,  by  the  kind  indulgence 
of  the  House,  I  may,  even  after  the  ex- 
postulation of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, say  a  few  words  on  this  question. 
I  want,  in  the  first  place,  to  meet  the 
challenge  which  was  thrown  out  by  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Claud  Hamilton).  The 
noble  Lord  endeavoured  to  represent  the 
Company  with  which   he  is  intimately 
counected  as  fighting  against  monopolies, 
and  he  challenged  us  to  bring  forward  a 
single  particle  of  evidence  which  would 
exhibit  them  in  a  different  character. 
Sir,  I  take  up  the  challenge  which  the 
noble  Lord  threw  down.    As  this  Bill 
was  originally  introduced  in  the  House 
there  was  appended  to  it  an  agreement 
between  this  Company  and  Mr.  Horner, 
the  lessee  of  Spitalfields  Market,  and  in 
that   agreement  there  was  one  clause 
which  particularly  struck  my  attention. 
It  was  to  this  effect — that  six  of    the 
tenants  of  Spitalfields  Market  should 
always  have  a  prior  right  of  holding  in 
the   new   market  to  be  established   at 
Bishopsgate.      Now,  I  ask  the  House 
whether  you  could  have  a  provision  more 
admirably  adapted  to  form  the  nucleus 
of  one  of  those  food-rings  from  which 
the  population  of   this    Metropolis  so 
grievously  suffer?    One  great  objection 
to   the   establishment  of  a  market  at 
Bishopsgate  consists  in  this — that  land- 
borne   produce  is  absolutely  excluded 
from  the  market.     I  need  not  enlarge, 
for  other  speakers  have  done  so,  upon 
the  grievous  injury  which  this  provision 
would  inflict  upon  the  small  producers 
whom  we  are  all  most  anxious  to  encou- 
rage.    But  I  think  I  may  perhaps  be 
permitted  to  point  out  what  seems  to  me 
the  greatest  inconsistency  in  the  conclu- 
sions of  the  Committee  in  regard  to  this 
miatter.    So  far  as  the  Stratford  Market 


is  concerned,  they  have  stipulated,  and 
rightly  stipulated,  that  land-borne  pro- 
duce and  rail-borne  produce  should  be 
treated  upon  exactly  equal  terms  ;  but, 
Sir,  what  greater  inequality  can  there 
possibly  be  than  the  absolute  exclusion  of 
land-borne  produce  from  the  Bishopsgate 
Market.   Although  I  would  not  say  that 
the  Committee  have  strained  at  a  ^at 
with  regard  to  Stratford  Market,  I  main- 
tain they  have  certainly  swallowed  the 
camel  with  regard  to  Bishopsgate  Market. 
I  quite  admit  that  Bishopsgate  Market 
is,  by  its  nature  and  its  surroundings, 
absolutely  disqualified  for  the  admission 
of  land-borne  produce,  but  that  seems  to 
me  to  be  a  reason,  not  for  disposing  of 
an  essential  condition,  but  simply  for 
looking  elsewhere  for  the  site  for  your 
market.     Of   all    individuals,  or    Cor- 
porations, which  might  be  constituted 
market  authorities,  it  seems  to  me  that 
a  Kailway  Company  is  the  worst.  Now, 
it  has  been  said  that  this  is  not  a  fa- 
vourable and  opportune  time  for  coming 
to  this  House  and  asking  for  new  market 
powers.  That  is  obvious.  I  do  not  know 
that  it  has  been  ever  impressed  upon  the 
House  that  there  is  really  any  occasion 
for  hurry.     There  is  no  need  why  we 
should  come  to  a  decision  upon  the  point 
at  the  present  time.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  dwelt,  and  I 
thought  rather  irrelevantly,  on  the  ar- 
gument advanced  from  this  side  of  the 
House  upon  the  desirability  of  extend- 
ing market    accommodation ;    but  the 
effect  of  passing  this  Bill  will  not  be 
immediately  to  extend  the  market  ac- 
commodation of  Loudon.     So  far  as  the 
Stratford  Market  is  concerned,  you  have 
had  a  market  open  there  for  eight  years, 
and  without  Parliamentary  powers,  and 
there  is  no  doubt  that  the  market  will 
continue.   So  far  as  Bishopsgate  Market 
is  concerned,  I  may  point  out  it  is  not 
proposed  to  give  to  the  Great  Eastern 
Kailway  Company  power  to  open  the 
market  at  Bishopsgate  at  once,  but  only 
after  the  expiration  of  18  months  from 
the  passing  of  the    Bill.     Well,  Sir, 
within  18  months  of  the  passing  of  the 
Bill  it  is  probable  that  we  shall  have 
the  Heport  of  the  Commissioners  who 
have  been  appointed  to  consider  the 
whole  question  of  market  rights ;  and  I 
do  therefore  ask  the  House  to  wait  until 
they  can  decide  this  question  by  the 
light  of   the   iuformatiou    which    the 
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Commissioners  will  give  them,  and  by 
the  aid  of  the  recommendations  which 
the  Commissioners  will  make. 

Me.  p.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N.) :  As 
I  had  the  honour  of  serving  on  the 
Committee,  I  am  anxious  to  say  a  few 
words  with  reference  to  the  Motion  now 
before  the    House.      The  remark  has 
been  made  more  than  once  that  the  pro- 
ceeditigs  of  Committees  on  Private  Bills 
are  always  fairly  and  honourably  con- 
ducted, inasmuch  as  politics  do  not  enter 
into  the  minds  of  the  Members  forming 
the  Committee.     Now,  Sir,  I  can  bear 
testimony  to  the  manner  in  which  this 
Committee  discharged  its  duties.    I  be- 
lieve that  no  two  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee were  perfectly  in  accord  as  re- 
gards politics ;  but  I  am  forced  to  say 
that  we  were  practically  unanimous  in 
the  decision  we  came  to.     I  say  prac- 
tically, Sir,  because  it  was  only  on  one 
small  point  that  we  differed.     We  de- 
voted something  like  21  or  22  days  to 
the  consideration  of  the  question  ;   we 
examined    numberless    witnesses,    and 
considered  the  case  in  all  its  bearings. 
We  had  an  opportunity  of  testing  the 
value  of  the  evidence  given  ua,  and  we 
availed  ourselves  of  it  more  fully,  pos- 
sibly, than  is  generally  done.     It  lias 
also  been  said   more    than  once  that 
monopolies  should    not  be  allowed  to 
exist.     Why,  the  first  consideration  of 
our    Committee  was    to    break    down 
monopolies.     Two  or  three  monopolies 
were   installed   before   us,  and  we  at 
once  resolved   that   anything   that  lay 
in  our  power  in  the  way  of  breaking 
down  monopolies  should  be  done.     We 
did,  Sir,  in  one  case,  endeavour  to  break 
down  a  monopoly,   and   that  was   the 
monopoly  of  Spitalfields    Market,    the 
Charter  of  which  was]  granted,  I  think, 
in  the  reign  of  James  II.     I  myself  put 
a  question  to  the  present  lessee  of  that 
market.     I  asked  him  if  a  line  of  carts 
extended  six  miles   from   the  market, 
would  he  claim  to  levy  toll  on  all  the 
carts,  and  his  answer  was  that  he  cer- 
tainly should,  if  the  line  was  unbroken. 
The  House  will  agree  with  me  that  it  is 
monstrous  that  the  lessee  of  the  market 
should  have  the  right  to  levy  toll  over 
an  area  of  six  miles  radius.     Now,  the 
considerations  we  took  into  account  were, 
firstly,  the  requirements  of  the  poor  and 
increasing  population  of  the  East  End ; 
secondly,  the   agricultural  interests  of 
the  Eastern  portion  of  England— we 

Jtfr,  Pickersgill 


very  anxiously  considered!  the  require- 
ments of  the  local  growe.s  around  Lon- 
don, particularly  in  the  Eastern  Counties, 
so  as  to  give  at  least  equal  and  full  faci- 
lities to  the  road-borne  produce  as  to 
the  rail-borne  produce ;  thirdly,  the 
facilities  of  supplying  the  large  and  in- 
creasing population  of  the  Metropolis; 
and  fourthly,  the  desirability  of  re- 
ducing the  price  of  food,  and  the  rates 
of  carriage  which  the  Railway  Com- 
pany charge.  On  all  these  matters  we 
were  thoroughly  and  fully  agreed.  I 
am  pleased  that  the  objections  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  have  been  readily  met  by 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill.  Under  the 
circumstances,  I  think  the  House  will 
agree  with  me  that  the  Committee  came 
to  the  right  conclusion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Amendments  made. 

Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 

QUESTIONS. 

WAR  OFFICE— ARMY  ABROAD  AND  IN 
INDIA— AUDIT  OF  ACCOUNTS. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
accounts  of  the  Army  abroad  and  India 
are  audited  every  month,  while  those  of 
the  Army  at  home  are  only  audited  half 
yearly ;  and,  in  such  case,  what  is  the 
reason  for  the  distinction;  and,  if  he 
will  consider  whether  a  monthly  audit 
would  be  advantageous  to  financial  con- 
trol in  the  public  interest,  as  well  as 
more  satisfactory  to  the  officers  of  the 
Army  Pay  Department  ? 

Thb  FINANCIAL  SEOEETAEY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said : 
In  reply  to  this  Question,  I  have  to  say 
that  i  am  quite  of  opinion  that  a  monthly 
audit  of  accounts  is  preferable  on  many 
grounds;  and  I  am  now  considering 
a  scheme  by  which  it  may  be  arrived 
at  without  causing  additional  charge 
against  the  public. 

WAR    OFFICE— COMPENSATION     TO 
CERTAIN  SENIOR  MAJORS. 

General  Sir  WILLI  AM  CROSSMAN 
(Portsmouth)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  he  will  take 
into  consideration  the  claims  for  com- 


705 


law  and  Jtuiice  {Mat  20,  1887} 


(^Ireland). 


706 


pensation,  ia  some  way  or  other,  of 
those  senior  Majors  in  the  Army,  very 
few  of  whom  remain,  who  attained  the 
rank  of  Captain  before  the  abolition  of 
purchase,  and  who,  owing  to  the  issue 
of  the  Eoyal  Warrant  of  Ist  January, 
1887,  have  lost  the  chance  of  early  pro- 
motion, and  many  of  whom  will  pro- 
bably have  to  retire  on  account  of  age 
before  attaining  the  rank  of  substantive 
Lieutenant  Colonel ;  and,  whether  it  is 
the  fact  that  those  few  officers  who  con- 
sequently do  not  attain  the  rank  of  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  will  lose  at  least  £50  per 
year  pension  ? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETAEY, 
WAE  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said  : 
A  certain  number  of  Majors  will  have 
their  chances  of  promotion  impaired  by 
the  reduction  in  regimental  establish- 
ments ;  but  I  cannot  admit  any  claim  to 
compensation  arising  on  such  grounds. 
The  original  Warrant  of  1877,  which 
brought  in  compulsory  retirement,  made 
a  liberal  provision  for  compensating 
what  were  then  looked  upon,  perhaps 
justly,  as  the  vested  rights  of  purchase 
officers;  but  in  the  preamble  of  that 
Warrant,  and  of  every  subsequent  War- 
rant on  Promotion  and  Retirement,  it 
was  clearly  stipulated  that  no  future 
claim  should  arise  for  compensation  in 
regard  to  any  promotion  or  pension 
which  might  be  affected  by  any  Warrant 
or  change  of  regulation  issued  there- 
after. This  I  must  adhere  to  as  a 
general  principle ;  and,  as  regards  this 
particular  case,  I  may  point  out  that 
before  the  changes  of  establishment 
made  in  1881  there  was  only  one  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  in  a  regiment  of  Cavalry 
or  battalion  of  Infantry,  so  that  the  pre- 
sent senior  Major  would,  but  for  that 
change,  have  been  the  second  Major,  with 
only  one  officer  in  the  rank  next  above 
him. 

WAR    OFFICE— REGIMENTAL    TRANS- 
PORT    AT    ALDERSHOT  —  GENERAL 
SERVICE  WAGONS. 
Colonel   LLOYD    ANSTRUTHEE 
(Suffolk,  Woodbridge)  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is 
the  case  that  the  general  service  wagons, 
just  issued  to  the  Eegimental  Transport 
at  Aldershot,  have  not  had  their  guard- 
irons  and  foot-boards  altered  according 
to  pattern  laid    down    in   War  Office 
Order,  No.  4741,  of  1885 ;   and,  if  so, 
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who  is  responsible  for  such  omission  ; 
whether  the  Order  quoted  was  issued 
on  account  of  some  men  of  the  Army 
Service  Corps  having  been  killed  and 
injured,  owing  to  accidents  caused  by 
the  defective  construction  of  the  guard- 
irons  and  foot-boards,  prior  to  1885  ; 
and,  whether  the  reserve  of  general  ser- 
vice wagons  in  store  are  all  of  defective 
pattern  ? 

The  SURVEYOR  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Northcote)  (Exeter) 
(who  replied)  said :  The  wagons  issued 
lately  at  Aldershot  are  only  intended  for 
use  temporarily  till  others  of  the  altered 
pattern  are  received  from  Woolwich. 
No  wagons  are  issued  from  the  reserve 
store  at  Woolwich  until  they  have  been 
altered  in  accordance  with  the  Order  of 
1885.  Orders  were  given  to  have  all 
wagons  altered  according  to  the  pattern 
specified  in  the  Question ;  and  those  at 
Aldershot  ought  to  have  been  so  altered 
locally,  as  they  were  in  store  there  when 
the  orders  were  given.  I  will  cause  in- 
quiry to  be  made  as  to  the  cause  of  the 
omission.  The  Order  of  1885  was 
issued  in  consequence  of  a  fatal  accident 
to  two  men  of  the  Commissariat  and 
Transport  Corps. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND )-THE 
BROTHERS  HOWARD,  IMPRISONED 
FOR  CONTEMFr  OF  COURT. 

Mr.  MURPHY(Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  infor- 
mation has  reached  him  that  the  two 
brothers  named  Howard,  in  Kilmainham 
Gaol  since  June,  1886,  under  committal 
by  the  Vice  Chancellor  of  Ireland  for 
contempt  of  Court,  are  both  men  of 
weak  intellect,  in  fact  almost  imbecile^ 
and  incapable  of  understanding  the 
reason  why  they  were  committed  to 
prison,  or  why  they  are  kept  there ;  whe- 
ther, in  a  Return  recently  presented  to 
Parliament,  the  mental  condition  of  both 
these  men  is  described  as  **  indifferent ; " 
will  he  make  inquiries  into  those  cases, 
and  get  a  full  Report  from  the  medical 
officer ;  and,  if  the  facts  are  as  indicated, 
will  he  take  steps  to  obtain  the  release 
of  the  Howards  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said,  he  under- 
stood the  brothers  Howard  were  com- 
mitted not  by  the  Vice  Chancellor,  but 
by  the  Judge  of  the  Land  Diviaion  of 
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the  Hig^h  Oourt  of  Justice.  The  prison 
medical  officer  had  furnished  a  Eeport 
as  to  the  mental  condition  of  the  men  ; 
and  the  Ohief  Secretary  would  have  that 
Beport  forwarded  to  the  Judge,  with  a 
view  to  his  taking  such  action  as  he 
thought  right. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.) :  May  I  ask 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
answer  the  latter  part  of  the  Question  ? 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  have  answered  it. 

Db.  KENNY :  I  beg  to  say  that  I  will 
repeat  the  latter  portion  of  the  Ques- 
tion. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— IM- 
PRISONMENT OF  MICHAEL  SPIL- 
LANE. 

Mr.  murphy  (Dublin,  St.  Patrick's) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  Michael 
SpiUane  has  been  confined  in  Kilmain- 
ham  Guol  since  the  19th  January,  1886, 
when  he  was  committed  by  Judge  Boyd 
for  unsatisfactory  answering  in  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Court;  whether  all  his  assets 
were  subsequently  realized,  and  the  en- 
tire proceeds  handed  over  to  the  Court ; 
whether  his  wife,  a  fortnight  after  her 
confinement,  and  nine  children,  the 
eldest  under  15  years  of  a^e,  were  turned 
out  of  their  house  and  obliged  to  take 
refuge  in  the  Killamey  Workhouse, 
where  they  still  remain  ;  whether,  in  a 
Betum  recently  presented  to  Parliament, 
the  medical  officer  of  the  gaol  reports 
that  this  man  has  a  serious  cardiac  affec- 
tion; and,  whether,  considering  the 
punishment  already  inflicted  on  SpUlane, 
he  will  make  representations  in  the 
proper  quarter  with  a  view  of  obtaining 
XLis  release  from  prison  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said,  Spillane  had 
been  committed  by  Judge  Boyd  under 
the  circumstances  stated.  He  had  no 
means  of  ascertaining  whether  the  state- 
ments in  paragraphs  2  and  3  of  the 
Question  were  correct  or  not.  A  Report 
had  been  received  from  the  medical 
officer  of  the  prison  that  the  man  was 
suffering  from  a  cardiac  affection,  and 
that  Report  had  been  forwarded  to  the 
learned  Judge. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.)  asked,  would 
the  GK>vemment  take  immediate  steps  to 
have  the  man  liberated  ? 

Mr.  holmes  said,  the  Report  of 
the  medical  officer  had  been  sent  to  the 


learned  Judge  by  that  evening's  post, 
and  the  Government  could  not  do  any- 
thing beyond  that. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked,  were  periodical  Reports  not 
made  in  regard  to  prisoners  of  this  de- 
scription ? 

Mr.  holmes  said,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wanted  an  answer  to  that  Question 
he  should  put  it  on  the  Paper,  as  he 
(Mr.  Holmes)  was  not  acquainted  with 
the  procedure  of  the  prison  in  the  matter. 

SCOTLAND— TWEED  FISHERIES— 
ALLEGED  TRESPASSES. 

Mr.  a.  L.  brown  (Hawick,  &c.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  case 
of  Mr.  David  Maxwell,  journeyman 
saddler,  who  it  is  reported  on  the  30th 
April  last  was  fishing  for  trout  on  that 
part  of  the  River  Tweed,  near  Kelso, 
known  as  the  "  Junction  Water,"  which 
it  is  alleged  has  always  been  open  to  the 
public  for  trout  fishing,  and  no  intima- 
tion has  been  made  that  it  is  closed ; 
whether  Mr.  J.  F.  W.  Drummond, 
Writer  to  the  Signet,  who  leases  a 
salmon  fishing  on  the  Tweed,  which 
includes  the  **  Junction  Water,"  ordered 
Mr.  Maxwell  to  desist  from  fishing,  and, 
on  his  refusing,  pushed  him  from  a 
boat,  so  that  Mr.  Maxwell  was  immersed 
in  the  river ;  whether  this  assault  was 
reported  to  the  County  Fiscal,  who  re- 
fused to  take  it  up;  and,  whether  he 
will  instruct  the  Fiscal  to  proceed  with 
the  case  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  My  attention 
has  been  called  to  this  case.  I  under- 
stand that  Mr.  Drummond,  who  is  lessee 
of  the  fishing  at  the  part  of  the  river  in 
question,  has  always  permitted  angling 
for  trout,  and  has  no  intention  of  pre- 
venting members  of  the  public  enjoy- 
ing this  sport;  but  he  does  object  to 
people  wading  in  deep  and  fishing  into 
the  salmon  casts  of  which  he  is  tenant. 
On  the  occasion  in  question  Mr.  Drum- 
mond was  fishing  for  salmon,  and  Mr. 
Maxwell  was  up  to  his  middle  in  the 
water  fishing  for  trout  in  the  same 
pool.  Mr.  Drummond  remonstrated  with 
him,  and  told  him  that,  while  he  did 
not  object  to  his  fishing  for  trout  at 
other  parts  of  his  water,  he  objected  to 
his  wading  into  his  salmon  cast,  and  he 
repeatedly  asked  him  to  leave  that  part  ol 


709               ligUhaum               {May  20,  1887}  and  Lightships.             710 

the  water.    Mr.   Maxwell,  erroneously  part  of  the  Question,  Colonel  Maitland 

believing  that   his  having    fished    for  accepts  the  responsibility  for  the  design 

many  years  on  that  water  gave  him  a  and  submission  of  the  Collingwood  gun 

legal  right  to  do  so,  refused  to  leave  to   the  Ordnance  Committee.      So  far 

the  salmon  oast ;  and  Mr.  Drummond,  from  these  guns  beiug  condemned  as 

coming  up  in  his  fishing  boat,  insisted  worthless,  they  are  being  chase-hooped 

on  his  going  away,  telling  him  that  if  and  issued  for  service  in  the  forts,  and 

he  would  not  legal  proceedings  would  are  used  with  most  satisfactory  results 

have  to  be  taken.     Mr.  Drummond  did  for  testing  the  new  steel  armour-piercing 

give  Mr.  Maxwell  what  the  onlookers  projectiles.    As  regards  the  chase,  the 

described    as    a    slight    push    on    the  part  which  failed,   the  design  was  in 

shoulder  with  his  hand.    Mr.  Maxwell  conformity  with  the  practice  of  the  best 

fell.     He  at  once  said  he  had  got  what  Continental  makers  of  ordnance,  all  of 

he  wanted,  presumably  meaning  that  whom  have  been  compelled  to  follow 

he  had  got  a  legal  case.     He  was  not  the  chase-hooping  plan  which  has  been 

injured,  and  went  on  fishing  for  some  adopted  by  us. 
time.     On  a  complaint  being  made,  the 

Procurator  Fiscal  made  an  inquiry,  and  CHARITABLE    DONATIONS    AND    BE* 

was  satisfied  that  there  was  not  ground  QUESTS    (IRELAND)— THE    EATON 

for  a  criminal  prosecution.    I  have  seen  BEQUEST. 

the  note  of  evidence  taken  on  the  in-  ^     ^    j    ^^-^^  (Wicklow.  E.) 

quiry,   and  also  a  fuUer  prewgn^^^^^  ^  ^    ^     ^^^  Secretai^to  the  Lord 

taken  since,  anf  Iconou':  in  the  opinion  -^^^^^^^^^  ^{  j^i^nd,  l/the  Commis- 

°'l£!  aTbROWn!'i  should  Uke  to  «— /^  ?''T'%'^'''Tl '^^ 

ask  the  Lord.  Advocate  if  a  poor  inan  .^^Strfo  A^i^^^neSat 

Me.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  ^^  ^^^  '^^^^  j^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^  >^^ 

WAR  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  DEPART-  Oatterine  Eaton,  to  estabUsh  a  woolleil 

MENT)-COLONEL  MAITLAND,  SUPER-  fac^ry  in  the  town  of  W.cklow;  and,  if 

INTENDENT  OF  GUN  FACTORY,  ^^^^l\  ^®  ^'^  '*  "P°''  * 

•DA^^^,^^^^'  QxiN      ^   A  T^H^  ATTORNEY  GENERAL    fob 

Major  RASCH  (Essex,  8.E.)  asked  ireLAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 

ttie  Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance,  ^^^jf  )  (^^^        1;^^)    said,  no    such 

Whether  it  is  the  fact  ttiat  it  is   m  ^  ^^^  ^      ^  ^^„  ^^^  to  the  Go- 

contemplation  to  appoint  Colonel  Mait-  ^|;nnient:  but  the  case  was  laid  before 

land  (Superintendent  of  Gun  Factory  at  ^^^  ^^^^  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 

Woolwich)  to  a  higher  post ;  and.  who  ^^^  j^j^  opinion.    That  case  could  not  be 

is  chiefly  responsible   for    the   design  j^j^  „^  ^^e  Table  of  the  House ;  but  he 

of  the  14  43.ton  guns  condemned  as  ^ould  allow  the  horn  Member  to  see  it 

worthless,   after    the    bursting   of  the  -^  ^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^  office. 
CoUtngtpood  t  gun,  and  which  cost  about 

£90,000?                                      ,^„.v--»  UGHTHOUSES     AND      LIGHTSHIPS— 

Mr  HANBURY  (Preston)  also  aaked  TELEGRAPHIC     COMMUNICATION- 

What  use  It  \",>\t«°«^«'i.*«,,'^f «  °|  LORD    CRAWFORD'S    COMMITTEE- 

the  13  guns  which  had  not  burst,  and 

which  had  been  condemned  as  useless  ?  ^""^  jsl-awu. 

Thb  surveyor  GENERAL  (Mr.  Lord  ERNEST  HAMILTON  (Tyrone, 

Northootb)   (Exeter) :   The  first    part  N.)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board 

of  the  Question  is  for  the  Secretary  of  of  Trade,   When  the  Report  of  Lord 

State.    I  can  only  say  that,  as  yet,  I  Crawford's  Committee  on  the  Connection 

have  received   no  information  on  the  of  Lighthouses  and  Lightships  with  the 

subject;  and  I  presume  that  my  right  Mainland  by  Telegraph  Communication, 

hon.  Friend  is  unlikely  to  consider  ques-  so  far  as  regards  Tory  Island,  will  be 

tions  of  new  appointments  until  he  has  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

studied  the  Reports  of  the  Royal  Com-  Thb  SECRETARY  (Baron  Henbt  Dk 

mission  and  of  the  Earl  of  Morley's  Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The 

Committee  on  the  Manufacturing  De-  Board  of  Trade  are  informed  by  the 

partmentB.    With  regard  to  the  second  Committee  that  their  Report  wUl  bo 
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Rent  in  with  as  Kttle  delay  as  possible.  Island  12  years  ago,  is,  for  all  practical 

I  am  not  aware  that  a  special  Report  purposes,  useless  to  the  inhabitants  of 

will    be    made    with    regard   to  Tory  that  Island;  whether  the  expenses  of 

Island.  said  pier  were  partly  defrayed  by  local 

contributions;  whether  a  Memorial pray- 
NATIONAL    EDUCATION    (IRELAND)-  ing  that  its  defects  would  be  remedied 
CARRICKAWILKIN      (CO.    ARMAGH)  was  received  by  the  Commissioners  of 
NATIONAL  SCHOOL.  Irish  Public  Works  in  1884  ;  and,  whe- 
Mr.  p.   O'BEIEN  (Monaghan,  N.)  tbor,  considering  the  importance  of  Cape 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Clear  as  a  fishing  station,  steps  will  be 
Lieutenant  oflreland,  Whether  a  teacher  taken  to  make  the  pier  of  some  ad  van- 
has  yet  been  appointed  to  fill  the  vacancy  tagf  *<>  *J^®  i.??^,S\*??i^  ^^  **^®  ^®  m^^J . 
created  in  the  Carrickawilkin  (County  „  The  SECRETARY  to  the  TEE  A- 
Armagh)  National  School,  by  the  dis-  8URY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
missal  of  Mr.  T.  A.  Irwin  ;  and,  if  not,  replied)   said  :   The  informationr  which 
will  he  explain  the  cause  of  the  delay,  comes  to  me  does  not  show  that  this 
and  when  it  is  intended  to  make  the  ap-  P\er  is  useless  for  all  practical  purposes, 
pointment  ?  ^"®  expense  of  erection  was  partly  de- 
The  chief  secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  ^^^7^^  by  local  contributions.     A  Me- 
Balfoue)  (Manchester,   E.):    A    com-  monal  was  received  on  October  29, 1883, 
munication  has  been    received  by  the  ^^^  ^^^  forwarded  the  next  day  to  the 
Board  of  National  Education  from  the  Commissioners  appointed  under  the  Sea 
management  of  the  school  announcing  Eisheries  Act,  who,  however,   did  not 
the  appointment  of  a  new  teacher.  see  fit  to  allocate  any  sum  for  the^ecu- 

tion  of  works.     The  Board  of  Works 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS—THE  TREA-  bave  no  funds  at  their  disposal  at  pre- 

SURY  MINUTE.  "^e^*  which  could  be  applied  to  improve- 

Tufiuts  &,t  vj&De  dear 

Me.    0.   V.    MORGAN    (Battersea)  j^^  TANNER  TCork  Co    Mid")  •  Mav 

Mked  Mr.  Ohanoellor  of  the  Erehequer,  j  ^^'^^^  ^^^  Gentteman  for  what  prac- 

Mow  many  Civil  Service  writers  nave,  ,.    i         ^      «   •     4.1.       -^    ,  ^^^  19    t 

under  the  lerms  of  the  Treasury  Minute  Jj^^  P^^P^''^^  ^«  *^^  P^^^  ^^^^^    ^ 

of  the  22nd  December  last,  been  recom-  ™^^  ^^ne- 

mended  for  promotion  to  the  Lower  Divi-  L^^  reply,  j 
sion  clerkships ;  what  number  of  writers 

80  recommended  have  been  placed  on  the  BOARD  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS  (IRELAND) 

Lower  Division ;  and,  can  he  also  state  —LOO  ROCK, 

the  number  of  writers  who  have  a<K5epted  ^^    QILHOOLY  (Cork,  W.)  asked 

the  gratuity  offered,  and  have  left  the  ^^^^  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 

Government  service  ?  i\n,«*v,«,  a-  ;a  «  ^««*  ♦i.^*^  ^\.^  ^^^  «« 

SUET  (Mr  Jackbon)  (Leed8  N.)  (who  ^^^^^b  at  Loo  Eock  for  the  past  three 
replied)  said:    The  OhanceUor  of  the  ears  have  recently  discontinued  work- 
Exchequer  has  asked    me    to   answer  (       ^„j    j,         ^^^  tl^^j^  operations 
Questions  relating  to  the    writers.    I  ^iti' be  resumed? 
practically  answered  this  Question  in  my  ^he  SEORETAET  to  the  TREA- 

Harrington)  yestordayTh   number  of  ^fd  ^^^^V^S^^A 

copyists  who  have  accepted  the  gratuity  alsVlittle  above  low.  water-it  is  impos- 

and  left  the  Government  service  is  31.  ^^^^^  ^  execute  works  on  it  except  in 

PTORS   Awn  TiApnnniM    ^B^i•TAwn^  ^®'^  "^'"^  weather,  and,  therefore,  the 

^^xH^.^^^^^^^.^To^t^-^^"  •^orts  ^ere  suspended  on  October  29 

THE  PIER  AT  CAPE  CLEAR  ISLAND,  j^gt.    T^e  chief  engineer  to  the  Board 

Me.  GILHOOLT  (Cork,  W.)  asked  of  Works  visited  the  rook  on  the  12th 

the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  instant,  and  has  called  for  a  tender  from 

Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a  pier,  which  an  experienced  contractor,  which  it  is 

was  constructed  by  the  Oommissioners  expected  will   be  received  within  the 

of  Irish  Public  Works  at  Oape  Olear  present  week. 

B«r»n  Btnry  I>»  Wormt 
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CUSTOMS  AND  EXCISE— METHODS  OP 
TESTING  SPIRITS  IN  BOTTLES. 

Mb.  young  (Christchurch)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther complaints  have  reached  him  that 
it  is  the  practice  of  Her  Majesty's  Offi- 
cers of  Customs  and  Excise  to  open 
bottles  taken  from  cases  containing 
spirits,  and  to  withdraw  therefrom  a 
considerable  portion  of  liquor,  in  order 
to  test  the  strength  of  the  spirit  con- 
tained therein,  and  then  to  replace  the 
bottles  so  opened  in  the  case  from  which 
they  were  taken  without  any  notification 
of  the  fact  to  those  to  whom  such  cases 
are  consigned,  thus  entailing  a  con- 
siderable loss  to  the  consignees  on  the 
cases  so  opened ;  and,  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  remedy  this  grievance  by 
having  the  cases  so  opened  specially 
marked  and  charged  with  a  lower  duty  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  have  received  no 
complaints  on  this  subject,  nor  have  the 
Board  of  Inland  Eevenue,  and  I  under- 
stand that  the  Board  of  Customs  seldom 
receive  any.  The  process  of  sampling 
and  testing  the  strength  of  spirits  is  too 
long  for  me  to  explain  in  answer  to  a 
Question ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
will  speak  to  me  I  shall  be  happy  to  put 
him  in  communication  with  the  Boards 
of  Customs  and  Inland  Eevenue,  who 
will  give  him  every  information.  I  may, 
however,  say  that  no  bottle  is  sampled 
without  being  labelled  as  such. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  THE 
ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  THE  EDU- 
CATION ACTS. 

Mb.  HANBUEY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Whether  the 
Eoyal  Commission  on  the  Education 
Acts  are  expected  to  report  at  an  early 
date? 

The  vice  PEESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford), 
in  reply,  said,  that  another  volume  of 
evidence  had  been  issued  by  the  Eoyal 
Commission.  He  feared  there  was  no 
chance  of  the  Eeport  being  presented 
before  the  close  of  the  present  Session. 

ADMIRALTY  —  THE  DOCKYARDS  — 
GRATUITIES  TO  DISCHARGED  WORK- 
MEN. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperaiy,  8.) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 


I 


Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a  gratuity  of 
one  month's  pay  was  awarded  to  work- 
men of  seven  years'  service  on  being 
discharged  from  Chatham  Dockyard; 
and,  whether  he  will  extend  a  like 
favour  to  the  men  under  notice  to  be 
discharged  from  Haulbowline  on  the 
1st  June  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Lord  Qeobqb 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  The 
gratuity  of  a  month's  pay  which  is  to  be 
awarded  to  certain  classes  of  workmen 
of  Chatham  Dockyard  will  be  extended 
to  all  classes  of  workmen  of  similar, 
standing  and  occupation  who  may  be 
discharged  this  year  in  consequence  of 
the  reduction  of  the  Dockyard  establish- 
ments. I  cannot  say  now  if  the  men 
under  notice  to  be  discharged  from 
Haulbowline  on  the  1st  of  June  will 
come  in  this  categonr ;  but  my  impres- 
sion is  that  they  will  not. 

IRISH    LAND    COMMISSIONERS  —  SIT- 
TING  AT  CLONMEL. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.)  (for  Mr.  J. 
O'Connoe)  (Tipperary,  8.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Land  Commissioners  have  not  sat  in 
Clonmel  since  February,  1884  ;  whether 
a  large  number  of  cases  for  settlement 
of  rent  have  been  listed  for  hearing 
from  the  surrounding  districts,  some  of 
the  originating  notices  having  been 
served  nearly  three  years  ago  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  inquire  if  the  Com- 
missioners can  advance  the  date  fixed 
by  them  for  the  hearing  of  these 
cases? 

The  chief  SECEETAET(Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  Land 
Commissioners  report  that  the  facts  are 
in  no  wise  as  alleged  in  the  Question. 
The  Munster  Sub  -  Commission  held 
sittings  in  the  County  Tipperary  in 
May,  1886,  and  sat  in  Court  at  Clonmel 
towards  the  end  of  that  month.  No 
Tipperary  cases  in  Clonmel  Union  were 
then  left  remaining  over;  and  of  the 
part  of  the  County  Waterford  which  is 
situate  in  Clonmel  Union  there  are  only 
three  cases  remaining  over  from  the 
June,  1886,  sittings,  from  which  they 
were  necessarily  adjourned.  The  hear- 
ing of  Tipperary  cases  will  probably  be 
again  taken  up  in  the  usual  course  to- 
wards the  end  of  July.  It  would 
not  be  practicable  to  advance  the 
date. 
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of  alarm  in  the  Indian  Press  and  among 
the  Anglo-Indian  community  at  the 
course  being  pursued  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India,  owing  to  the  suspicion 
that  very  important  changes  are  contem- 
plated in  the  organization  and  condition 
of  the  Services,  especially  in  the  direc- 
tion of  a  large  admission  of  Natives  to 
important  positions  in  the  Services ; 
whether  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
has  information  that  the  Bengal  Cham- 
ber of  Commerce  has  had  submitted  to 
it  a  letter  strongly  deprecating  the  course 
now  being  pursued  by  the  Government 
in  relation  to  this  question ;  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  grave  interests  in- 
volved, he  can  make  any  statement  with 
regard  to  the  ultimate  object  of  the  in- 
quiry, and  the  time  within  which  it  will 
be  brought  to  a  conclusion,  which  may 
have  the  effect  of  re* assuring  investors 
and  others  having  interests  in  India  that 
no  serious  changes  are  about  to  be  made 
in  the  direction  indicated  in  the  above 
letter ;  and,  what  object  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  has  in  view  in  its  present 
proceedings  ? 

The  under  SECRETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
The  Public  Service  Commission  has  not 
broken  up.  It  was  originally  appointed 
in  consequence  of  a  Despatch  of  the  Earl 
of  Kimberley,  dated  15th  July,  1886,  to 
inquire  into  the  admission  of  Natives  of 
India  to  officers  formerly  reserved  exclu- 
sively for  members  of  the  Covenanted 
Civil  Service.  The  Besolution  of  the 
4th  October,  1886,  appointing  the  Com- 
mission, and  the  Resolution  of  the  8th 
March  last,  appointing  the  Sub-Com- 
mittee, referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
have  been  laid  upon  the  Table.  From 
the  former  of  these  Resolutions  it  will 
be  seen  that  the  necessity  for  appointing 
such  a  Sub' Committee  as  that  referred 
to  was  contemplated  from  the  first.  The 
latter  of  the  Resolutions  states  the  sub- 
jects referred  to  the  Sub-Committee  for 
inquiry,  as — 


INDIA   (BENGAL)— MANUFACTURE   OF 

SPIRITS. 

Me.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  announcement  that  it  is  in  con- 
templation to  establish  52  out-stills  for 
the  manufacture  of  spirits  in  the  Hugli 
District  of  Bengal;  whether  one  such 
out-still  was  opened  at  Bhastarah,  on 
the  1st  of  April  last,  with  the  effect  of 
disturbing  the  peace  of  the  village  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  communicate  with  the 
Government  of  India,  with  a  view  to 
suppress  these  provocations  to  intem- 
perance ? 

The  under  SECTERARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gokst)  (Chatham) : 
The  statements  implied  in  this  Question 
would  come  under  the  notice  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  in  the  ordinary  course. 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  no  informa- 
tion about  them,  and  he  does  not  think 
it  necessary  to  send  a  despatch  on  the 
subject.  This  Question,  and  others  re- 
cently put  by  the  hon.  Member,  seem  to 
suggest  that  our  policy  in  India  is  to 
encourage  intemperance  for  the  sake  of 
revenue.  I  am  informed  that  the  pre- 
cise contrary  is  the  fact.  The  consump- 
tion of  spirits  is  checked  by  a  repres- 
sively  high  duty;  and  since  1872,  in 
consequence  of  improvements  in  the 
Abkari  Administration,  the  number  of 
liquor  shops  has  steadily  and  appre- 
ciably decreased,  notwithstanding  the 
increase  of  the  population  during  that 
period. 

INDIA— ADMISSION  OF  NATIVES  AND 
EUROPEANS  TO  THE  PUBLIC  SER- 
VICE. 

Mr.  E:ING  (Hull,  Central)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  Government  of  India, 
having,  since  the  Commission  as  consti- 
tuted under  Sir  Charles  Aitchison  broke 
up,  appointed  a  limited  Sub-Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  subject  of  the  admission 
not  only  of  Natives  but  Europeans  to  all 
the  more  important  branches  of  the 
Public  Service  connected  with  the  Civil 
administration  of  the  country,  thus 
largely  extending  the  scope  of  the  in- 
quirVf  any  arrangements  have  been  made 
to  give  the  Uncovenanted  Service  a  fair 
opportunity  of  laying  its  grievances  be- 
fore the  Committee  ;  whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  expressions 


**  First,  tbo  present  Kegalations  of  the  various 
Departments  as  to  admission  to  the  various 
grades  and  ranks  in  each ;  the  conditions  of 
service  in  each  Department :  and  the  capacity 
for  rendering  efficient  service  therein  of  the 
various  classes  who  put  forward  claims  to  such 
employment." 

As  regards  the  question  of  grievances, 
I  must  refer  to  the  answer  which  I  gave 
on  the  12th.  It  is  for  the  Commission 
and  the  Sub-Committee   to   make   ai:- 
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rangements  for  obtaining  full  informa-  of  the  Force.      On   special  occasions, 

tion  on  the  subjects  of  the  inquiry ;  and  when  the  messengers  of  the  House  re- 

I  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  the  ceive  extra  pay,  the  Commissioner  of 

Uncovenanted  Service  will  not  be  given  Police  recommends  a  similar  allowance 

a  fair  opportunity  for  stating  its  griev-  to  the  police  on  duty.     He  has  done  so 

ances.     I  hope  that  this  explanation  will  within  the  last  six  months.     The  Score- 

dispel  the  alarms  and  suspicions  referred  tary  of  State  does  not  intend  to  make 

to  in  the  second  and  third  paragraphs  of  any  recommendation  to  the  Chief  Oom- 

the  Question,  which  have  found  expres-  missioner  on  the  subject. 

lIuerVenUTd^^^^^^^^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^™^«  OHEL^KDJ-PRO- 
to  be  taken  in  the  futurf ,  it  is  intended  CLAIMED  MEETINGS  IN  ULSTER, 
that  the  Sub-Committee  shall  conclude  M^-  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  asked  the 
its  inquiry  by  the  autumn,  and  that  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
then  the  Commission,  as  a  whole,  shall  Ireland,  Whethennformation  has  reached 
be  re-constituted,  for  the  purpose  of  pre-  ^^^  *^**  ^^  organized  attempt  to  sup- 
paring  one  single  Eeport,  covering  the  Press  pw^lic  meetings  in  Ulster  is  being 
whole  subject.  The  Report,  it  is  ex-  ™a^®  »*  present,  by  the  calling  of  coun- 
pected,  will  be  submitted  to  the  Govern-  ^^^  meetings  at  the  same  time  and  place, 
ment  of  India  in  the  course  of  next  with  the  object  of  having  both  meetings 
winter.  Any  changes  which  the  Govern-  proclaimed  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Go- 
ment  of  India  may  have  fx)  propose  after  vernment  will  take  steps  to  secure  the 
considering  the  Report  of  the  Commis-  liberty  of  public  meeting  in  Ireland  ?  I 
sion  will  be  submitted,  in  the  ordinary  wish  to  ask  also.  Whether  the  right  hon. 
course,  to  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Gentleman  is  aware  that  it  is  the  inten- 
Council,  and  will  be  considered  with  the  ti^n  of  the  Orange  Society  to  suppress 
care  due  to  the  importance  of  the  sub-  National  public  meetings  m  that  fashion 
ject  before  receiving  the  sanction  of  Her  ^^  **^®  ^orth  of  IreUnd  ? 
Majesty's  Government.  Thk  CHIEF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 

J.  Balfoitb)  (Manchester,  E.) :  The  hon. 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER— THE  CON-  Gentleman  is  probably  aware  that  the 

BTABLBS  AT  THE  HOUSE   OF  COM-  ^^^::! Zi^,^l^;,:'iU^Z 

^^^^'  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 

Mb.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.)  asked  Dillon),  and  that  there  was  a  debate  late 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De-  at  night  on  the  same  subject.  I  do  not 
partment,  How  many  hours  is  supposed  think  I  can  add  anything  to  the  state- 
to  constitute  one  day's  work  for  the  con-  ment  of  policy  which  I  then  made  on  be- 
stables  in  and  about  the  House  of  Com-  half  of  the  Government, 
mons ;  will  he  recommend  that  each  con-  Mb.  SEXTON  (Belfast,  W.):  Has 
stable  be  paid  for  any  overtime ;  and,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  received  the 
whether  he  will  say  the  reasons  given  by  information  that  the  placard,  in  conse- 
Sir  Charles  Warren  for  refusing  to  pay  quence  of  which  the  Nationalist  meeting 
them  for  any  overtime  during  the  last  ^t  Dungannon  was  suppressed,  was  con- 
six  months  ?  cocted  by  the  Earl  of  Ranfurly,  a  Justice 

The     UNDER     SECRETARY     of  of  the  Peace,  and  his  agent,  also  a  Jus- 

STATE  (Mr.  Stuabt-Wortley)  (Shef-  tice  of  the  Peace,  in  the  shop  of  Mr. 

field,  Hallam)  (who  replied)  said  :  The  Aiker,  in  the  town  of  Dungannon,  and 

Secretary  of  State  is  informed  by  the  jf  the  announcement  to  hold  the  Orange 

Commissioner  of  Police  that  the  average  meeting  was  the  only  reason  why  the 

number  of  hours  during  which  police  original  meeting  was  proclaimed  ? 

constables  are  employed  in  the  House  i  jr    yqiAy  1 

is  not  greater  than  that  of  men  employed  ^          P  J'l 

in  other  public  buildings,  as  although  PIERS    AND   HARBOURS    (IRELAND)— 

they  have  more  hours  on  certain  days  ARKLOW  HARBOUR  WORKS, 

they  have  lighter  work  on  Wednesdays,  Mb.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  E.) 

Saturdays,    and    Sundays.      They   get  asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 

about  25  per  cent  more  pay  than  con-  Whether  he  is  aware  that  nothing  has 

stables  employed  at  ordinary  work,  and  been  done  to  repair  the  pier  on  the  north 

duty  in  the  Houses  of  Parliament  is  side  of  Arklow  Harbour,  and  that   a 

very  eagerly  sought  after  by  members  quantity  of  old  piles  and  blocks  of  stone 
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are  thrown  in  the  bed  of  the  river,  ob- 
structing the  entrance  to  the  harbour ; 
and,  whether  he  will  direct  the  Board  of 
Works  forthwith  to  complete  the  work 
in  accordance  with  the  original  con- 
tract, as  set  forth  in  Parliamentary 
Paper  I  0.  4775]  ? 

The  ^  secret AEY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  I  am  informed  that  no  re- 
presentations have  been  made  to  the 
Board  of  Works  as  to  dlhris  from  the 
old  north  pier  at  Arklow  obstructing  the 
entrance  to  the  harbour,  and  no  obstruc- 
tion is  believed  to  exist.  Nothing  has 
been  done  towards  repairing  the  old 
pier;  but  the  new  north  groyne  pro- 
posed to  be  constructed  when  the  plans 
were  approved  would  occupy  the  site  of 
the  old  pier,  and  doubtless  improve  the 
entrance.  As,  however,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  well  aware,  no  steps  can  be  taken 
for  the  construction  of  the  new  groyne 
until  the  township  of  Arklow  shall  have 
given  a  guarantee  for  any  excess  caused 
in  its  construction  over  the  sum  origi- 
nally provided  for  the  harbour  works  at 
Arklow. 

Me.  W.  J.  CORBETT  asked,  was  it 
not  the  fact  that  the  original  sum  was 
quite  sufficient  to  cover  all  the  expenses 
of  making  the  harbour  according  to  the 
original  plan ;  and  that  it  was  in  conse- 
quence of  a  departure  from  the  plan  that 
the  additional  expenses  had  become  ne- 
cessary. 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  the  answer  to 
that  must  be  that  the  sum  originally 
granted  was  not  sufficient,  because  it 
had  proved  insufficient.  He  had  been 
assured  that  every  precaution  would  be 
taken  to  make  the  work  complete. 

THE  OROUSE  DISEASE. 

Me.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  (for 
Dr.  Farquharson)  (Aberdeenshire,  W.) 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn,  by  announcements  in  the 
Press  and  elsewhere,  to  the  outbreak  of 
grouse  disease  in  various  parts  of  Scot- 
land, and  the  North  of  England ;  and, 
whether,  in  consideration  of  the  great 
scientific,  pecuniary,  and  other  interests 
involved,  he  will  direct  an  investigation 
into  the  nature  of  the  epidemic,  to  be 
undertaken  by  the  officers  of  the  Veteri- 
nary Department  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  (who  re- 
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plied)  said :  Grouse  disease  cannot  be 
dealt  with  by  the  veterinary  officers  of 
the  Privv  Council,  as  the  Acts  under 
which  they  work  are  limited  to  **  four- 
footed  beasts,"  and  the  Department  have 
no  funds  at  their  disposal  for  under- 
taking such  an  investigation  as  that  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question. 

THE  EXECUTIVE  (IRELAND)  -THE  PAR- 
LIAMENTARY  UNDER  SECREARY  TO 
THE    LORD  LIEUTENANT. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  it  was  in- 
tended to  bring  in  the  promised  Bill  to 
regularize  the  position  of  his  Under  Se- 
cretary ;  if  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  speech  of  Colonel  King-Harman, 
M.P.,  at  a  meeting  held  on  10th  Janu- 
ary, 1884,  in  Rathmines  Rink,  to  pro- 
test against  Earl  Spencer's  action  in  re- 
moving the  Earl  of  Rossmore  from  the 
Magistracy,  when  the  present  Under  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  declared  he  was  an 
Orangeman ;  if  he  is  aware  that  at  the 
meeting  called  to  welcome  the  Right  Hon. 
W.  H.  Smith,  in  the  Rotunda,  Dublin, 
on  24th  January,  1884,  the  Under  Se- 
cretary is  reported  to  have  said — 

''  It  was  easy  enough  in  the  North  for  men  to 
stand  together.  The  Orange  Association,  of 
which  he  (Colonel  King-Harman)  was  a  mem- 
her,  was  a  strong  hond  of  union  for  men  pro- 
fessing one  faith  in  this  country ;  *' 

whether  the  Resolution  of  the  House  of 
Commons  of  11th  August,  1835,  directed 
against  the  Orange  Society,  has  ever 
been  rescinded ;  whether,  on  23rd  Feb- 
ruary, 1836,  this  House  presented  an 
humble  Address  to  the  Crown  to — 

"  Take  measures  for  the  effectual  discourage- 
ment of  Orange  Lodges  and  all  Societies  ex- 
cluding persons  of  different  faiths  using  sig^s 
and  symbols  and  acting  by  associated  branches," 

to  which  on  26th  February,  1836,  a  gra- 
cious reply  was  immediately  returned 
by  the  Crown;  whether  thereupon  a 
Treasury  Minute,  dated  15th  March, 
1836,  was  issued,  declaring  that  any 
Orange  Civil  Servants  should  imme- 
diately withdraw  from  the  Order,  and 
that  no  person  **  who  serves  in  whatever 
capacity  under  the  Crown"  should  there- 
after become  a  member,  or  be  in  any 
way  connected  with,  the  Oraoge  Body ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  have  as- 
certained if  Colonel  King-Harman  haa 
withdrawn  from  the  Orange  Order  ? 
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Mr.  JOHNSTON  (Belfast,  8.):  Before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers  the 
Question,  may  I  ask  him  if  he  is  not 
aware  that,  in  accordance  with  the  Be- 
solution  referred  to  in  the  Question,  the 
Grand  Orange  Lodge  of  Ireland  was 
totally  dissolved  in  1836  ;  and  if  in  1845 
the  Orange  Institution  was  not  re- 
organized upon  a  new  basis,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  revolutionary  proceedings 
in  the  agitation  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Union  under  O'Connell  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  A  Bill 
dealing  with  the  OflBce  of  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
will  be  brought  in  as  soon  as  practi- 
cable ;  but  it  is  impossible,  in  the  present 
state  of  Public  Business,  to  ^x  a  date. 
My  attention  has  not  previously  been 
drawn  to  the  particular  incidents  re- 
ferred to  in  the  second  and  third  para- 
graphs of  the  Question ;  but  I  under- 
stand from  my  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  that  the  statements  are  substan- 
tially accurate.  With  regard  to  the 
matters  of  history  to  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  refers,  the  House  is 
aware  that  the  Orange  Society,  which 
was  the  subject  of  the  Resolution  and 
Treasury  Minute  mentioned,  was  dis- 
solved by  its  own  authorities ;  and  that, 
as  explained  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  in  reply  to  a  similar 
Question  three  years  ago,  the  Society 
was  subsequently  re- constituted  on  an 
entirely  different  basis,  without  secret 
signs  or  religious  ceremonial.  Under 
successive  Governments  since  these  oc- 
currences membership  has  not  been  held 
to  be  a  bar  to  employment  under  the 
Crown ;  and,  in  these  circumstances,  Her 
Majesty's  present  Advisers  agree  with 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
on  the  occasion  I  have  already  referred 
to,  that — 

**  It  woald  not  he  discreet  or  considerate  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  ...  to  carry  into 
execution  a  Minute  which  had  remained  in 
abeyance  for  a  long  time,  but  which  was  aimed 
at  the  provisions  of  a  certain  Society,  which 
provisions  had  ceased  to  exist." 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.):  Is  the  Bill  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  referred  of  such  a 
nature  as  that  it  will  have  to  be  founded 
on  a  Resolution  in  (Tommittee  ? 


Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  In  all  proba- 
bility that  will  be  the  case. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Has  the  Govern- 
ment  made  any  inquiries  to  satisfy  them- 
selves whether  the  Orange  Society  does 
not  still  remain  a  Society  with  secret 
signs  and  symbols ;  and  as  to  the  point 
of  religious  faith,  has  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seen  books  of  the  Society 
which  show  that  members  were  expelled 
for  marrying  a  Catholic— such  as  So- 
and-so  for  marrying  a  Papist? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  did  not  say 
anything  about  religious  faith ;  but  I 
spoke  about  religious  rites. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Is  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  aware  that  the  Government 
of  Lord  Palmerston,  in  1855,  did,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  issue  a  Circular  to'  the 
Lord  Chancellor  not  to  permit  any 
Orangeman  to  become  a  magistrate,  and 
stating  they  would  not  make  Orangemen 
magistrates  in  future  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not  think 
it  necessary  to  go  behind  the  declaration 
of  policy  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian,  to 
which  I  have  referred. 

COURT  OF  BANKRUPTCT  (IRELAND)- 
IMPRISONMENT  OF  FATHER  KELLER. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  What 
official  is  responsible  for  the  continuation 
of  the  proceedings  in  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy which  has  caused  the  imprison- 
ment of  Father  Keller ;  and,  whether  the 
usual  course  has  been  followed  in  these 
proceedings  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
verfiity),  in  reply,  said,  the  usual  course 
was  taken  in  the  case. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  May 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man whether  there  is  any  other  instance 
in  which  the  Official  Assignee  commenced 
proceedings  against  the  unanimous  wish 
of  the  creditors  ? 

[No  reply.] 

WAR  OFFICE  —  THE  ORDNANCE  COM- 
MITTEE— APPOINTMENT  AND  CON- 
STITUTION. 

Mr.  HENNIKERHEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Who  are  the  Members  of  the 
Ordnance  Committee;  by  whom  were 
they  appointed,  and  for  how  long  ? 
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The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire)  Homcastle) : 
The  names  of  the  Ordnance  Committee 
will  be  found  in  the  monthly  Army  List, 
at  page  44.  The  Military  Members  are 
appointed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War ;  the  Naval  Members  by  the  Ad- 
miralty, with  the  Secretary  of  State's 
concurrence;  and  one  represents  the 
India  Office.  The  usual  term  of  appoint- 
ment is  three  years,  but  the  Committee 
is  at  present  sitting  during  pleasure; 
and  in  the  light  of  the  approaching 
changes  in  the  Ordnance  Department, 
the  whole  constitution  of  the  Committee 
will  be  reconsidered.  The  Civilian 
Members  (Sir  Frederick  Bramwell  and 
Mr.  W.  H.  Barlow)  have  served  since 
the  appointment  of  the  Committee  in 
1881,  and  were  appointed  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War. 

PUBLIC  PETITIONS— PETITION  FROM 
BRADFORD  —  ALLEGED  FICTITIOUS 
SIGNATURES.  • 

Me,  BYRON  EEED  (Bradford,  E.) 
asked  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Public  Petitions,  Whether  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  has  been  called  to  a 
Petition,  lately  presented  to  the  House 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Scot- 
land Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor),  purporting  to  be  signed  by 
inhabitants  of  the  Eastern  Division  of 
the  Borough  of  Bradford ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  very  many  of  the  names 
appearing  upon  the  Petition  are  those  of 
children  of  tender  years ;  that  some  of 
the  persons  whose  names  appear  there- 
upon repudiate  the  signatures  attributed 
to  them,  and  declare  their  disagreement 
with  the  opinions  expressed  by  the 
Petition ;  that,  in  some  instances,  children 
have  been  persuaded  to  write  the  names 
of  their  parents  upon  the  Petition  with- 
out the  knowledge  or  consent  of  the 
parents ;  and,  whether,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  Committee  proposes  to 
institute  a  searching  inquiry  into  this 
and  similar  Petitions  ? 

Thb  chairman  (Sir  Chables 
Fobster)  (Walsall),  in  reply,  said,  that 
some  of  the  signatures  to  the  Petition 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  were 
those  of  children  of  tender  years ;  but  it 
was  not  proposed  to  institute  an  inquiry. 

LOSS  OF  LIFE  AT   SEA  —  REPORT  OF 
THE  ROYAL    COMMISSION. 

Mb.  GEOTRLA.N  (Hull,  E.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 


Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  evidence 
before  the  Boyal  Commission  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  Loss  of  Life  at  Sea 
was  closed  already  some  nine  months 
ago ;  whether  any  meetings  of  the  Com- 
missioners have  since  been  held;  and, 
whether  the  Eeport  of  said  Commission 
has  been  drawn  up  ;  and,  if  so,  when  it 
will  be  laid  before  the  House  ? 

The  secretary  (Baron  Henby  Db 
WoBMs)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  The 
Chairman  of  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Loss  of  Life  at  Sea  informs  me  that  their 
proceedings  were  suspended  during  the 
winter  by  the  absence  abroad  of  two  of 
its  most  important  Members.  The  Com- 
mission have  since  met  for  the  con- 
sideration of  their  Report,  which  they 
hope  may  be  concluded  shortly  after 
Whitsuntide. 

VACCINATION  ACT-CONVICTIONS  BY 
THE  LEICESTER  COUNTY  BENCH. 

Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  Mr.  King,  of  Mere 
Road,  New  Evington,  in  the  County  of 
Leicester,  recently  wrote  to  him  appeal- 
ing for  remission  of  a  fine  indicted  by  the 
County  Magistrates  on  account  of  the 
non-vaccination  of  a  child,  dead  nearly 
12  months  before  the  fine  was  enforced  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  state  what  answer 
has  been  given  to  this  appeal  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stxjabt-Wobtley)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said :  the 
Secretary  of  State  did  receive  an  ap- 
plication from  Mr.  King,  and,  after  care- 
rally  inquiring  into  this  case,  answered 
that  he  was  unable  to  interfere.  King 
had  been  convicted  and  fined  for  not 
complying  with  the  law.  The  fact  that 
the  child  died  before  the  vaccination 
officer,  after  repeated  applications,  pro- 
ceeded to  enforce  the  fine  does  not  alter 
the  liability  of  Mr.  King. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— NONCONFORMIST  MAGIS- 
TRATE8    IN    FLINTSHIRE. 

Sib  THOMAS  ESMONDE  (Dublin 
Co.,  S.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Why  there 
are  no  Nonconformist  Magistrates  in 
Flintshire  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  rMr.  Sttjabt- Wobtley)  (Shef- 
field, Hailam)  (who  replied)  said:  I 
can  only  repeat,  Sir,  the  answer  which 
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the  Secretary  of  State  gave  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  on  April  4 — that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  was  not  able  to  ascertain 
that  there  were  any  Nonconformists 
resident  in  Flintshire  with  the  necessary 
qualifications. 

WAR    OFFICE— CORPORATION    ROAD 
ROUND    THE    CITADEL  FORT. 
PLYMOUTH. 

Me.  COQHILL  (Newcastle-under- 
Lyme)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  the  Corporation  of 
Plymouth  are  making  a  road  round  the 
Citadel  Fort  there  in  such  a  way  as  to 
deprive  the  troops  quartered  in  it  of 
their  bathing  place,  and  that  there  is  no 
other  place  in  Plymouth  suitable  for 
such  a  purpose;  whether  he  will  take 
immediate  steps  to  prevent  the  men 
being  deprived  of  the  only  bathing  they 
can  get  in  the  summer  months;  and, 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  Government 
have  handed  over  the  whole  of  the  ram- 
parts and  outworks  of  the  fort  to  the 
Corporation  of  Plymouth  ? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  op 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Noethcote)  (Exeter) 
(who  replied)  said :  The  road  referred 
to  does  not  debar  the  troops  from  access 
to  their  bathing  place ;  but  it  renders  it 
more  visible  to  the  public  than  it  for- 
merly was.  The  General  Officer  Com- 
manding is  considering,  in  conjunction 
with  the  Corporation,  the  arrangements 
to  be  made  for  the  troops  bathing.  The 
outworks  of  the  Citadel  Fort  have  been 
leased  to  the  Corporation ;  but  not  the 
ramparts. 

ADMIRALTY— SUPPLY  OF  WELSH  COAL 
TO  HER  MAJESTY'S  SHIPS  AT 
QUEENSFERRY. 

Mb.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  case  that  Her  Majesty's 
guardship  lying  at  Queensferry  (within 
a  few  miles  of  the  Salamanan  OosJfields) 
is  supplied  with  coal  from  Wales,  cost- 
ing a  very  much  higher  price ;  whether 
it  is  the  case  that  the  Admiralty  tried 
coal  from  Scotland  in  1876,  and  reported 
that  it  was  found  nearly  equal  to  the 
best  Welsh  coal ;  and,  whether  he  will 
take  steps  to  put  a  stop  to  this  apparent 
waste  ofpubuc  money  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Geoeoe 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  It  is 
the  case  that  the  guardship  in  question 


has  been  supplied  with  Welsh  coal, 
which  cost  13#.  per  ton  alongside.  The 
Scotch  coal  would  cost  less,  but  how 
much  less  cannot  be  stated,  as  no  actual 
purchase  of  a  lar^e  quantity  has  been 
made.  The  Admiralty  tried  coal  from 
Scotland,  as  stated  in  the  Question ;  but 
it  was  not  found  nearly  equal  to  the 
best  Welsh  coal.  The  Welsh  coal  has 
the  great  advantage  of  being  smokeless, 
and  not  choking  the  flues,  neither  of 
which  qualities  pertain  to  the  Scotch 
coal. 

Mb.  mason  asked,  if  the  13«.  per 
ton  included  the  carriage  of  the  coal 
round  from  Wales  to  the  Forth  ? 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAiOLTON  said, 
it  included  the  carriage. 

BURMAH— LICENSING   AND    REGULA- 
TION OP   IMMORALITY. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (Boston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  true, 
as  stated  in  an  American  paper,  that — 

"  The  presence  of  our  soldiers  in  Burmah  is 
made  the  reason  for  the  licensing  and  re^fu* 
lating  of  vice,  under  the  charge  of  high 
officials  P  ** 

The  XJNDEE  SECEETAET  of 
STATE  TOR  INDIA  (Sir  John  Gobst) 
(Chatham)  (who  replied)  said:  The 
Secretary  of  State  does  not  concur  in 
the  expression  of  opinion  extracted  from 
the  American  paper.  Certain  sanitary 
arrangements  were  made ;  but  that  does 
not  constitute  a  licensing  and  regula- 
tion of  vice. 

Mb.  ATKINSON  said,  he  did  not  put 
it  as  a  matter  of  opinion,  but  as  a  fact. 
He  would  put  the  Question  again  in 
plainer  words  next  Monday. 

PUBLIC    BUSINESS. 

Mr.  E.  EOBEBTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  is 
in  a  position  to  make  any  statement  as 
to  the  course  of  Business  after  the 
Third  Beading  of  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill,  and,  more 
particularly,  if  he  can  state  whether  the 
G-OTcmment  intends  to  adopt  any,  and, 
if  any,  what,  means  to  enable  the  House 
to  overtake  this  year  a  fair  proportion 
of  the  ordinary  Legislative  Business  of 
the  country  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  am 
sure  the  hon.  and  learned  G-entlemaa 
will  understand  that  I  am  unable  to 
make  any  statement  with  regard  to  the 
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progress  of  Public  Business  after  the 
Third  EeadiDg  of  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill.  I  hope  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  use  his 
influence  to  forward  that  Bill.  Until 
that  Bill  has  reached  a  stage  at  which  I 
can  really  hope  for  the  Third  Heading 
I  will  be  quite  unable  to  make  any 
statement  with  regard  to  the  Business. 
It  is  our  desire  to  push  forward  Public 
Business,  other  than  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill,  as  rapidly  as 
possible. 

Mb.  E.  EOBERTSON  asked,  whe- 
ther the  Government  intended  to  regard 
the  passing  of  that  Bill  as  the  special 
legislative  work  of  the  Session ;  or  whe- 
ther it  was  their  intention  to  consider 
some  other  means  whereby  the  ordinary 
Legislative  Business  of  the  country  might 
be  in  part  attended  to,  at  whatever  date 
the  Cnminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 
Bill  might  pass  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Undoubtedly 
the  Government  do  not  consider  that  the 
passing  of  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill  would  be  a  sufficient 
discharge  of  the  duties  of  Parliament ; 
and  it  will  be  their  duty  to  consider 
what  course  they  will  recommend  to 
Parliament  under  the  circumstances. 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  YEAR 

OF  HER  MAJESTY'S  REIGN  IN 

LONDON. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  (Liver- 
pool, West  Derby)  (for  Mr.  Whitmobe) 
(Chelsea)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  it  is  intended  to 
celebrate  the  Queen's  Jubilee  in  London 
in  any  public  manner  ? 

Mr.  COBB  (Warwick,  S.E.,  Eugby) 
asked,  Whether  the  Government  would 
reconsider  their  decision  with  regard  to 
the  display  of  fireworks  in  the  public 
Parks,  considering  the  pleasure  they 
would  give  to  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
the  people  of  the  Metropolis? 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  In  an- 
swer to  the  last  Question,  which  has 
been  put  to  me  without  Notice,  I  can 
only  say  this — that  the  Government  re- 
gret that  any  portion  of  the  community 
should  be  deprived  of  any  pleasure  of 
the  kind  to  which  the  hon.  Member  re- 
fers ;  and  if  funds  could  be  found  which 
would  not  be  a  charge  upon  the  public 
purse,  the  Government  would  be  exceed- 
ingly happy  to  afford  any  facility  for 

Jir.  JF.  H.  Smith 


the  purpose ;  but  they  have  not  thought 
it  right  to  submit  a  Vote  to  Parliament 
in  order  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  Me- 
tropolis might  be  provided  with  fire- 
works. If  we  were  to  make  such  pro- 
vision for  the  Metropolis,  it  would  at 
once  be  asked  what  are  we  going  to 
do  for  the  large  Provincial  towns.  I 
may  be  asked  what  provision  we  desire 
to  make  in  other  respects.  That  is  a 
difficulty  which  I  am  sure  the  House 
will  feel  could  not  be  easily  solved.  A 
Proclamation  has  been  issued  declaring 
Tuesday,  June  2 1 ,  a  public  holiday.  On 
that  day  Her  Majesty  will  proceed  to  the 
Service  at  Westminster  Abbey.  Any 
other  celebration  of  the  day  will  be  en- 
tirely of  a  spontaneous  and  local  charac- 
ter, no  provision  having  been  proposed 
to  Parliament  for  public  rejoicings  in 
any  other  way. 

Mr.  DODDS  (Stockton):  Will  hon. 
Members  have  the  opportunity  of  at- 
tending the  Service  at  the  Abbey  on 
that  day  ? 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whether 
he  will  ask  the  Poet  Laureate  to  pre- 
pare an  ode  on  the  Jubilee  Coercion  Bill 
for  the  occasion  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  trifiing  with  the 
House. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  hope  to  make 
arrangements  by  which  Members  of 
Parliament  who  express  a  wish  to  be 
present  will  be  able  to  attend. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
Will  that  include  the  Irish  Members  ? 

Mr.  DODDS :  Will  each  Member  be 
allowed  to  take  a  lady  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  Lord 
Chamberlain  is  the  proper  officer  to  ap- 
proach in  regard  to  such  matters. 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  may  I  ask 
you  what  arrangements  you  propose  to 
make  with  reference  to  the  attendance 
of  the  House  on  Sunday  at  St.  Mar- 
garet's Church  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  In  reply  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  wish  to  inform 
the  House  that  I  propose  to  take  my 
seat  at  that  (the  Clerk's)  Table  at  a 
quarter  to  11  on  Sunday,  and  that  I 
shall  then  go  down  the  House  to  that 
door  (under  the  clock).  I  hope  that  the 
Members  of  the  Government,  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Front  Opposition  Bench, 
Privy  Councillors,  and  others  who  hap- 
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pen  to  be  in  the  House  will  form  behind 
me,  80  as  to  constitute  the  head  of  the 
procession.    The  Mace  will  meet  me  at 
the  folding  doors.     I  shall  then  proceed 
through    the   Members*   Lobby  to  the 
Central  Lobby,  during   which   time   I 
hope  Members  will  fall  in  and  form 
the  rest  of  the  procession.      I   would 
earnestly    entreat    hon.    Members    to 
observe  the  formation  of  four  abreast. 
The  Volunteers  will  keep  a  line  which 
will  admit  of  that  number  walking  side 
by  side.     It  will  be  very  important  that 
order  should  be  kept  throughout.     From 
the  Central  Lobby  I  propose  to  go  down 
8t.  Stephen's  Hall   to   the  top  of  the 
stairs  in  Westminster  Hall,  and  thence 
down  the  main   stairs  of  Westminster 
Hall  to  the  north  door  of  that  Hall.    At 
that  door  I  believe  that  the  clergy  of 
Westminster  Abbey  and  St.  Margaret's 
Church  will  meet  the  procession  and 
form  the  head  of  it.     I  shall  then  go 
through  Palace  Yard,  through  Parlia- 
ment Square,  through  the  central  portion 
of  that  Square,  between  the  two  flower 
beds,  and  on  reaching  the  end  of  the 
walk  I  shall  take  a  line  diagonally  to 
the  west  door  of  St.  Margaret's  Church. 
I  may  say,  perhaps,  that  the  Queen's 
Westminster  Volunteers    have   under- 
taken to  furnish  a  guard  of  honour,  and 
to  keep  the  line  throughout  the  whole 
length  of  the  route  taken  by  the  pro- 
cession; and  I  think  I  may  tender  to 
that   gallant  corps,   on   behalf    of  the 
House,   my  thanks  for  their  presence 
on  the  occasion,  and  especially  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Central 
Sheffield    (Mr.    Howard  Vincent),   the 
Colonel  of  that  corps.     If  there  is  any 
other  information  which  I  can  impart 
to  the  House  I  shall  be  very  happy  to 
give  it. 

Sir  henry  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth)  :  What  arrangements  are  there 
for  meeting  our  ladies  on  this  occasion  ? 
Ladies'  tickets  have  been  issued. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  am  scarcely  re- 
sponsible  for  all  the  minor  details ;  but 
to  allay  the  natural  anxiety  of  the  hon. 
Member  I  would,  if  I  may,  strongly  ad- 
vise the  ladies  to  be  present  in  St.  Mar- 
garet's Church  before  the  procession 
leaves  this  House. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  Is  it  in  contemplation  to  take  a 
Resolution  of  the  House  in  the  sense 
which  you,  Sir,  haye  mentioned,  accord- 
ing to  the  precedent  when  Mr.  Speaker 


attended  on  behalf  of  the  House  at  the 
Thanksgiving  Service  at  St.  Paul's  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  House  has 
already  passed  a  Resolution. 

Mr.  RATHBONE  (Carnarvonshire, 
Arfon)  asked,  what  arrangements  had 
been  made  for  the  attendance  of  the 
House  at  the  ceremony  in  Westminster 
Abbey  on  the  21st  of  June  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  understand 
that  ample  provision  has  been  made  by 
the  Lord  Chamberlain  for  the  acoommo* 
dation  of  the  House  on  the  21st  of  June. 
But  it  is  usual  for  a  Committee  of  the 
House  to  be  appointed  to  assist  the 
Speaker  in  making  the  necessary  ar- 
rangements for  such  an  occasion  ;  and  if 
it  is  the  pleasure  of  the  House  I  will  on 
Monday  propose  the  appointment  of  such 
a  Committee. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Will  the  House 
sit  on  the  21st  of  June  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  will  be  a 
public  holiday.  Sir ;  and  I  shall  move  the 
adjournment  of  the  House  over  that  day. 

Dr.  tanner  :  If  the  weather  is  un- 
satisfactory  on  Sunday,  Mr.  Speaker, 
will  omnibuses  be  provided  for  Mem« 
bers? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  will  not  answer  a 
Question  which  I  regard  as  trivial  and 
offensive. 

DOMINION  OF  CANADA— CANADIAN 
PACIFIC  EAILWAT. 

Lord  CLAUD  HAMILTON  (Liver- 
pool, West  Derby)  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  been 
earnestly  solicited  by  the  Q-overnment 
of  the  Dominion  to  grant  a  subsidy  to 
the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway;  and, 
whether,  in  giving  this  request  their 
consideration,  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  will  bear  in  mind  the  action  of  the 
Government  of  the  Dominion  in  raising 
the  duty  upon  imported  iron,  and  will 
also  endeavour  to  have  an  estimate  made 
of  the  loss  to  those  engaged  in  the  iron 
export  trade  of  this  country  which  such 
increase  of  duty  will  entail  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
Dominion  Government  has  earnestly 
solicited  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
grant  a  subsidy  to  a  line  of  steamers 
which  the  Canadian  Pacific  Railway 
Company  is  willing  to  establish  between 
Vancouver  and  Hong  Kong.  It  is  not 
suggested  that  such  subsidy  should  be 
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given  as  an  assistance  to  the  railway ;  We  have  to  ask  oursel  es  what  a  con- 
but  the  proposed  steamship  service  is  spiraoy  is.  It  consists  uf  an  agreement, 
being  considered  on  its  own  merits,  the  a  means,  and  an  object.  No  doubt,  the 
question  being  whether  the  advantages  mere  act  of  an  agreement  is  in  itself  a 
to  this  country  and  to  the  Empire  gene-  conspiracy ;  but  I  need  hardly  point  out 
rally  of  maintaining  an  efficient  service  to  anybody  with  a  grain  of  common 
of  powerful  vessels  in  the  North  Pacific  sense  that  there  cannot  be  criminality  in 
will  justify  an  application  to  Parliament  an  abstract  agreement,  and  that  the 
for  an  annual  subsidy  of  not  less  than  criminality  of  an  agreement  must  be 
£45,000.  It  has  not  been  the  practice  to  judged  of  either  by  its  means  or  by  its 
look  upon  the  high  tariffs  which  Canada  object.  In  this  case  the  object  of  the 
finds  it  necessary  to  adopt  as  directly  agreement  is,  as  I  say,  to  prevent  per- 
affectiogthe  consideration  of  any  general  sons  from  letting,  hiring,  using,  or  occu- 
question  in  which  the  point  arises  whe-  pying  land,  or  from  dealing  with,  work- 
ther  or  how  far  this  country  should  co-  mg  for,  or  hiring  any  person  or  persons, 
operate  with  the  Dominion ;  but  Her  That  object  in  itself  cannot  be  criminal, 
Majesty's  G-ovemment  cannot  but  feel  because,  at  the  present  moment,  anyone 
that  a  change  in  the  Canadian  duties,  is  perfectly  entitled  to  refuse  to  let,  hire, 
such  as  that  alleged,  must  indirectly  use,  or  occupy  land,  and  so  on.  That 
affect  the  consideration  of  the  main  being  so,  we  have  to  consider  whether 
question,  which  must  be  ultimately  the  means  are  such  that  criminality  is 
decided  by  Parliaments  imported  into  the  mattor.      What   are 

these  means?    We  have  adopted  the 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  BAT.  word  "induce."    If  that  word  stands 

0 part  of  the  clause,  an  agreement  to  use 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  (IRE-  inducement  to  effect  a  lawful  and  legiti- 

LAND)  BILL.— [Bill  217.]  °^**®  object  will  be  declared  by  the  seo- 

{Mr.  A.  J,  Balfour,  Mr,  Secretary  Matthewa,  Mr,  Jf^J  ^  \^  criminal  conspiracy.      Now 

Attorney  General,  Mr.  Attorney  Qemral  for  ^  deny  that  inducement    can  ever    be 

Ireland,)  criminal.    In  strict  legal  language  the 

^*r^ln„^«     r  D-— -..  ^r\*^  -u     T  ^^rd  "induce"   excludes  any  idea   of 

COMMITTEE.    IProgresB  19M  May.-]  ^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  inducement  can- 

L^^^'^^^^^^  NIGHT.  J  nQ<;  \^Q  criminal  unless  the  object  imparts 

Bill  considered  in  Committee.  criminality.      But    the    object    is    not 

(In  the  Committee.)  criminal;  therefore  I  am  forced  to  the 

SuMMABY  JuKiSDiOTiow.  conclusiou  that  if  the  clause  stends  in  ite 

^         « ,-ri  X      .        *  .     .  present  shape  we  shall   have  declared 

Clause  2  (Extension  of  summary  juris-  that  it  is  criminal  for  two  or  three  or 

diction).  jjjQjQ  persons  to  obtain  lawful  objects  by 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line  moral    suasion.      That    would    be    an 

19,  after  **  or,"  insert  **to  compel  any  atrocious  state  of   things.     Supposing 

person  or  persons  by  means  of  threats,  several  people  induce  a  testator  to  give 

intimidation,  or  violence." — {Mr.  King.)  a  legacy  of  £100,000  to  a  certain  per- 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  son,  does  anyone  say  that  because  they 

be  there  inserted."  liave  agreed  to  ** induce"  the  tostator 

Mb.  chance    (Kilkenny.   S.):    In  ^Y  ^f,^^^  \^  T'^^l   ,^'  ^^^^'  ^^V' 

supporting  the  Amendment  I  desire  to  ?*^"^'  '*  "  not  intended,    under  such 

point  out  that  we  have  already  decided  ^'\^^^^^^?^^\  to  declare  that  an  ab- 

that  it  is  a  criminal  conspiracy'^for  any-  ^]^^^  f""'^  "  committed  by    persons 

one  "  to  compel  or  induce  an/person  or  TJ^""  3^,^**^?  %  testator  to  make  a  will,  but 

persons  not  to  fuiai  his  or  their  legal  1*  "  ^^^^^^  to  say  that  it  is  a  crime  to 

obligations."    We  now  come  to  a  vfry  J^^'®  t  P^"?^  ^^A*^  ^^*»  ^'^%  ^*«'  ^' 

distinct  and  separate  question,  whether  ^^PJ  land,  is  not  the  proposition  pre- 

it  shall  be  a    criminal    consniracv    to  P^^terous  r    There  is  no  doubt  in  the 

comnel  or  induce  anv  nerson   or  ne  world  that  the  object  of  the  clause  is  to 

son^  "  protect  landlords,  and  to  give  them  extra- 

«vr  X  X  1  i.  V  ,     ,  ordinary  legal  remedies  against  people 

"Not  to  lot,  hire,  UBO,  or  occupy  any  land.  «,i.^  -^*„«^   i.^  i  i.  i.*«  r     r 

or  not  to  deal  ^ith.  ^ork  for,  or  hire  any  per-'  ,^^^,  refuse   to  let,  hire,  use,  or  occupy 

■on  or  persons  in  the  ordinary  coarse  of  tnde,  this  land.     Simple  agreements  to  obtain 

bnaineM,  or  oooupation."  a  perfectly  lawful  object  by  meaae  that 

Mr.  W.  E.  Smith 
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up  to  tbe  present  moment  are  legal,  are 
to  be  declared  illegal,  and  persons  taking 
part  in  such  agreements  are  to  receive 
six  months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour  at  the  will  of  two  Resident  Magis- 
trates who  are  under  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  Amendment  is  a  different 
one  from  that  which  we  bad  under  con- 
sideration yesterday ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  would  seem  that  the  principle 
which  governed  the  Committee  in  dis- 
posing of  the  Amendment  yesterday 
should  influence  it  now  in  disposing  of 
this  Amendment.  It  seems  to  the  Go- 
vernment that  the  same  arguments  that 
were  used  yesterday  are  equally  appli- 
cable to  this  Amendment.  My  bon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Hackney 
(Sir  Charles  Russell)  moved  words  yes- 
terday to  provide  tbat  any  person  who 
should  *'  conspire  by  violence  or  intimi- 
dation" to  do  tbe  things  specified  in 
the  sub- section  should  be  liable  to  tbe 
penalties  of  the  clause,  and  another 
bon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  R.  T.  Reid)  moved  to  leave  out  the 
word  '^induce,"  in  order  to  confine  the 
section  to  persons  who  compelled  others 
to  do  the  things  specified  therein.  The 
Committee  rejected  both  those  Amend- 
ments yesterday,  and  the  same  grounds 
which  led  the  Committee  to  reject  them 
ought  to  lead  it  to-day  to  reject  the 
present  Amendment,  inasmuch  as  its 
object  is  to  limit  the  action  of  the  sub- 
section— not  in  regard  to  the  fulfilment 
of  legal  obligations,  as  was  the  case  with 
the  Amendment  yesterday,  but  in  re- 
gard to  letting,  hiring,  using,  or  occupy- 
ing land,  and  so  on — to  persons  who 
compel  others  by  means  of  "threats, 
intimidation,  or  violence."  Wbat  we  pro- 
pose to  do  in  the  section  is  not  to 
alter  the  law  in  the  smallest  degree  from 
what  it  is  now,  but  to  enact  that  those 
means  which  apply  now  to  the  attain- 
ing of  an  object  could  be  punished  under 
indictment  as  criminal  conspiracy  shall, 
under  this  Act,  be  punished  by  summary 
jurisdiction.  Sucb  a  case  as  that  re- 
ferred to  by  the  bon.  Member — the  case 
of  agreeing  to  induce  a  person  to  make 
a  will — could  not  be  punished  under 
indictment,  and  will  not  be  touched  by 
tlii9  measure. 


Mb.  CHANCE :  I  did  not  speak  of 
the  persons  being  punisbed;  but  I 
said  would  anyone  say  tbat  the  will 
would  become  void  through  adopt- 
ing  the  means  employed  in  this  agree- 
ment? 

Mb.  holmes  :  No  ;  it  would  not ; 
neither  would  an  agreement  to  induce  a 

gerson  by  moral  suasion  to  refuse  to  let, 
ire,  use,  or  occupy  land  be  a  criminal 
conspiracy.  It  would  not  be  a  criminal 
conspiracy  now,  neither  would  it  be  a 
criminal  conspiracy  under  the  Bill,  be- 
cause, as  I  have  pointed  out,  the  clause 
only  renders  punishable  by  summary 
jurisdiction  what  is  now  punishable  by 
means  of  indictment.  The  hon.  Member 
says  that  if  we  pass  the  clause  as  it  now 
stands  you  will  make  it  a  criminal  of- 
fence, punishable  by  summary  jurisdic- 
tion, to  agree  to  induce  a  person  to 
attain  a  lawful  object;  but  tbat  is  not 
the  fact,  for  it  is  not  an  offence  punisb- 
able  by  indictment  at  the  present  time 
to  combine  to  effect  a  legal  object  by 
legitimate  means. 

Mb.  chance  :  There  is  a  great  dis- 
tinction between  the  object  of  obtaining 
the  non-fulfilment  of  a  legal  obligation 
and  the  object  of  obtaining  the  non- 
performance of  an  act  tbat  a  person  is 
perfectly  entitled  not  to  do.  There  is 
no  obligation  pre-existing  as  the  hiring 
of  land.  We  are  told  that  this  clause 
will  not  make  it  criminal  to  do  any  act 
wbich  is  not  criminal  already ;  but  that 
I  altogether  deny.  A  criminal  con- 
spiracy is  to  agree  to  adopt  means  to 
attain  an  object,  either  one  of  which 
must  be  criminal — either  the  means  or 
tbe  object.  But,  under  this  clause,  to  agree 
to  attain  by  legal  means — that  is  to  say, 
by  inducement — a  lawful  object  may  be 
made  a  criminal  conspiracy.  No  one 
denies  that  we  have  these  three  things 
under  the  clause  —  agreement,  means, 
and  object.  Inducement  is  laid  down  as 
the  means.  What  question  can  arise 
outside  the  limits  of  these  three  things 
I  utterly  fail  to  conceive.  We  are  told 
that  an  Amendment  has  been  intro- 
duced and  accepted  by  the  Committee 
which  will  prevent  a  new  offence  being 
created  under  this  Act.  But  if  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)  will  take  the  trouble  to  refer 
to  Mr.  Justice  Stephen  on  Criminal 
Law  Amendment,  or  to  the  same  autho- 
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rity  on  Conspiracy,  as  g^venin  pages  124 
and  125  of  Boscoe's  Criminal  Evidence, 
he  will  there  learn  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  Mr.  Justice  Stephen,  reasons  must 
be  found  by  the  Judge  for  declaring  it 
to  be  criminal  to  combine  to  do  an  act 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Judge,  is 
politically  or  socially  dangerous.  And 
yet  you  are  giving  powers  to  two  nomi- 
nees of  the  Government,  and  investing 
them  with  the  powers  which  Mr.  Justice 
Stephen  says  the  Judges  already  possess. 
Any  combination  which  the  Judge  de- 
clares to  be  criminal  is  already  punish- 
able by  law.  By  this  Bill  you  are  making 
the  Resident  Magistrates  Judges,  and 
giving  them  despotic  power  to  declare  an 
agreement  criminal,  and  you  point  out 
clearly  that  a  combination  or  an  agree- 
ment to  induce  a  person  not  to  lot,  hire, 
use,  or  occupy  any  land  is  a  criminal 
conspiracy. 

Mb.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal,  N.) :  H 
this  Amendment  had  been  m  principle 
decided,  or  came  close  to  being  decided, 
by  the  determination  which  the  Com- 
mittee arrived  at  yesterday,  it  would  not 
be  necessary  for  me  to  trouble  the  Com- 
mittee much  upon  this  question,  because 
I  should  not  be  able  to  bring  myself  to 
repeat  an  argument  with  reference  to  it. 
Such  repetition  only  weakens  the  position 
of  a  speaker  in  a  case  like  this.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, I  think,  rather  underrated  the  ar- 
gument of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Chance), 
and  did  not  sufficiently  appreciate  the 
distinction  he  wishes  to  point  out.  But, 
whether  there  is  or  not  a  distinction  to 
be  drawn  between  the  1st  and  2nd  parts 
of  the  sub-section,  I  would  suggest  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
this  clause  will  have  a  serious  effect 
upon  the  Ulster  Tenant  Bight  Custom 
which  has  prevailed  for  the  past  100 
years.  The  Ulster  tenants  have  com- 
bined to  refuse  to  take  farms  where  the 
tenant  right  was  not  adequately  recog- 
nized by  the  landlord  ;  and  clearly  the 
sub- section  under  discussion,  as  it  now 
stands,  would  render  such  combination 
a  criminal  conspiracy  in  the  view  of  any 
Besident  Magistrate  who  chose  so  to 
construe  the  provision.  I  cannot  allow 
to  pass  without  protest  anything  which 
would  cast  upon  Ulster  the  stain  that 
its  tenants  have  been  living  in  a  crimi- 
nal conspiracy  for  the  past  100  years. 
I  have  known  cases  in  Ulster  in  which 
farms  have  laid  vacant  for  20  years  in 
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I  consequence  of  refusal  'o  recognize  the 
tenant-right  custom.  I  have  known  a 
case  where  a  Protestant  has  been  evicted 
from  a  farm  in  a  Catholic  district,  and 
a  foot  would  not  be  put  into  it  by  a 
Catholic  farmer ;  and  I  have  known  a 
Catholic  evicted  in  a  Protestant  district 
with  a  precisely  similar  result.  I  have 
known  farms,  under  these  circumstances, 
lie  idle  for  20  or  30  years,  the  owner 
merely  disposing  of  the  grazing  of  it. 
But  few  persons  were  mad  enough  to 
refuse  the  Ulster  tenant  right  in  the 
face  of  such  a  spirit  as  that.  Then, 
what  will  happen  now  when  evictions 
take  place,  and  the  landlord  assumes 
possession  of  the  land,  the  tenant  for- 
feiting for  a  year's  rent  his  15  years' 
possession?  The  landlord  will  have  14 
years  of  another  man's  property,  and  he 
will  probably  desire  to  get  the  land  in 
occupation  again  to  his  own  advantage. 
Whatever  your  laws  may  be,  there  will 
certainly  be  a  higher  law — that  of 
honour  and  respect  for  another  man's 
property,  which  will  never  be  broken  by 
the  people  of  Ireland.  What  is  the  use 
of  passing  Criminal  Laws  to  make  men 
do  a  certain  thing,  which,  though  not 
criminal  according  to  the  law,  is  far 
more  criminal  in  their  eyes  than  that 
which  this  measure  would  make  crimi- 
nal, and  which  involves  a  greater 
penalty,  from  a  social  point  of  view, 
than  the  breaking  of  the  law  ?  I  wish 
to  draw  a  clear  distinction  between  the 
decision  we  arrived  at  yesterday  and 
the  point  raised  to-day.  I  think  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  put  down  the  pre- 
sent Amendment  was  well  advised.  I 
believe  I  am  correct  that  the  hon. 
Member  took  the  advice  of  those  most 
able  and  experienced  in  these  matters 
before  moving  the  Amendment  as  to  the 
form  in  which  it  should  be  brought  for- 
ward. I  admire  the  ingenuity  with 
which  he  tried  to  reconcile  his  Conserva- 
tive principles  with  what  I  consider  his 
kind  heart,  for  he  has  shown  himself 
kind-hearted  in  this  matter — ^he,  at 
least,  has  been  in  Ireland  and  knows 
what  we  are.  It  is  an  extraordinary 
thing  that  we  should  now  be  supporting 
an  Amendment  moved  from  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  I  can  understand 
the  Committee  saying  that  it  is  a 
conspiracy  to  induce  a  man  not  to 
do  a  thing  which  he  is  under  obliga- 
tion to  do,  and  which  a  third  per- 
son has  a  right  to  have  performed.  In 
that  case  there  is  a  duty  on  one  hand. 
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and  a  right  on  the  other ;  and  if  a  eon- 
epiracy  is  got  up  to  break  the  relations 
of  the  two  men  mutually  bound  to  each 
other,  there  is  some  argument  to   be 
offered  for  making  it  criminal,  because 
the  conspirators  would  be  without    a 
reasonable  excuse.     But  take  the  case 
of  a  farm  which  is  vacant.     There  is  no 
obligation  on  anyone  to  take  it.    A  man 
may  be  induced  not  to  take  it,  and  pres- 
sure may  be  put  upon  him  to  refrain  from 
taking  it.  The  isLvmer primd  facte  may  do 
what  he  likes  with  the  farm;  he  may 
accept  a  person  as  tenant,  or  refuse  him, 
just  as  he  likes,  and  no  one  can  com- 
plain;   and  equally  the  person  sought 
to  be  induced  or  persuaded  has  incurred 
no  duty  with  regard  to  its  acceptance  or 
refusal,  and  the  person  who  induces  or 
persuades  him  clearly  should  not  be  held 
criminal.     It  is  a  different  thing  where, 
in    the    words  of   the  Amendment,   a 
person   is   ** compelled"   by  means  of 
**  threats,  intimidation,  or  violence,"  not 
to  take  a  farm.     There  is  an  obvious 
distinction    between    the    1st  and   2nd 
part  of  the  sub- section.     In  the  one  case 
a  person  is  prevented  from  fulfilling  a 
legal  obligation.     A  man  is  compelled 
to  do  that  which  it  is  a  breach  of  duty 
to  do,  and  which  it  is  a  breach  of  another 
man's  right  to  have  done ;  and  there  may 
be  some  ground  for  calling  that  a  criminal 
conspiracy.     In  the  other  case,  you  sup- 
pose a  man  who  has  a  farm,  which  he 
has  a  right  to  let  in  the  best  way  he  can, 
but  there  is  no  duty  on  the  community 
to  take  it,  nor  is  there  any  obligation  on 
any  individual  to  do  so,  therefore  there 
is  no  breach  of  any  right  of  the  landlord. 
But  to  go  further  than  that,  though  the 
Amendment  deals  only  with  the  question 
of  land,  there  are  many  cases  where  it  is 
the  duty  and  right  of  a  man  to  induce 
others  not  to  buy  at  a  particular  time,  or 
sell  at  a  particular  time,  and  to  put  up 
prices  at  a  particular  time.     This  right 
is  recognized  in  England,  and  I  must 
say  I  do  not  believe  the  commercial 
prosperity  of  England  would  have  been 
at  all  what  it  is  to-day  if  you  had  put 
shackles  on  the  right  of  trade  combina- 
tions. I  only  rise,  however,  to  distinguish 
between  the  two  parts  of  the  sub-section 
— namely,  the  fulfilling  of  legal  obliga- 
tions— which  we  dealt  with  yesterday — 
and  the  taking  of  land  with  regard  to 
which  no  legal  obligation  exists.    To  my 
own  knowledge,  the  Ulster  tenant  right 
has  been  preserved  by  a  practice  wluch 
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I  firmly  believe,  if  this  law  had  been 
passed  years  ago,  would  have  been  held 
to  be  criminal,  and  would  have  had  the 
effect  of  throwing  one-half  of  the  tenant 
farmers  of  the  Province  into  gaol. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
think  that  having  regard  to  the  quarter 
from  which  this  Amendment  comes  the 
Gk>v6mment  have  received  it  with  very 
scant  courtesy.  It  would,  indeed,  be  a 
curious  result  to  see  the  cloture  applied 
to  it  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury ;  but  we  may 
take  it,  having  regard  as  I  say  to  the 
quarter  whence  it  come,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  take  that  course.  I  agree  with 
my  hon.  Friends  that  we  are  forced  to 
support  this  Amendment  by  the  decision 
of  the  Committee  last  night  on  the  pro- 
posal to  omit  the  words  **  or  induce."  I 
think  it  is  perfectly  plain  that  there  is 
a  substantial  distinction,  not  merely  of 
form,  but  of  fact,  between  the  present 
Amendment  and  that  moved  last  night 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
Kussell).  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  tells  us  that  what  is  intended  to 
be  struck  at  by  this  clause  is  the  use  of 
illegal  means.  He  says  that  this  clause 
will  not  be  operative  in  the  case  of 
any  innocent  combination,  and  that 
unless  the  means  which  any  body  of 
men  combining  together  take  to  effect 
this  object  are  illegal,  this  clause  will 
not  apply.  I  meet  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  on  that  ground,  and 
I  ask,  if  it  is  his  view  that  this  Bill 
should  not  apply  save  in  a  case  where 
illegal  means  are  used  to  further  the 
object  of  conspiracy,  will  he  consent  to 
insert  in  the  sub-section  now  under  dis- 
cussion, after  the  word  *' induce,"  not, 
perhaps,  the  words  proposed  in  the 
Amendment,  but  words  which  will 
carry  out  his  own  expressed  intention  ? 
Will  he  accept  such  words  as  ''  or  in- 
duce by  illegal  means  ?  "  He  says  he 
does  not  want  to  limit  the  clause  in  the 
manner  pointed  out  in  the  Amendment 
of  one  of  his  supporters.  He  says  he 
does  not  want  to  Hmit  it  to  threats,  in- 
timidation, or  violence.  Let  him,  at 
any  rate,  take  means  to  carry  out  his 
own  view,  and  to  make  his  declaration 
perfectly  plain.  Let  him  put  something 
in  the  Act  of  Parliament  by  which  the 
uninstructed  Eesident  Magistrates,  who 
will  have  the  administration    of  this 
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clause,  will  see  plainly  what  the  Govern- 
ment want.  I  think  we  are  entitled  to 
an  answer  on  that  point.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says  it  is 
not  intended  that  this  Act  should  strike 
at  any  combinations  to  induce  any  per- 
sons by  illegal  means  to  do  a  legal  act ; 
and  that  being  so,  I  ask  them  to  embody 
in  the  words  of  this  clause  some  ex- 
pression which  will  make  their  intention 
perfectly  plain,  and  from  which  the 
[Resident  Magistrates,  who  will  after- 
wards be  the  administrators  of  the  new 
law,  will  have  the  conclusion  of  the 
Government  forced  on  them  that  this 
section  is  only  to  be  used  where  there 
has  been  a  conspiracy  to  induce  persons 
to  do  an  illegal  act,  or  to  induce  persons 
to  do  a  legal  act  by  illegal  means. 

The  chairman  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  like  his  predecessors,  is 
travelling  rather  beyond  the  permissible 
scope  of  this  Amendment.  The  Com- 
mittee have  already  refused  to  admit 
the  words  ''or  induce,"  and  also  to  de- 
fine conspiracy  ''  by  violence  or  intimi- 
dation." These  two  principles  govern 
nearly  the  whole  of  the  section,  and  the 
present  Amendment  is  only  admissible 
on  the  argument  that  in  dealing  with 
land  there  is  a  special  necessity  for  the 
making  of  a  definition. 

Me.  CHANCE:  On  the  point  of 
Order  I  should  like  to  point  out  that  the 
Amendment  to  strike  out  the  words  ''  or 
induce  "  had  reference  to  preventing  a 
person  from  fulfilling  a  legal  obligation. 

The  chairman  :  No ;  that  is  not 
so.  The  words  "compel  or  induce" 
govern  the  whole  section. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY:  I  quite 
accept  that  explanation  from  you.  Sir. 
It  is  quite  evident,  however,  that  the 
words  this  Amendment  proposes  to  in- 
troduce only  seek  to  govern  the  words 
of  the  section  which  deal  with  the  letting, 
hiring,  using,  or  occupying  of  land.  We 
ag^ee  upon  that,  and  I  was  under  the 
impression  that  what  I  was  saying, 
though  general  in  its  character,  had  a 
particular  application  to  conspiracies  as 
affecting  dealings  with  regard  to  land. 
I  come  now  to  the  words  conspiracy  to 
induce  a  person  **not  to  let,  hire,  use, 
or  occupy  any  land."  What  is  the 
motive  of  these  words — what  is  the 
meaning  of  this  section  which  the  Go- 
vernment have  introduced  in  the  Bill  ? 
On  what  ground  have  they  based  the 
necessity  for  this  clause  ?    The  motive 
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power .  the  Government  have  used  to 
press  this  Bill  through  the  House  is  the 
undue  intimidation  as  to  the  letting, 
hiring,  or  selling  of  land  which  they  say 
has  prevailed  in  Ireland.  I  venture  to 
say  that  without  the  allegations  they 
have  made  in  rep^ard  to  this  undue  in- 
timidation a  Bill  of  this  kind  would 
have  been  scouted  from  this  House  and 
this  country.  And,  that  being  so,  I  ask 
is  it  not  monstrous  that  while  their 
whole  case  is  founded  on  allegations  of 
intimidation,  they  should  push  this  Bill 
a  step  further  than  the  extent  to  which 
their  case  of  intimidation  would  show  it 
to  be  necessary  ?  If  their  case  is  that 
it  is  owing  to  intimidation  that  farms 
cannot  be  let,  and  that  tenants  combine 
to  obtain  reductions  of  rent,  and  their 
case  is  that  it  is  owing  to  intimidation 
that  combinations  for  these  purposes, 
which  would  not  otherwise  exist,  are  so 
powerful  in  Ireland,  I  say,  then,  why  not 
limit  the  clause  to  that  particular  point  ? 
I  maintain  that  without  the  impetus  that 
this  Bill  receives  from  these  allegations 
of  intimidation,  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible for  the  Government  to  have 
introduced  it  in  this  House,  and  it 
would  be  impossible  for  them  to  defend 
it  before  the  country.  At  any  rate, 
before  they  can  ask  the  Committee  to 
extend  the  Bill  on  the  provisions  of  this 
clause  beyond  this  question  of  intimida- 
tion, they  are  bound  to  make  out  a 
specific  case  outside  "  threats,  intimida- 
tion, and  violence,"  for  the  necessity  of 
such  extension.  They  have  not  attempted 
to  do  anything  of  the  kind.  They  have 
not  attempted  to  show  that,  apart  from 
threats,  intimidation,  or  violence,  there 
are  things  which  make  such  a  clause 
reasonable.  In  all  the  wildest  appeals 
we  have  heard  from  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House — and  we  have  heard  some 
most  reckless  assertions  from  that 
quarter  as  to  the  condition  of  Ireland 
— there  has  not  been  a  single  attempt 
to  show  that,  apart  from  the  question  of 
intimidation,  any  case  for  this  clause 
exists.  If  that  is  the  case,  are  we  not 
justified  in  asking  that  the  Government, 
who  found  this  Bill  on  allegations  of 
the  existence  of  intimidation  —  and 
found  it  on  nothing  else,  for  we  are 
told  that  thoy  do  not  rely  on  statistics 
of  crime — shall  limit  it  to  the  particular 
matter  they  allege  as  its  origin  ?  I  do 
not  think  the  Government  are  treating 
us  fairly  in  this  matter.    We  are  not 
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content  with  their  general  allegation  as 
to  the  necessity  for  making  this  clause 
"Wide  enough  to  introduce  every  possible 
class  of  ofiPence.  They  do  not  even  prove 
the  existence  of   offences  such  as   this 
Amendment  will  deal  with.     It  seems  to 
me,    when   such  enormous  powers  are 
given  and  confirmed  by  a  Bill  of  this 
kind,  the  Government  are  bound  to  pro- 
duce justification,  not  merely  for  every 
clause  of  it,   but  for  every  line,  every 
word,  and  every   syllable    it  contains. 
Liberty    should  not  be   restricted,  the 
Constitution  should  not  be  cut  in  upon, 
except  to  the  extent  for  which  a  case 
been  made  out  for  it.    If  the  Govern- 
ment complain  that  offences  of  a  par- 
ticular character  exist,  I  submit  that  any 
remedy  that  Parliament  applies  should 
be  limited  to  the  case  they  make  out. 
It  is  an  old  maxim  in  connection  with 
the  construction  of  Acts  of  Parliament 
that,  in  order  to  find  out  the  object  of 
an  Act,  you    ought    first   to  learn  the 
mischief  with   which  it  is  intended  to 
deal.     Now,  I  maintain  that  the  remedy 
this    clause  provides  is  not   limited  to 
the   mischief    of    which    the    Govern- 
ment complain.     My  complaint  is  that 
they   extend   the    remedy   far   beyond 
any  mischief  they  allege,  and  make  it 
wide  enough  to  include  a  vast  variety  of 
cases  in    regard    to  which   they  have 
shown  no  necessity  for  the  clause.     I 
say,  therefore,  if  the  words  **  or  induce  " 
had  been  left  out  of  the  clause,  the  sec- 
tion would  have  been  sufficiently  stringent 
to  effect  the  avowed  object  of  the  Go- 
vernment.     The    Government    case   is 
amply  vindicated  by  the  adoption  of  the 
word    ''compel,"    and  I   think,  if  the 
section  were  limited  to  that  word,  the 
answer  given  by  the  right    hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  would  be  complete.     But  so 
long  as  they  continue  to  retain  in  the 
section  the  use  of  the  words   **  or  in- 
duce,"   involving  and  describing   acts 
which  are  not  in  themselves  criminal, 
we  shall  be  warranted  in  asking  that 
where  the  object  in  view  is  not  illegal, 
and  where  the  conspiracy   is   a  mere 
conspiracy    to    induce    persons    to    do 
or    not    to    do    what    it    is    perfectly 
legal   for   them    to  do  or  not  to  do, 
that    then,    at    any   rate,   the    House 
will   step  in    and.  provide    that  some 
illegality  bhall  be  pointed   to  in    the 
means  taken  to  effect  the  object  before 
the  clause  shall  pass  in  its  present  form. 


If  the  Government  can  make  out  a  case 
for  anything  beyond  what  is  in  this 
Amendment,  let  them  make  it  out ;  biit 
certainly,  up  to  the  present,  they  have 
not  attempted  to  do  so.  Until  they  have 
done  so,  I  hold  that  we  are  justified  in 
asking  the  Committee  to  limit  the  ap- 
plication of  the  clause. 

Mb.  chance  :  The  Amendment,  as 
it  stands  on  the  Paper,  reads — **  To 
compel  any  person  or  persons,  by  means 
of  threats,  intimidation,  or  violence."  I 
fear  that  if  we  insist  upon  this  Amend- 
ment, we  shall  be  told  that  modification 
of  this  part  of  the  section  was  refused, 
because  we  wished  to  confine  it  to 
threats,  intimidation,  or  violence.  I 
would  ask  to  leave  out  of  the  Amend- 
ment the  words  ''by  means  of  threats, 
intimidation,  or  violence."  We  shall 
have  a  distinct  issue  then  as  to  whether 
to  compel  a  person  to  do  or  not  to  do 
what  he  has  a  perfectly  legal  right  to 
do  or  not  to  do  shall  be  rendered  criminal 
or  not.  I  assert,  without  fear  of  con- 
tradiction, that  the  word  ''  induce  "  in 
this  section  is  distinctly  a  description  of 
method  and  means,  and  that  the  object 
not  being  in  itself  criminal,  and  it  being 
necessary  that  the  criminality  should  be 
found  in  the  means  here  stated,  the 
word  **  compel,"  and  not  **  induce," 
should  apply.  If  the  clause  is  passed 
without  this  alteration,  it  will  be  for  the 
first  time  the  erection  of  a  combination 
to  induce  persons  to  attain  an  object 
which  is  lawful  into  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy. I  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land whether  it  is  contended  that  the 
words  ''or  induce"  do  not  constitute  a 
description  of  the  means  and  method  of 
the  object  of  a  conspiracy  ?  I  do  trust 
the  Attorney  General  for  England  will 
deal  with  that  question. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  move  to  omit  from  the  pro- 
posed Amendment  the  words  ''by 
means  of  threats,  intimidation,  or  vio- 
lence ?  " 

Mr.  CHANCE :  Yes,  Sir. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  after  the  word  "  per- 
sons," to  omit  the  words  "  by  means  of 
threats,  intimidation,  or  violence." — 
{Mr.  Chance.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 
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Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
I  would  ask  the  Goyemment  whether, 
under  these  circumstances,  they  cannot 
see  their  way  to  accept  the  proposed 
Amendment. 

Mb.  chance  :  My  object  in  moving 
this  is  that  we  may  have  a  clear  issue 
before  us,  and  that  we  may  leave  no 
loophole  of  escape  to  the  Govemment, 
who  might  say  that  they  were  compelled 
to  reject  it,  because  it  would  render  the 
magistrates  unable  to  arrive  at  a  convic- 
tion for  certain  descriptions  of  unlawful 
combination. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  (Sir 
RiOHABD  Webstbb)  (Isle  of  Wight)  : 
The  Committee  will  understand  my  rea- 
son for  not  taking  part  in  this  discussion. 
It  was  that  I  consider  the  reasons  which 
have  been  advanced  more  than  once 
against  the  limitation  of  this  section 
apply  equally  to  the  present  proposal.  I 
quite  admit  that  it  is  a  substantial  modi- 
fication which  is  now  proposed,  still  the 
objections  already  taken  will  apply  to  it. 

Mb.  chance  :  The  words  have  not 
yet  been  omitted  from  the  Amendment. 
If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  be  good  enough  to  permit  them 
to  be  omitted,  we  should  be  delighted  to 
hear  how  he  can  defend  the  application 
of  the  word  '* induce''  to  the  series  of 
acts  contained  in  the  clause  which  are 
perfectly  legal. 

Mb.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  I  do  not  see  the  use  of 
leaving  these  words  out  if  the  Govern- 
ment are  not  going  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. If  a  number  of  men  residing  in 
a  certain  district  see  in  their  neighbour- 
hood a  man  harshly  dealt  with  by  his 
landlord,  they  may  say  amongst  each 
other — **  What  a  shame  it  is !  See  how 
this  man  has  been  treated."  Then,  one 
may  say,  *•  I  won't  take  that  farm,"  and 
another  may  say,  *'  Neither  will  I,"  and 
in  this  way  there  may  be  a  combination 
not  to  hire,  use,  or  occupy  the  land.  Is 
it  not  preposterous  to  call  that  a  criminal 
conspiracy  ?  The  inducements  to  which 
this  clause  will  apply  will  cover  the 
action  of  members  of  a  Temperance  or 
any  other  society  who  may  say — **We 
will  agree  not  to  have  a  man  in  our  asso- 
ciation if  he  does  so  and  so,  or  if  he 
does  not  do  so  and  so,  and  we  will  not 
hire  or  occupy  his  land."  If  the  words 
it  is  proposed  to  leave  out  in  the  Amend- 
ment were  omitted,  we  should  give  the 
Govemmont  power  to  proceed  against 


these  men,  and  to  inflict  upon  them  the 
punishment  of  law  because  a  man  was 
expelled  from  their  ranks  for  going 
against  the  principles  to  which  he  sub- 
scribed, and  which  he  had  before  his 
eyes  when  he  entered  their  society. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  have  been  in 
error  in  permitting  the  original  Amend- 
ment to  be  moved  at  all.  I  have  already 
pointed  out  that  the  words  *'  compel  or 
induce"  have  been  adopted,  and  these 
words,  I  find,  govern  all  the  words  which 
follow  in  the  section.  I  had  thought 
that  a  variation  might  be  introduced 
with  respect  to  dealings  with  land,  but 
I  see  that  the  words  of  the  section  are — 

'*  To  compel  or  induce  any  person  or  persons 
either  not  to  fulfil  his  or  their  legal  obli^tions, 
or  no  not  to  let,  hire,  use,  or  occupy  any  land," 

and  so  on.  The  words  ''either"  and 
**or"  clearly  indicate  that  the  word 
''  induce  "  applies  to  the  whole  of  the 
section. 

Me.  chance  :  This  Amendment  is 
not  ours.  It  is  on  the  paper  in  the  name 
of  a  Tory  Member,  and  we,  in  his 
absence  owing  to  illness,  undertook  to 
move  it  for  him.  I  am  not  responsible 
for  the  wording  of  it,  and  all  I  can  do 
on  behalf  of  that  absent  Member  is  to 
submit  to  your  ruling. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  In  the  words  as 
they  originally  stood  in  the  Amendment, 
would  it  not  be  competent  for  us  to  dis- 
cuss whether  it  shall  be  an  illegal  con- 
spiracy to  '^  compel "  a  person  not  to  do 
certain  things,  instead  of  ''  compel  or 
induce  ?  "  Could  we  not  take  out  the 
word  ''  or,"  so  as  not  to  limit  the  second 
part  of  the  section  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  No;  that  could 
not  be  done,  inasmuch  as  the  word 
''  either  "  governs  the  section  as  well  as 
the  word  *•  or." 

Original  Amendment,  and  proposed 
Amendment  thereto,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me.  O'DOHERTT  :  I  propose,  in  line 
19,  after  the  word  "occupy"  to  insert 
the  words — 

''Sell  or  exercise  any  customary  privilege, 
usage,  tenant  right,  easement,  or  profit  a 
preftdre  in  or  over. 

I  propose  this  Amendment  to  meet  the 
case  of  a  combination  of  landlords  in 
Ireland  to  prevent  the  tenants  exercising 
the  rights  given  by  the  Irish  Land  Act, 
and  fdso  to  meet  a  case  which  is  very 
common  of  organized  interference  with 
r^eiver^  of  rent  in  regard  to  the  otm- 
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tomai7  pririleges  and  rights  of  tenants  Six   KIOHABD    WEBSTEB  :     No 

in  rarioua  parts  of  the  couatry.    These  doubt  that  is  so, 

organizations  are  carried  on  in  a  very  Ub.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 

respectable  manner,  so  far  as  outer  e;ee  In  m;  jadgment,  theAmendmont  is  one 

can  see,  and  by  very  respectable  people ;  which,  even  if  it  were  carried,  the  tenants 

bnt  their  effect  is  to  injure  others,  and  would  not  be  able  to  put  in  operation, 

interfere  with  the  rights  which  are  se-  The  landlords  have  the  appointment  of 

cared  to  them  by  law.    These  things  are  the    Besident    Magistrates,    practically 

done  openly,  so  that  in  their  case  there  is  speaking,  and  naturally  the  magistrates 

no  necessity  for  a  Star- Cham  her  inquiry,  would  not  put  this  section  into  operation 

lamafraidthat.consideringthecharaoter  against  their  patrons,  even  if  they  had 

of  the  Judge  who  will  have  to  decide  the  the  power.     However,  I  did  think  that 

cases,  even  if  this  Amendment  were  ac-  we  snould  have  had  from  Her  Majesty's 

cepted  it  would  be  of  little  use ;  but  I  Oovemment    some    ezpreaaion  of    dia- 

move  it  as  a  protest  against  what  I  see  approval  of  the  practice  on  the  part  of 

will  be  one  of  the  effects  of  this  clause  some  landlords  of   preventing  tenants 

— namely,  the  destruction  of  the  Ulster  from  availing  themselves  of  the  right  to 

Tenant  Bight  Association.     There  will  sea-wrack  and  bog.    The  difficulty  that 

be,  under  this  clause,  cases  of  continual  I  see  with  regard  to  all  these  Amend- 

warfare ;  but,  as  a  rule,  the  individual  ments — though  I  quite  approve  of  their 

landlord  can  act  against  the  tenant,  so  object— is  this,  that  if  we  passed  SO  of 

that  the  conspiracy  will  only  he  on  the  them  we  should  not  derive  any  benefit, 

side  of  the  tenant  as  against  the  land-  because  the  magistrates  in  the  districts 

lord.  will  be  the  landlords'  henchmen,  and 

Thz  chairman  :  In  order  to  make  will  not  carry  out  the  clause  against 

sense,  the  hon.  Member  must  move  to  them.    I  do  not  regret  the  refusal  of  the 

admit  the  word  "  or  "  before  the  word  Amendmentby  the  Government,  because 

"occupy."  even  if  it  had  been  accepted,  it  would 

Mb.  0'DOHEE.TY  :  Then  I  do  that,  never  have  been  put  into  operation,  but 

Sir.  would  have  been  wrested  in  some  way 

Amendment  proposed,  ^^  *^«  landlords  agsinst  the  tenants     I 

„  ,.      .„  ,            .  ,.               <.  trust  my  hon.  Friend  will  not  persist  m 

In  page  3,  lins  19,  leave  out  "  or  occnpy,'  .  ■    n»„^j._                                         ' 

and  inwrt  "  occupy,  boU,  or  eierciie  any  ciuto-  '"^  moiion. 

mary  priTilB(je,  uiago,  tenant  right,  ea«ement.  Amendment)  by  leave,  wUhdravm. 
or  profit  Apreniri  in  orovar,"— (ifr.  O'Dehrrtg.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  Mb.  T   M.  HEALT:  On  behalf  of 

proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  my  hon.  Fnend  the  Member  for  South 

Olause."  Kilkenny  (Mr.  Chance),  I  beg  to  move 

the  iusertioa  of  the  Amendment  which 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir  stands  in  his  name— namely,  after 
BiCHABD  Webstkb)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  "  land,"  in  line  20,  to  add  "  within  such 
I  cannot  understand  what  case  the  hon.  proclaimed  district."  I  propose  this 
Member  has  made  out  for  this  Amend-  Amendment,  because  I  thiuK  the  section 
ment.  He  has  stated  very  fairly  and  should  only  apply  to  the  criminal  con- 
frankly  that  he  proposes  in  some  way  spiracies  specified  when  they  take  place 
to  protect  tenants  against  the  operations  within  the  proclaimed  districts. 
ofopenassociationswhicharenotformed  Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
by  illegal  means.  I  should  imagine  go,  after  "land,"  insert  '■  within  such 
that  he  wishes  to  direct  his  Amendment  proclaimed  district."— (Jfr.  T.3f.  Sealy.) 
against  the  Commons  Preservation  So-  ,  _,  .  ji.„„„„„_j. 
^,  whose  object  is  to  prevent  squat-  ^  Unestion proposed,  "Thatthose  words 
ting;  at  any  ku>,  >I  do  not  thiii  he  ^'^  ^'>">  msert«d." 
has  made  out  a  case  for  his  Amend-  Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
ment.  IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  TJni- 

Me.  O'DOHERTY :  At  any  rate,  it  is  versitj) ;  I  cannot  accept  this  Am end- 
a  great  thing  to  have  got  from  so  high  ment,  as  it  would  involve  the  manifest 
an  authority  as  the  hon.  and  learned  absurdity  of  excepting  from  the  opera- 
Gentleman  an  expression  of  opinion  that  tion  of  the  clause  a  conspiracy  in  a  pro- 
there  can  he  combinations  of  landlords  claimed  district  to  commit  an  offence 
for  the  ptoteotion  of  their  rigbta.  just  outside  that  district.    It  is  neoes- 
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0ary  to  retain  the  clause  as  drafted  in 
order  to  maintain  the  efficiency  of  this 
section. 

Mr.  chance  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  says  he  cannot 
accept  the  Amendment,  because  it  is 
necessary  to  protect  the  efHciency  of  the 
powers  of  Section  1 .  This  is  the  argu- 
ment upon  which  the  Amendment  is 
based,  tnat  you  declare  that  it  is  only 
necessary  to  protect  people  within  cer- 
tain defined  limits  from  illegal  acts,  or, 
rather,  from  acts  against  which  by 
singularly  unconstitutional  methods  you 
desire  to  afford  protection.  The  pre- 
sumption is  that  you  wish  to  leave  per- 
sons outside  those  proclaimed  districts 
to  the  adequate  protection  of  the 
ordinary  law.  It  is  for  that  reason  why 
I  do  not  see  that  a  conspiracy  within  a 
proclaimed  district  to  commit  acts  which 
are  not  in  themselves  illegal  outside 
that  district  should  be  punished  as  are 
offences  specially  legislated  for  in  the 
case  of  proclaimed  districts. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALT  supported 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT :  I  maintain  that 
the  magistrates  in  Cork  should  not  have 
power  to  deal  with  a  conspiracy  in 
!bonegal — that  they  should   not   have 

{ower  to  bring  to  Cork  a  man  from 
>onegal,  or  send  to  Donegal  a  man 
fipom  Cork.  The  Act  reads — "  Any 
person  who  shall  commit  any  of 
the  following  offences  in  a  proclaimed 
district,  etc.,''  and  amongst  the  offences 
is  a  criminal  conspiracy.  Well,  a  con- 
spiracy may  take  place  in  an  organiza- 
tion having  branches  at  Cork,  at  Done- 
Sal,  and  elsewhere.  Is  it  to  be  permitted 
lat  a  man  can  be  brought  from  Done- 
gal to  Cork  simply  because  he  belongs 
to  an  association  which  has  a  branch  in 
each  place?  If  the  section  is  allowed  to 
stand  as  framed  you  might  have  wit- 
nesses dragged  all  over  the  country. 
There  is  some  confidence  in  the  Common 
Law  as  it  exists  at  present,  for  in  those 
oonspiraoy  cases  which  were  committed 
in  Qalway,  Monaghan,  Clare,  and  Kerry, 
the  defendants  were  tried  in  Dublin, 
and  which«  of  course,  involved  consider- 
able expense  in  railway  fares  and  so  on ; 
but  if  you  are  to  have  people  dragged 
indiscriminately  all  over  the  country, 
the  effect  will  bt>  infinitolv  worse. 

Mr.  IVIK>HERTY :  I  ilm  afraid  there 
is  an  idea  thai  there  is  some  virtue  in  a 
Ph>damation;  but  no  earthly  good  would 


be  gained  by  carrying  this  Amendment, 
because  the  Proclamation  would  be 
widened  so  as  to  include  both  the  con- 
spiracy and  the  land.  I  do  not  see  that 
the  adoption  of  this  Amendment  would 

E remote  the  object  for  which  it  is  moved, 
looking  at  the  matter  in  the  best  way 
I  can,  it  seems  to  me  desirable  to  have 
the  Proclamation  issued  in  as  limited  a 
manner  as  possible.  I  think,  there- 
fore, that  this  Amendment  should  be 
withdrawn. 

Mr.  CHANCE :  The  Proclamation 
must  be  issued  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
in  a  certain  manner,  and  we  have  yet 
to  discuss  what  the  Proclamation  shall 
be,  and  whether  or  not  it  shall  be  under 
the  control  of  Parliament.  My  hon. 
Friend  is  prejudging  this  matter,  and 
has  taken  upon  himself  to  suppose  that 
it  will  be  competent  for  the  authorities 
to  enlarge  the  area  covered  by  the  Pro- 
clamation as  they  choose.  If  we  decide 
that  the  Proclamations  are  to  be  under 
the  control  of  Parliament,  this  will  be 
impossible.  The  case  of  the  Govern- 
ment is  that  in  certain  disturbed  dis- 
tricts it  is  necessary  to  protect  people  by 
extreme  methods.  Admitting  this  case, 
I  say  that  the  real  danger  of  conspiracy 
is  to  be  found  where  the  conspiracy  can 
become  effective  for  some  particular  ob- 
ject. If  the  land  in  respect  of  which  a  con- 
spiracy is  on  foot  is  not  in  a  proclaimed 
district,  but  in  a  peaceful  district,  then  I 
say  that  a  conspiracy  fructifying  into 
crime  should  be  tried,  not  by  this  extra- 
ordinary *  summary  jurisdiction,  but  by 
an  ordinary  Court  of  Law.  I  say  it  is 
reasonable,  if  we  are  to  have  special 
Courts  of  Inquiry  under  this  Bill,  that 
we  should  only  have  them  to  try  offences 
that  occur  in  specially  proclaimed  dis- 
tricts. They  should  not  trench  upon  the 
ordinary  law  until  the  ordinary  law  has 
been  found  insufficient.  I  say  that  the 
Qovemment  should  not,  under  cover  of 
protecting  people  in  a  disturbed  and 
proclaimed  district  from  an  offence, 
pimish  offences  committed  in  a  peaceful 
district  where,  according  to  their  own 
showing — that  is  to  say,  by  the  absence 
of  a  Proclamation — the  ordinary  Courts 
of  Law  are  sufficient  for  the  maintenance 
of  law  and  order. 

Question  put,  and  ne^atittd, 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT :   I  beg  to  move, 
aftttr  "land,"  in  line  20,  to  insert  ''dettlt 
in  the  Land  Act  of  1S81."    Thia 
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Amendment  is  put  down  by  me,  because 
the  Government  have  been  saying  that 
the  character  of  the  trouble  in  Ireland 
is  agrarian,  and  that  if  the  agrarian 
difficulty  were  got  rid  of  there  would  be 
no  trouble  in  Ireland.  I  propose,  there- 
fore, that  they  should  deal  with  nothing 
that  is  not  agrarian  —  that  the  clause 
shall  not  have  a  wider  application  than 
the  clauses  of  the  Act  of  1881.  I  cannot 
see  that  the  Government  can  have  any 
difficulty  in  accepting  the  Amendment, 
as  the  Act  of  1881  applies  to  all  land 
that  is  a  source  of  trouble  and  annoyance 
in  Ireland.  There  may  bo  land  on  which 
houses  are  built  in  towns,  and  common 
lands,  to  which  this  section  would  apply 
without  this  modification.  But  I  think 
the  land  subject  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
magistrates  should  be  such  land  as  forms 
a  portion  of  that  which  you  yourselves 
say  makes  the  agrarian  difficulty  in 
IrelEind. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
20,  after  **land,"  insert  **  dealt  with  in 
the  Land  Act  of  1881."— (ifr.  T.  M. 
SeaUf.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  cannot  agree  to 
accept  this  Amendment,  as  it  would 
leave  untouched  the  Boycotting  of 
grazing  land  taken  for  the  summer 
months.  The  clause  would  not  be  suf- 
ficiently stringent  if  it  were  a  mere  re- 
production of  the  corresponding  clause 
in  the  Act  of  1882. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  MAUEIOE  HEALY  :  I  beg  to 
move,  in  page  2,  line  20,  after  *'land," 
to  leave  out  from  **or"  to  "  occupation" 
in  line  21.  The  words  I  propose  to  leave 
out  are — 

**  Or  not  to  deal  with,  work  for,  or  hire  any 
person  or  persons  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
trade,  business,  or  occupation." 

These  words  deal  with  a  difficulty  which 
is  shortly  expressed  in  the  word  **  Boy- 
cotting," and  that  is  the  point  to  which 
I  wish  to  attract  observation.  I  think 
the  offence  of  Boycotting  is  sufficiently 
dealt  with  and  met  by  the  second  sub- 
section of  this  clause.  The  matter  is  not 
one  with  which  we  are  dealing  for  the 
first  time.  Boycotting  has  been  in  ex- 
istence since  the  year  1879,  when  the 
word  was  coined,  I  think;  and  in  the 
year  1882«  when  the  Government  of  the 


day  were  passing  the  Crimes  Bill,  they 
most  carefully  considered  this  matter, 
and  framed  a  clause  of  their  Bill  which 
they  considered  amply  sufficient  to  deal 
with  it — namely,  the  Intimidation  Clause, 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
adopted  almost  in  identical  terms  in  Sub- 
section 2  of  this  clause.  The  point  I 
make  is  this — that  if  the  powers  taken 
in  1882  were  sufficient  for  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  of  that  day  to  suppress  Boycotting, 
the  Government  of  to-day,  who  profess 
that  this  Bill  is  a  milder  measure  than 
the  Crimes  Act,  ought  to  be  content  with 
similar  powers,  neither  more  nor  less. 
Her  Mcgesty's  Government  have  not 
made  up  their  minds  as  to  this  question 
of  Boycotting.  Lord  Salisbury  told  us 
that  no  legislation  could  put  down  Boy- 
cotting ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  told  us 
on  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill  that 
the  Crimes  Act  did  put  down  Boycotting, 
and  that  three  months  after  the  lapse  of 
that  Act  Boycotting  was  introduced  to 
some  fabulous  extent.  I  must  assume 
that  the  latter  opinion,  being  the 
more  recent,  expresses  the  mature  view 
of  the  Government.  If  they  consider 
that  the  powers  taken  in  the  Crimes  Act 
were  effective  and  sufficient  for  the  pur- 
pose of  putting  down  Boycotting,  and  if 
this  is  a  milder  measure  than  the  Bill  of 
1882,  why  are  they  not  content  to  intro- 
duce into  this  Bill  the  same  provisions, 
no  more  and  no  less,  than  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  introduced  into  the  Act 
of  1882?  Let  me  point  out  that  Sub- 
section 2,  as  it  stands  at  present,  is 
amply  sufficient  to  meet  any  difficulty 
that  can  be  said  to  arise,  and  the  Go- 
vernment can  have  no  apprehension  that 
its  scope  will  be  cut  down  by  the  tri- 
bunal to  which  they  hand  over  its  ad- 
ministration with  such  confidence.  I 
remember,  under  the  Act  of  1882,  de- 
fending a  number  of  persons  against 
the  charge  of  intimidation  under  the 
clause  to  which  I  refer ;  and  I  remember 
one  case  where  I  appealed  from  two 
Eesident  Magistrates  to  the  County 
Court  Judge,  and  where  we  solemnly 
discussed  the  whole  question  of  Sub- 
section 2  for  two  days,  the  Judge  re- 
serving his  judgment,  and  telling  us  on 
the  next  day  that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
effect  of  this  sub-section  was  that  no  one 
in  Ireland  could  go  anywhere  and  open 
his  mouth  to  deal  with  any  aspect  of  the 
agrarian  difficulty,  no  matter  how  mild 
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the   lanffnage   he    employed,    vithoat  cotting  is  heard,  and  tr;  them  hefore 

ninning  Mmself  into  the  meshes  oi  this  the  eort  of  drum-head  tribunal  propoaed 

olaose.  He  told  us  that  while  this  clause  in  this  clause.    I,  therefore,  address  to 

was  in  force  every  man  who  spohe  on  a  the  GoTernment  a  reason  drawn  from 

Elatform  in  Ireland  without  having  a  their  own  Bill  which  they  may  fairly  be 

Lwyer  at  his  elbow  ran  a  great  risk  of  expected  to  consider,  and  attach  some 

making  the  acquaintance  of  a  plank  bed,  weight  to. 

and  thereupon  he  sentenced  my  cUent        Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 

to   two  months'  impriBonment       Now,  2O,  after  "land,"  leave  out  from  "  or," 

that  being  so,  the  wording  of  this  Sub-  ^   "oocupaHon"  in  line  2\.—{Mr.M. 

section  2  being  of  such  a  searching  oha-  fftaly.) 

racter,  what  more  can  the  Government       „      ..  ■,..„,,..,  ■. 

possibly  want?     Ib  there  any  poasible        Quesfaon  proposed,  " That  the  worda 

phase  of  this  Boycotting  difficulty  wHch  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tho 

is  not  met  by  either  of  the  portions  of  "clause. 

this  8ub-seotioa  2.    It  makes  it  illegal,        8ib  EIGHAED  WEBSTER :  I  quite 

with  violence  or  intimidation,  to  compel  agree  that,  if  we  could  assent  to  the 

any  person  to  do  any  act  which  he  has  a  argument  of  the  hon.  Member-^namely, 

legal  right  to  do,  or  a  legal  right  to  that  there  is  no  necessity  to  go  beyond 

abstain  from  doing,  or  to  abstain  from  the  Act  of  1882 ;  that  there  will  be  no 

doing  any  act  which  he  haaalegal  right  necessity   for  the  introduction  of  these 

to   do,  and  it   makes  it  illegal  to  use  words.       But  we  have  over   and   over 

violence  or  intimidation  towards  a  per-  again  pointed  out,  and  we  maintain  tho 

son,  in  consequence  either  o£  his  having  same  ground  now,  that  in  our  view  there 

done  any  act  which  he  had  a  legal  right  are  important  matters  which  it  is  esaen- 

to  do,  or  of  his  having  abstained  from  tial  to  prevent,  with  which  the  Act  of 

doing  any  act   which   he   had  a  legal  1882  did  not  deal.    It  may  be — and  this 

right    to    abstain    from  doing.      That  is  one  of  the  arguments — -that  there  may 

covers  every  conceivable  case  which  can  not    be    individual    intimidation  ;    but 

possibly  arise  under  this  offence  of  in-  persons  may  meet  together,  and,  with- 

timidatlon.     That  being  so,  I  ask  can-  out  performing  the  acts  themselves,  may 

not  the  Government  be  content  with  the  provide  money  or  inducements  or  adopt 

enormous  power  which  this  sub-clause  other  measures  commonly  practised  by 

gives  them  ?  What  case  have  they  made  associations  to  compel,  or  induce  others 

out  for  a  more  stringent  enactment  deal-  to  take  the  steps  complained  of.  I  think 

ing  with  the  subject  of  Boycotting  than  it  is  desirable  to  have  regard  to  these 

was  made  out  in  I6B2  by  the  late  Go-  matters  of  conspiracy,  and  therefore  I 

vemment  when  they  were  passing  the  hold  that  the  Act  of  1882  is  not  suffi- 

Crimes  Bill  ?     They  have  not  contended  cient. 

that  the  clause  in  the  Crimes  Act  was       Mr.  MOLLOT  (King's  Co.,  Birr) :  If 

found  inefficient  in  any  way.  They  have  these  words  in  Sub-section  2  did    not 

not  ventured  to  offer  any  illustration,  or  include  the  cases  the  hon.  and  learned 

give  any  instances,  in  which  the  clause  Gentleman   referred    to    then   I    could 

contained  in  that  Act  was  not  amply  quite  understand  the  objection   to  the 

sufficient  for  every  purpose  in  dealing  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  think 

with  those  offences;  and,  that  being  so,  the  words  "now  punishable  by  law" 

I  Bay  that  they  are  exceeding  the  bounds  have  very  little  meaning  or  protection 

of  moderation  in  not  being  content  with  as  to    this  clause,  because,    under  the 

this  very  searching  clause  of  the  Act  of  judgment  of  Lord  Fitzgerald,  we  know 

1882,    and  in    taking   up,    under    this  perfectly  well  that    the    worda    "now 

clause  dealing   with    conspiracy,    freah  punishable  by  law"  really  amount  to 

powers  to  enable  them  to  deal  with  the  no  protection  at  all.    I  would  draw  the 

very  same  class  of  offences.    I  think  attention  of  the  Attorney  General  to  two 

that  is  the  view  under  which  we  may  of  the  words  it  is  proposed  to  strike  out 

properly  ask  tho  Committee   to   omit  — namely,  "work  for.     Now,  to  compel 

these  words  which  I  here  propose  to  or  induce  anyone  not  to  "work  for'    a 

leave  out     I  oannot  expect  the  Govern-  person  goes  a  great  deal  further  than 

ment  to  agree  with  the  reason  that  it  the  circumstances  of  the  case  would  seem 

ifl  monstrous  to  bring  up  every  person  to  require  according  to  the  argument  of 

agoinBt  whom  even  a  whisper  of  Boy-  the  Attorney  General.  Uader  the  words 
Jlr.  Mturict  Hk^ 
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in  this  clause  if  a  certain  number  of 
workmen  induce  their  fellow  workmen 
— not  by  intimidation,  not  by  violence 
or  threats,  but  merely  induce — not  to 
work  for  their  employer  because  of 
some  legitimate  reason,  they  will  be 
punishable  under  this  clause.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  shakes  his  head. 
I  know  that,  according  to  his  argument, 
that  would  not  be  so,  and  if  the  word 
**  compel "  stood  alone  I  should  agpree 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman ; 
but  we  have  here  the  word  **  induce," 
about  which  there  has  been  a  great  deal 
of  argument,  and  that  makes  all  the 
difiference  in  the  world.  Under  the  word 
''induce"  there  may  be  legitimate 
reasons  for  one  workman  trying  to  in- 
fluence another,  and  under  the  clause  as 
it  stands  the  magistrates — nay,  even 
under  the  judgment  of  Lord  Fitzgerald 
at  the  present  moment,  the  magistrates 
will  be  entitled  to  say  that  inducement 
brought  to  bear  upon  a  body  of  men  not 
to  continue  working  for  their  employer 
will  be  subject  to  the  penal  consequences 
attached  to  this  clause.  Under  the  Act 
of  1882  Boycotting  is  dealt  with  under 
the  head  of  intimidation.  Acts  which 
are  calculated  to  put  any  person  in  fear 
were  condemned,  and  the  same  result 
might  be  efficiently  attained  by  adhering 
simply  to  the  word  ''  intimidation  "  in 
this  clause.  The  definition  of  the  word 
''intimidation"  at  the  end  of  the  Bill 
would  be  sufficient  protection;  but  as 
you  have  deliberately  refused  to  put  in 
intimidation,  and  give  the  protection 
which  is  conveyed  in  the  definition  of 
the  word  at  the  end  of  the  Bill,  I  think 
I  am  perfectly  entitled  to  say  that  any 
mero  trades  unionism,  in  the  legitimate 
sense  in  which  it  has  been  explained  in 
this  House  over  and  over  again,  would 
Jbring  those  indulging  in  it  under  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill.  The  Govern- 
ment do  not  want  to  accept  this  Amend- 
ment, because  they  want  to  go  a  great 
deal  further  than  is  expressed  in  the 
words  of  the  measure.  But,  at  any  rate, 
I  am  glad  that  a  protest  has  been  made, 
because,  if  it  does  nothing  else,  it  will 
enable  us  to  refer  to  the  attitude  of  the 
Irish  Kepresentatives  in  any  action  we 
may  have  to  take  in  the  future — it  may 
justify  us  in  the  position  we  may  have 
to  assume  before  the  Eesident  Magis- 
trates. 

Mb.  T.  M.   HEALY  :   I  would   ask 
the  Government  what  is  the  use  of  their 


patting  in  this  sub-section  ?  It  is  abso- 
lutely useless.  You  have  in  a  subse- 
quent sub-section  the  words  "Any 
person  who  shall  wrongfully  and  with- 
out legal  authority  use  violence  or  in- 
timidation." Your  word  "intimidation" 
there  covers  the  whole  thing.  You  say 
any  person  who  shall  do  this  to  a  person 
to  make  him  do  an  act  which  he  has  a 
legal  right  to  abstain  from  doing,  or  to 
abstain  from  doing  an  act  which  he  has 
a  legal  right  to  do  shall  be  summarily 
prosecuted.  Well,  to  intimidate  a  person 
to  abstain  from  doing  that  which  he  has 
a  legal  right  to  do  covers  the  words 
that  it  is  proposed  to  leave  out — 
namely — 

"Not  to  deal  with,  work  for,  or  hire  any 
person  or  persons  in  the  ordinary  coarse  of 
trade,  business,  or  occupation." 

I  may  be  told  that,  in  the  one  case,  the 
offence  is  conspiracy,  and  in  the  other  it 
is  not ;  but,  surely,  all  you  want  to  do 
is  to  punish  the  offender,  and  why  should 
you  not  effect  your  object  in  the  easiest 
manner?  This  drafting  is  perfectly 
absurd;  all  the  filigree  work  of  your 
draftsmen  here  is  absolutely  needless,  so 
far  as  your  Eesident  Magistrates,  who 
will  have  to  administer  this  measure, 
are  concerned.  Do  the  Government 
think  that  they  can  reach,  under  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out,  persons 
whom  they  could  not  reach  under  the 
2nd  sub-section  —  do  they  desire  to 
punish  men  under  the  Conspiracy  Clause 
for  doing  that  which,  if  done  by  each 
man  singly,  would  be  perfectly  legal? 
Suppose  a  man  goes  round  to  a  viUage 
to  sell  his  cow,  and  he  cannot  get  any- 
one to  buy  it,  is  every  person  who 
refuses  to  buy  it  to  be  punishable  under 
this  section? — because  there  is  your 
conspiracy  at  once.  You  have  all  con- 
spired not  to  buy  the  cow.  That  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  perfectly  absurd. 
Yet  that  seems  to  me  to  be  what  the 
clause  provides  for,  for  it  says — 

"To  induce  any  person  or  persons  not  to 

fulfil  his  or  their  legal  ohligations,  and  not  to 

deal  with  anyone  in  the  ordinary  course  of 
trade,  business,  or  occupation.*' 

That  takes  in  absolutely  everything.  I 
am  entitled  to  buy  my  cows  from  whom 
I  like ;  but  under  this  section  I  may  be 
punished  for  agreeing  not  to  buy  them 
from  a  certain  individual.  Am  I  to  be 
told  that  the  Government  are  to  f  orestal 
the  market,  so  to  speak — to  rigg  the 
market — in  the  interests  of  particular 

lEhvenih  IKthi.\ 


755 


Criminal  Law 


{COMMONS}     AtMniment  {Ireland)  Bin.     756 


persons  ?  If  a  landlord  sends  his  pigs 
into  the  market  and  fails  to  get  a  pur- 
chaser, are  you  going  to  punish  every- 
one who  refuses  to  buy  except  at  their 
own  price?  That  is  what  the  clause 
really  comes  to.  The  idea  in  this  clause 
that  it  is  to  he  a  criminal  act  ''not  to 
deal  with  "  a  person  is  most  grotesque. 
Lord  Salisbury's  speeches  are  stuck  up 
in  letters  of  gold,  I  presume,  at  your 
firesides.  If  you  read  them,  you  will 
see  that  he  says  that  you  cannot,  by 
legislation,  interfere  with  Boycotting. 
He  says  that  you  cannot  compel  people 
to  associate  with  a  man — that  if  a  man 
goes  into  church,  and  the  other  people 
present  do  not  desire  his  society,  no  Act 
of  Parliament  that  you  can  pass  can 
compel  them  to  pray  with  him.  But 
apply  this  clause  in  this  way,  and  you 
will  see  how  iniquitous  it  is.  If  a  man 
has  cattle  to  sell,  under  the  ordinary  law 
you  cannot  compel  people  to  buy  them  ; 
but  under  this  clause  you  will  be  able 
to  do  so.  They  may  refuse  to  **deal" 
with  him,  and  "deal"  means  **buy." 
Do  let  the  Government  consider  well  our 
proposal  so  far,  at  least,  as  "  deal "  is 
concerned.  This  word  seems  to  me  a 
repeating-rifle  sort  of  thing — or  rather, 
I  should  say,  it  is  a  grape-shot— it  hits 
everywhere.  To  compel  a  man  to  sell 
you  the  necessaries  of  life  is  a  very  dif- 
ferent thing  from  compelling  a  man  to 
buy  them,  and  yet  that  is  what  this 
section  efiPects.  It  goes  up  and  down— 
it  afiPects  buying  as  well  as  selling.  It 
is  absurd  to  say  even  that  Boycotting 
ever  prevented  persons  from  purchasing. 
Even  the  Primrose  League  does  not  pre- 
vent people  from  purchasing  from  their 
own  political  friends. '  You  can  always  buy 
from  people  of  your  own  way  of  think- 
ing ;  but  compel  persons  to  sell  things  if 
you  like ;  do  not  say,  however,  that  I 
must  deal  with  a  certain  person.  I  will 
not.  I  will  not  buy  anything  because  it 
is  the  landlord's— whether  it  is  his  pigs 
or  potatoes,  unless,  indeed,  I  can  get 
them  at  my  own  price.  Why  do  not 
you  pass  an  Act  saying  that  these  things 
shall  be  sold  at  such  a  price,  and  that  if 
that  price  is  not  given  it  will  be  intimi- 
dation or  conspiracy.  I  say  this  word 
"  deal" — and  you  should  add  **  or  sell " 
—is  a  preposterous  thing  to  put  into 
this  section.  You  may  make  a  man  sell, 
but  to  compel  a  man  to  buy  is  a  thing 
that  all  the  King's  horses  and  all  the 
King's  men  cannot  make  him  do.    He 

Mr.  T.  M.  Siah/ 


may  have  no  money — he  may  plead  the 
Bankruptcy  Clauses  of  your  Land  Bill. 
I  do  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  Eng- 
land to  make  some  statement  on  this 
matter,  to  give  us  his  view  of  the  sec- 
tion, and  tell  us  what  it  means. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  E.  T.  EEID  (Dumfries,  &c.) :  I 
am  sorry  that  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Hackney  (Sir 
Charles  Hussell)  is  not  here  for  the  pur- 
pose of  moving  the  Amendment  in  his 
name,  to  which  he  attaches,  and  I  think 
many  of  us  attach,  great  importance. 
In  his  absence  he  has  asked  me  to  move 
the  Amendment  on  his  behalf.  I  wish 
to  say  that  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
is  to  prevent  that  which  is  unquestion- 
ably an  evil  in  Ireland.  The  object  we 
have  in  view  is  to  enable  the  tenant- 
farmers  in  that  unhappy  country  to 
know  the  landmarks  by  which  they  may 
distinguish  between  lawful  combination, 
as  far  as  this  Act  is  concerned,  and  com- 
bination within  its  meshes.  I  know  it 
may  be  said  that  some  forms  of  com- 
bination may  be  crime  for  summary 
punishment ;  but  we  say  give  us  some 
idea  of  what  that  crime  is,  however  im- 

Eerfect,  by  which  the  tenants  may  know 
ow  they  can  keep  outside  the  penalties 
of  the  Bill.  This  subject  has  already 
been,  to  some  extent,  discussed  on  an 
Amendment  already  brought  forward, 
and  in  that  which  I  have  to  say  I  shall 
endeavour  to  avoid  going  over  the  old 
ground,  although  it  is  impossible  abso- 
lutely to  avoid  going  over  it.  There 
have  been  several  Amendments  pro- 
posed tending  in  this  direction.  Among 
others  an  attempt  was  made  to  provide 
that  no  combination  should  be  punish- 
able unless  the  means  used  were  vio- 
lence and  intimidation  ;  it  was  also  pro- 
posed that  the  clause  should  be  limited 
to  cases  of  compulsion.  These  Amend- 
ments have  not  Deen  accepted.  We  are, 
therefore,  now  practically  fighting  in 
the  last  ditch,  and,  perhaps,  I  may  say 
without  any  great  hope  of  success,  but 
still  with  the  view  of  making  clear  the 
point  at  issue  between  the  Government 
and  ourselves.  I  propose  that  in  the 
Courts  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  that 
one  man  should  not  be  punished  for 
doing  a  thing  which  is  innocent  in  the 
eye  of  the  Criminal  Law,  merely  because 
some  other  person  combines  with  him  to 
do  the  same  thing  —  that  unless  the 
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means  employed,  or  the  thing  aimed  at, 
constitute  a  crime,  persons  should  not 
be  punishable  for  combining  together. 
Now,  there  are  some  peculiarities  I 
desire  shortly  to  touch  upon  in  the  law 
of  Ireland,  with  regard  to  conspiracy, 
contained  in  a  few  sentences  in  a  sum- 
ming up  of  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald,  which 
distinguish  the  law  of  England  from  the 
law  of  Ireland,  that  is  to  say,  so  far  as  I 
know  the  law  of  England.  I  think  no 
Judge  in  recent  times  has  ever  put  in 
England  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  to  any- 
thing like  the  same  use  as  that  to  which 
it  has  been  put  in  the  case  of  ''  The 
Queen  v,  Pamell."  That  learned  Judge 
pointed  out  in  that  important  trial  that 
conspiracy  consists  in  an  agreement  by 
two  or  more  to  do  an  unlawful  act,  or  to 
do  an  act  by  unlawful  means.  I  would 
point  out  that  by  the  term  **  unlawful " 
it  is  not  intended  to  confine  the  mean- 
ing of  the  term  unlawful  to  what  is 
in  itself  criminal.  The  learned  Judge 
says — 

"  If , for  instance,  a  tenant  withholds  his  rent,it 
is  a  violation  of  the  right  of  the  landlord ;  hut 
it  would  not  be  a  criminal  act  in  a  tenant,  though 
it  would  be  a  violation  of  a  right ;  but  if  two  or 
more  agree  to  do  that  act  there  would  be  a 
criminal  act." 

I  think  it  follows,  from  the  law  as  here 
laid  down,  that  it  is  possible,  according 
to  Irish  Law,  that  there  should  be  a 
conspiracy  punishable  which  does  not 
in  any  way  involve  a  criminal  object. 
Such  a  conspiracy  might  compass  an  un- 
lawful end ;  but  it  is  no  more  criminal 
than  my  refusal  to  carry  out  a  bargain 
I  may  make  with  a  cabdriver.  There 
is  one  other  matter  referred  to  in  the 
same  judgment — namely,  the  extreme 
ease  with  which  evidence  is  received  in 
cases  of  this  kind.     The  Judge  said — 

**  I  have  to  inform  you  that  in  the  law  of 
conspiracy  there  is  no  necessity  that  there 
should  be  an  express  act  of  conspiracy,  but  that 
the  parties  might  then  and  there  personally  at- 
tempt to  carry  out  the  alleged  purpose.  It 
might  be  that  the  conspirators  have  never  seen 
each  other,  and  yet  at  law  they  are  parties 
in  a  criminal  proceeding." 

That  decision  will  not,  I  think,  be  dis- 
puted to  be  the  Law  of  Ireland  at  the 
present  time ;  and  I  say  it  has  never  been 
equalled  and  never  rivalled  by  any  de- 
cision in  England  of  the  like  severity. 
It  must,  however,  be  remembered  that 
this  will  be  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  in  Ire- 
land before  whatever  tribunal  a  case 
arising  out  of  the  Act  may  come.  Now  let 


me  apply  that  to  the  payment  of  rent. 
There  is  a  land  war  going  on  at  the 
present  time  in  Ireland.  Let  me  sup- 
pose that  40  or  50  tenants  on  an  estate 
did  not  pay  the  rent.  Then  if  it  can  be 
inferred  that  there  was  combination 
among  them  not  to  pay  rent,  that  would 
be  a  criminal  conspiracy  according  to 
the  law  of  Ireland  ;  and,  further,  it  will 
not  be  necessary  to  show,  in  order  to  in- 
sure conviction  according  to  the  judgment 
of  Lord  Fitzgerald,  that  they  have  put 
their  heads  together  or  even  that  they 
are  acquainted  with  one  another;  and 
notwithstanding  that  it  is  possible  they 
may  be  found  guilty  because  they  have 
done  a  criminal  act.  This  is  the  conse- 
quence I  wish  to  avoid  under  this  Bill, 
and  if  I  am  right  in  the  view  I  take — 
namely,  that  this  judgment  of  Judge 
Fitzgerald  is  the  law,  will  the  Govern- 
ment explain  how  it  is  that  they  can 
contend  unless  the  present  Proviso  be 
adopted,  that  tenants,  combining  for 
the  purpose  of  refusing  to  pay  rent, 
which  may  be  an  unjust  rent,  are  free 
from  the  meshes  of  this  clause,  or  in 
other  words,  how  this  clause  will  not  be 
available  for  the  purpose  of  imposing 
criminal  consequences  upon  the  non- 
discharge  of  civil  liabilities,  a  policy 
which  I  believe  has  been  universally 
condemned  ?  Whatever  any  man  may 
think  with  reference  to  the  propriety  of 
refusing  to  pay  rent,  and  I  have  never 
defended  the  non-payment  of  rent  if 
honest  and  fair,  no  one  can  say  that  the 
non-payment  of  rent  is  criminal,  and  it 
is  an  abuse  of  language  to  speak  of  it 
as  either  a  crime  or  an  offence  of  such  a 
character  as  deserves  to  be  treated  in  an 
exceptional  manner.  I  have  referred  to 
the  fact  that  there  is  in  Ireland  a  land 
war.  It  is  a  war,  a  contest,  or  conflict 
substantially  of  the  same  character  as 
that  which  was  waged  in  England  be- 
tween employers  of  labour  and  those  per- 
sons who  work  for  wages.  The  difficulty 
which  existed  in  that  case  was  solved 
in  1875  by  a  clause  exactly  the  same  as 
that  which  I  am  moving  on  behalf  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend.  There 
must  be  Gentlemen  in  this  House  who 
recollect  a  keen,  legal,  and  social  con- 
test waged  around  that  question,  and 
how  it  was  settled  by  declaring  that 
if  there  was  intimidation,  if  there 
was  violence  or  undue  compulsion,  then 
the  law  might  interfere  in  a  criminal 
way ;  but  it  there  was  persuasion  or  the 
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mere  pressure  of  social  exclusion,  then 
the  law  would  be  prevented  from  inter- 
fering. In  the  Act  of  1875  the  following 
section  was  introduced  to  regulate  the 
relations  between  workmen  and  their 
employers.  It  was  to  the  effect  that  an 
agreement  or  combination  beween  two 
or  more  persons  to  do,  or  procure  to  be 
done,  any  act  in  furtherance  of  a  trade 
dispute  between  employers  and  work- 
men, should  not  be  indictable  as  con- 
spiracy, if  such  act  committed  by  one 
person  would  not  be  punishable  as 
a  crime.  Now,  the  similar  clause  which 
I  am  about  to  move,  and  which,  mutatis 
mutandis^  will  be  identical  in  principle  is 
this — 

'*  Provided  that  an  agreement  or  combination 
by  two  or  more  persons  to  do  or  not  to  do,  or 
procure  to  be  done  or  not  to  be  done,  any  of  the 
matters  aforesaid,  shall  not  be  punishable 
under  this  section  as  a  crime  if  such  doing  or 
not  doing  by  one  person  would  not  be  punish- 
able as  a  crime  according  to  the  existing  law." 

The  parallel  is  absolutely  complete,  so 
far  as  the  principle  of  the  proposed 
clause  is  concerned,  and  I  desire  to 
point  out  why  the  parallel  of  circum- 
stances is  substantially  identical.  It 
has  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Peckham  (Mr.  Baumann)  and  other 
Gentlemen  in  the  course  of  this  debate, 
that  there  is  a  great  difference  between 
the  two  cases,  inasmuch  as  in  the  case 
of  those  who  are  tenants  in  Ireland 
they  would  retain  possession  of  the  land, 
which,  it  is  said,  belongs  to  the  landlord. 
Now,  it  is  undoubtedly  the  case  that  they 
would  retain  possession  of  the  land ;  but 
that  does  not  make  any  difference  at  all. 
To  begin  with,  the  land  is  partially  the 
property  of  the  tenants,  and  therefore 
not  exclusively  the  property  of  the  land- 
lords ;  but  to  rely  upon  that  is  to  rely 
on  a  method  of  argument  which  utterly 
destroys  all  chance  of  arriving  at  a  satis- 
factory analogy  between  the  two  cases. 
What  I  have  heard  with  regard  to  trade 
disputes  is,  that  you  have  a  large  num- 
ber of  poor  people  who  have  a  struggle 
between  themselves  on  a  point  in  which 
they  are  mutually  interested.  That 
being  so,  I  am  unable  to  see  what  is  the 
difference  between  these  two  classes. 
Now,  in  justice  to  the  proposal  which  I 
present  to  the  Committee,  I  appeal  to 
non.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  particu- 
larly to  those  of  them  who  are  willing, 
if  they  can,  to  prevent  this  Bill  being 
made  the  means  of  wresting  from  the 
teziants  of  Ireland  rents  which  they  oan* 


not  pay,  that  while  fighting  intimidation, 
fighting  violence,  still  more  fighting 
against  crime,  that  they  should  not 
allow  this  law  of  conspiracy  to  be  so 
worked  as  to  impose  on  the  breach  of  a 
civil  obligation  the  penalties  attaching 
to  a  criminal  offence.  There  is  one 
other  proposal  in  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  on  which  I 
wish  to  address  to  the  Committee  a  very 
few  words.  It  is  the  second  Proviso  of 
the  Amendment — 

'*  That  this  sub-section  shall  not  be  held  or 
construed  to  create  any  new  crime,  and  no  per- 
son shall  be  punishable  for  conspiracy  there- 
under, unless  it  be  proved  that  the  purpose 
of  such  conspiracy  was  either  (1)  the  commis- 
sion of  a  crime,  -or  (2)  the  attainment  of  some 
object  by  means  which  are  criminal  according 
to  the  existing  law." 

Now,  as  far  as  the  first  part  of  the  second 
Proviso  is  concerned,  I  dare  say  it  will 
be  said  that  it  has  already  been  met  by 
the  words  of  the  Amendment  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  England ;  but  I  de- 
sire to  point  out  to  the  Government  that 
if  they  wish  to  try  to  meet  Members  who 
have  honest  objections  to  this  Bill,  they 
should  admit  such  words  as  are  in  the 
first  line  of  this  Proviso,  which  make 
clear  what  we  think  is  doubtful,  and 
which,  according  to  their  own  Law 
Officers,  cannot  affect  the  clause.  This 
would  limit  the  application  of  the 
punishment  under  the  clause  to  every 
conspiracy  which  either  attains,  or  seeks 
to  attain,  a  criminal  end,  or  seeks  to 
attain  a  lawful  end  by  criminal  means. 
If  this  Bill  be  a  Bill  for  the  suppression 
of  these  crimes,  surely  it  is  never  in- 
tended to  leave  the  definition  of  them  to 
the  new  tribunal.  We  are  not  seeking 
to  codify  the  V  law  in  any  sense ;  we  are 
only  trying  to  limit  that  part  of  the  law 
which  is  to  be  entrusted  to  a  strange  and 
novel  jurisdiction.  The  ground  on  which 
I  press  this  on  the  Government  finally 
is  this,  as  I  have  said  before,  that  this 
is  a  case  in  which,  unless  great  care  be 
taken,  it  is  most  likely  that  the  operation 
of  the  new  jurisdiction  will  be  to  do  that 
which  is  contrary  to  the  principles  of  the 
Trades  Unions  Act,  and,  as  I  think,  to 
the  principles  of  Common  Law  generally 
— namely,  to  interfere  by  means  of  the 
Criminal  Law  between  two  parties  to  a 
civil  contract,  one  of  whom  is  alleged  to 
have  broken  his  contract. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  22,  after  the  word  ''  Law,''  to 
insert  the  words-^**  Provided  tliat  an  agree* 
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ment  or  combination  by  two  or  more  persons  to 
do  or  not  to  do,  or  to  procure  to  be  done  or  not 
to  be  done,  any  of  the  matters  aforesaid,  shall 
not  be  punishable  under  this  section  as  a  crime 
if  such  doing  or  not  doing  by  one  person  would 
not  be  punishable  as  a  crime  according  to  the 
existing  Law. 

**  Provided  further,  that  this  sub-section 
shall  not  be  held  or  construed  to  create  any 
new  crime,  and  no  person  shall  be  punish- 
able for  conspiracy  thereunder,  unless  it  be 
proved  that  the  purpose  of  such  conspiracy 
was  either  (1)  the  commission  of  a  crime,  or 
(2)  the  attainment  of  some  object  by  means 
which  are  criminal  according  to  the  existing 
Law."— (ifr.  Robert  Reid.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dumfries  will  remember  that  he  has 
in  the  course  of  his  observations  referred 
to  the  fact  that  the  Law  of  Conspiracy 
has  already  been  treated  of  in  the  pro- 
gress of  this  Committee.  I  think  we 
have  had  four  or  five  discussions  on  the 
subject*,  and  under  the  circumstances  the 
Committee  will  not,  perhaps,  be  sur- 
prised if  the  Government  do  not  propose 
to  reiterate  the  arguments  they  have 
already  put  forward.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  made  an  obser- 
vation which  has  more  than  once  been 
made  in  the  course  of  this  debate — 
namely,  that  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  in 
Ireland  seems  to  differ  from  the  Law  of 
Conspiracy  in  England.  Now  I  have 
on  one  or  two  occasions  denied  that 
position,  and  I  must  deny  it  again.  Of 
course  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
must  know  that  the  law  of  the  two 
countries  is  theoretically  the  same  with 
reference  to  this  matter.  The  Common 
Law  of  the  two  countries  is  the  same, 
and  any  decision  given  in  England  would 
be  received  and  quoted  in  the  Courts  of 
Law  in  Ireland.  But,  as  far  as  I  can 
gather  from  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  the  suggestion  that 
there  is  a  difference  between  the  laws  of 
the  two  countries  is  to  be  deduced  from 
some  observations  taken  here  and  there 
in  the  charge  to  the  jury  by  Mr.  Justice 
Fitzgerald  in  the  case  of  ^^The  Queen  t^. 
Farnell."  Now  I  remind  the  Committee 
that  those  utterances  of  the  Judge  were 
not  the  final  judgment  upon  auy  specific 
point  of  law  raised  betore  him.  The 
charge  was  a  long  one,  lasting  over  some 
hours,  and  the  report  which  was  in  the 
paper  was,  I  believe,  never  corrected  by 


the  Judge  himself.  It  is,  no  doubt, 
quite  possible  to  take  two  or  three  sen- 
tences from  a  charge  of  that  length  and 
derive  a  meaning  from  them  which  would 
be  entirely  different  from  that  which  was 
in  the  mind  of  the  Judffe.  It  is  neces- 
sary to  look  at  the  whole  of  the  charge, 
and  I  contend  that  the  instructions  given 
to  the  jury  by  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  and 
Mr.  Justice  Barry  were  precisely  similar 
to  that  which  would  have  been  given  by 
any  Judge  in  England.  And  it  amounts 
to  this — that,  if  the  evidence  produced 
in  that  case  is  to  be  accepted,  it  is  quite 
sufficient  to  constitute  a  criminal  con- 
spiracy according  to  the  law  of  England ; 
and  I  think  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  would  read  the  evidence  he 
would,  beyond  all  doubt,  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  if  that  evidence  were 
true  the  crime  of  conspiracy  had  been 
committed.  He  has  referred  to  two 
particular  points  which  were  dealt  with 
by  the  learned  Judge.  The  first  was  the 
proposition  that  if  two  or  more  persons 
combine  to  do  a  certain  act  they  might 
be  guilty  of  criminal  conspiracy,  al- 
though if  one  person  committed  the  act 
he  would  be  guilty  of  no  offence 
whatever.  Now  I  do  not  think  you  can 
find  anything  in  any  interpretation  of 
the  English  Law  of  Conspiracy  which 
would  show  that  that  is  not  in  harmony 
with  the  English  Law.  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  see 
that  if  there  be  a  combination  among 
men  to  make  property  perfectly  useless 
to  the  owner,  and  they  determine  to 
carry  out  the  intention  so  that  it  shall 
be  useless,  the  combination  ought  to  be 
punishable.  Therefore  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  proposition  laid  down  is  in 
entire  accordance  with  English  Law. 
The  other  point  in  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  found  fault  with  the 
statement  of  the  learned  Judge  was  that 
persons  might  be  held  to  be  engaged  in 
a  conspiracy  with  people  whose  names 
they  did  not  know  and  whom  they  had 
never  seen.  Now,  I  think  that  is  also  a 
proposition  for  which  there  will  be  found 
to  be  foundation  in  the  law.  I  gather 
from  the  argument  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Genueman  that  if  the  law  of 
Ireland  was  the  same  as  the  law  of 
England  his  objection  to  the  clause 
would  not  exist,  or,  at  all  events,  not 
exist  to  such  a  degree  as  it  does  now. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
argued  that  it  was  reasonable  to  insert 
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the  clause  of  the  Trades  IJuions  Act  of 
1875  into  this  Bill,  and  there  I  difiPer 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
again,  and  for  the  reason  that  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  conditions  are  essentially 
different.  In  a  Trade  Union  dispute  the 
workmen  merely  combine  in  reference  to 
a  matter  primd  facie  under  their  control 
— that  is  to  say,  their  own  labour  in  the 
future,  whereas  here  the  combination  is 
with  regard  to  something — namely,  the 
land  which,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  himself  has  admitted,  belongs 
partly  to  the  landlord.  But  even  on  the 
theory  of  dual  ownership,  the  tenants' 
ownership  can  only  exist  as  long  as  he 
fulfils  a  particular  obligation.  The  com- 
binations in  Ireland  refer  to  the  land, 
which,  according  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member's  argument  belongs  to  two 
parties,  and  the  tenants  combine  to- 
gether for  the  purpose  of  retaining  the 
whole  of  it  for  themselves.  That  seems 
to  make  the  difference  between  the  two 
cases  complete  and  to  leave  no  analogy 
between  the  case  dealt  with  by  the  Act 
of  1875  and  the  present  case.  As  far  as 
I  can  judge,  the  first  part  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
is  already  in  our  Bill  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General.  As  far  as  the  2nd 
section  of  the  Amendment  is  concerned, 
we  can  say  no  more  than  that  we  define 
in  the  Bill  the  object  of  the  conspiracy, 
not  attempting  to  codify  the  means  of 
aiming  at  such  object  in  any  way. 
Having  given  our  reasons  why  we 
cannot  admit  the  Proviso  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  I  venture  to 
express  a  hope  that  the  rest  of  tho  dis- 
cussion may  be  taken  as  quickly  as 
possible. 

Mr.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire,  Brigg) : 
The  statement,  which  has  been  made  by 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  by  way 
of  answer  to  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  is  that  this  particular  section 
applies  to  land  and  does  not  apply  to 
work.  It  must  have  escaped  entirely 
the  attention  of  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  that  one  of  the  very  things  pro- 
vided for  by  the  section  to  which  this 
addition  is  proposed  to  be  made,  is  ex- 
actly the  same  as  is  the  subject  to  which 
reference  has  been  made,  both  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dumfries 
(Mr.  E.  T.  Reid)  and  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral ioT  Ireland.    It  is  not  a  question 


of  land  alone.  The  Bill  has  these  word« 
**or  not  to  deal  with,  work  for  or  hire 
any  person  or  persons  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  trade,  business,  or  occupa- 
tion." 

Mr.  HOLMES :  As  far  as  the  law 
with  regard  to  Trade  Unions  is  con- 
cerned, there  is  a  special  section  in  the 
Bill  with  reference  to  that. 

Ma.  WADDY :  That  is  not  all  the 
question.  What  I  am  endeavouring  to 
point  out  is,  that  in  order  to  make  an 
argument  against  the  clause  we  are  told 
that  this  is  only  an  Act  relating  to  mat- 
ters connected  with  land.  That  I  deny, 
and  say  that  directly  we  come  to  Section  7 
of  the  Appendix,  we  find  it  is  not  to  apply 
to  land  only,  but  also  to  matters  of  trade. 
Therefore,  I  say  that  the  whole  argu- 
ment of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land falls  to  the  ground  at  once.  But 
this  is  not  the  real  question ;  the  diffi- 
culty we  feel,  and  in  respect  of  which  we 
cannot  get  any  answer,  is  much  broader 
and  wider.  It  is  that  this  Law  of  Conspi- 
racy is  one  of  the  most  objectionable, 
doubtful,  and  dangerous  branches  of  our 
law  which  we  have  been  endeavouring 
for  years  for  the  purpose  of  this  coun- 
try and  Ireland  also  to  get  within  due 
limits,  as  far  as  it  is  possible,  to  define 
it.  And  now  you  are  proposing  to  estab- 
lish a  new  series  of  offences,  and  when 
you  establish  those  offences  and  bring 
them  within  the  reach  of  this  exceed- 
ingly dangerous  branch  of  law  you 
refuse  to  define  what  they  are.  It  is  a 
principle  that  every  penal  Statute  shall 
be  construed  as  strictly  as  possible,  and 
when  we  ask  you  to  do  that,  we  are 
told  in  almost  so  many  words  that  you 
really  will  not  do  it ;  that  it  is  not  safe, 
and  that  you  decline  to  codify  the  law. 
No  one  wants  you  to  codify  the  law.  If 
you  were  dealing  with  the  whole  law 
you  might  say  that,  but  you  are  here 
dealing  with  only  part  of  it.  You  are 
now  establishing  an  entirely  new  set  of 
offences,  and  when  we  ask  for  a  clear  and 
definite  statement  of  what  these  offences 
are,  we  cannot  got  them  defined.  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  the  real  danger  arises 
very  much  from  the  forum  before  which 
these  matters  are  to  be  tried.  You  have 
quoted  one  paragraph  from  the  very 
learned  work  of  a  learned  friend  of  mine, 
which  is  cited  against  us  constantly  in  a 
very  learned  fashion — 

'*  Bat  let  me  remind  you  that  it  is  true  theie 
may  be  cases  in  which  acts  done  by  several 
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persons  under  agreement  ought  to  be  punished, 
although  the  same  acts  ought  not  to  be 
punished  if  done  without  agreement.' ' 

We  agree;  but  the  paragraph  whicli 
follows  is  one  which  you  seem  to  for- 
get. It  is  to  the  effect,  that  these 
offences  ought  to  be  specifically  and 
carefully  defined.  Now  this  is  the  one 
thing  which  I  want  to  drive  home ; 
you  will  not  define  the  offence ;  you 
will  not  allow  these  people  in  Ireland  to 
know  when  they  are  in  danger ;  you  are 
going  to  establish  a  new  jurisdiction  of 
a  novel  character  before  which  these 
offences  are  to  be  tried,  and  that  is  why 
we  call  upon  you  to  let  them  know  where 
they  are  going  wrong.  We  are  told  that 
it  is  very  diflBcult  to  codify  the  law,  and 
yet  these  extraordinary  difficulties  are 
thrown  in  the  way  of  our  carrying  out 
this  improvement.  We  are  told  by  an 
eminent  authority  that  there  is  great 
danger  in  this  law  and  the  working  of 
it,  lest  the  Judge  should  be  tempted  to 
declare  it  a  criminal  offence  to  combine 
to  do  anything  which  is  opposed  to  his 
political  or  social  views.  When  we  know 
that  this  is  recognized  by  trained  lawyers 
and  Judges,  and  when  we  know  that 
you  are  going  to  leave  the  clause  in  the 
hands  of  Eesident  Magistrates,  then  I 
think  it  is  really  too  bad,  seeing  that 
time  after  time  we  have  asked  you  to 
throw  something  like  a  light  on  the  sub- 
ject, that  the  Government  should  say — 
'*  You  have  asked  for  it  before,  but  we 
cannot  give  it.''  But,  inasmuch  as  this 
is  a  new  Statute  from  beginning  to  end, 
we  shall  continue  to  ask,  perhaps  in 
vain,  for  such  information  as  is  neces- 
sary for  us  to  understand  your  Bill,  and 
particularly  on  behalf  of  those  persons 
who  are  to  be  ruled  by  it. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  This 
is  one  of  the  Amendments  to  the  Bill 
which  it  may  be  said  will  divide  the 
sheep  from  the  goats ;  it  will  distinguish 
between  those  who  are  prepared  to  sup- 
port a  measure  for  putting  down  crime, 
and  those  who  are  prepared  to  support  a 
measure  for  putting  down  the  tenant 
farmers  in  Ireland.  It  is  an  Amendment 
which  raises  a  principle  incontestable  in 
itself,  and  which,  I  venture  to  say,  is  one 
that  is  not  in  harmony  with  the  best 
part  of  English  Law.  Mr.  Wright's 
book  has  often  been  referred  to  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion,  and  I  am  sur- 
prised that  the  Government  have  not 
learned  a  lesson  from  that  book.    Mr. 


Wright  shows  that  there  is  no  such 
thing  as  Common  Law  conspiracy  in  the 
sense  in  which  Common  Law  is  generally 
understood ;  he  shows,  also,  beyond  the 
shadow  of  doubt,  that  conspiracy  was 
developed  by  the  Star  Chamber,  and 
that  it  was  not  a  part  of  the  Common 
Law.  This  is  not  the  first  time  that  the 
House  of  Commons  has  had  before  it 
the  subject  of  conspiracy.  It  has  been 
before  the  House  on  its  merits  when  it 
was  raised  without  any  Party  feeling  or 
any  sinister  object  and  viewed  purely  as 
a  question  of  law.  The  question  was 
raised  by  the  Conservative  Government 
in  1880,  and  what  were  the  provisions 
with  regard  to  conspiracy  which  the 
Conservative  Government  proposed  as  a 
codification  of  the  English  Law  ?  This 
will  be  found  in  Sections  361-2  of  the 
Criminal  Code  introduced  by  Sir  John 
Holker,  the  Attorney  General  for  Eng- 
land in  1880.  Now,  these  provisions  are 
very  remarkable,  because  they  are  pro- 
visions which  are  drawn  on  the  line  of 
Mr.  Wright's  book  ;  they  are  provisions 
which  are  entirely  in  harmony  witji  this 
Amendment,  and  if  the  Government 
would  accept  them  in  substitution  for 
their  criminal  clauses  in  the  present  Bill, 
I  venture  to  say  there  would  be  very 
little  difficulty  in  carrying  the  Bill 
through  the  House.  Clause  360  of  Sir 
John  Holker's  Bill  provides  that  every- 
one is  guilty  of  crime  and  liable  to  five 
years'  penal  servitude  who  conspires  with 
any  persons  to  commit  any  crime  punish- 
able with  penal  servitude.  The  second 
clause  provides  that  conspiracy  to  do 
what  is  not  punishable  with  penal  servi- 
tude shall  be  visited  with  a  penalty  of 
two  years'  imprisonment.  Beyond  these, 
the  only  provision  was  to  deal  with  con- 
spiring to  prevent  the  collection  of  rates 
or  taxes  ;  everyone  was  to  be  guilty  of 
crime,  and  liable  to  two  years'  imprison- 
ment who  conspires  to  prevent  the  col- 
lection of  rates  and  taxes,  the  levying  or 
collection  of  which  is  authorized  by  law. 
With  that  provision  also  we  do  not 
quarrel.  These  are  the  things  which  the 
Tory  Government  of  1880  specified  in 
bringing  before  this  House  in  a  codified 
form,  what  they  considered  to  be  the 
Law  of  Conspiracy,  and  I  think  they  have 
there  an  example  which  they  will  be 
doing  well  to  follow  in  the  present  case. 
But  they  have  not  done  this  for  a  reason 
which  we  can  all  understand,  a  reason 
which  I  have  stated  to  be,  that  this  Bill 
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is  not  intended  to  put  down  crime,  but 
is  a  Tory  measure  to  aid  the  landlords  in 
extorting  exorbitant  rents. 

Mr.  HENEYH.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton,  E.) :  I  am  sorry  to  see  that  the 
Oovernment  are  disposed  to  reply  to  this 
Amendment  by  silence.     I  can  quite 
understand  that  there  have  been  Amend- 
ments put  forward  in  the  course  of  the 
Committee  stage  on  this  Bill  with  regard 
to  which  the  Government  would  be  jus- 
tified in  at  once  announcing  their  deci- 
sion, and  asking  the  Committee  to  divide 
upon  the  question ;   but  this,  I  think, 
perhaps,  is  the  most  important  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  moved  upon  this 
clause,  and  possibly  the  most  important  I 
Amendment  to  the  clause  on  the  Paper. 
I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief    Secretary  for  Ireland  if  he 
would  consider  this  case  a  little  more 
fully  than,  perhaps,  he  has  hitherto  done, 
and  not  ask  the  Committee  to  come  to  a 
decision  simply  upon  the  non  possumm  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  ?  I  am 
not  going  to  discuss  the  Law  of  Con- 
spiracy, which  has,  no  doubt,  been  fully 
discussed  on  recent  occasions ;  but  it  was 
hardly  fair,  on  the  part  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  to  say  that  this  is 
the  same  question  which  has  been  raised 
over  and  over  again.     I  do  not  think 
it  is.      The  Amendment  of    the   hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Hackney  (Sir 
Charles  Russell),  which  was  moved  with 
so  great  ability  by  him,  assumes  the  law 
to  be  what  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land says  it  is ;  it  takes  it  for  granted 
that  the  law  is  the  same  in  Ireland  as 
in  England.     It  is  not  the  argument 
that   the  law    is    to    be   altered ;   my 
hon.  and  learned  Eriend  says  that  in 
England  there  is  a  protection  afforded 
against  the  unjust  application  of  the 
law    in    certain    cases,    and    the  pur- 
pose of  this  Amendment  is  to  ask  that 
that  protection  may  be  afforded  in  Ire- 
land.   We  are  agreed  with  reference  to 
the  first  great  principle  of  the  Law  of 
Conspiracy — namely,  that  it  is  conspiring 
unlawfully  to  do  an  unlawful  thing; 
that  the  second  is  conspiring  unlawfully 
to  do  a  lawful  thing ;  and  then  there  is 
the  third  distinction,  of  which  we  have 
heard  so  much  lately — the  combination 
of  two  or  more  persons  to  do  a  thing 
which  would  not  be  unlawful  if  done  by 
one  singly.  We  do  not  dispute  the  law.  I 
will  not  argue  Judge  Fitzgerald's  charge ; 
but  we  say  that  in  England;  after  a  long 

Mr.  MunUr 


and  protracted  struggle,  a  protection  has 
been  given  against  an  unfair  application 
of  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  to  a  specific 
class  of  persons  dealing  with  their  own 
industry,  and  we  ask  that  the  same  pro- 
tection should  be  given  in  Ireland.     I 
would  put  this  case  before  the  Chief 
Secretary,  because  it  is  one  which  was 
set  up  by  a  great  authority  on  this  ques- 
tion.    He  said,  on  this  question,  that  the 
sub- section  which  was  then  before  the 
Committee  assumed  that  to  be  a  crime 
which  was  not  a  crime— namely,  a  com- 
bination to  effect  a  breach  of  contract. 
Upon  that  point  at  the  time  the  whole 
Liberal  agitation  turned.     The  work- 
men claimed  the  right  to  break  their 
contract    singly    and   jointly,    and    to 
induce   others  to   do  the  like,  subject 
only  to  proceedings  which   might    be 
taken  in  a  Civil   Court.     Now  that  is 
precisely  the  case  of  the  tenants  in  Ire- 
land ;    they  claim  the   right   to  break 
their  contract  singly,  and  induce  others 
to  do  the  like.     This  was  the  very  ques- 
tion afterwards  successfully  dealt  with 
in  the  House  of  Commons  by  the  efforts 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)    and  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Harcourt),  and  others.     The  prin- 
ciple was  accepted  by  the  Conservative 
Government,  and   the   legislation  was 
embodied  in  the  Act  of  lb75.     It  was 
admitted  on  all  hands,  notably  by  the 
Consei-vative    Government,   and    parti- 
cularly   by    Sir    Richard    Cross,    that 
the  law  which    made   breach   of  con- 
tract criminal  did  not  apply  as  against 
workmen.     We  say  that  the  principal, 
almost  the  sole,  industry  in  Ireland  is 
the  cultivation  of  land,  and  that  it  is 
just  as  much  a  staple  as  the  manufacture 
of  cotton   in   Lancashire ;  and  iron  in 
Staffordshire,  and  that  the  workmen  in 
Ireland  are  entitled  to  the  same  protec- 
tion in  Ireland  in  respect  of  their  com- 
binations to  keep  up  the  value  of  their 
labour  as  the  workmen  engaged  in  Eng- 
land in  those  industries.   An  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  said  the  other  night  that 
the  difference  between  the  two  classes 
was,  that  in  Ireland  the  men  were  work- 
ing   with    somebody    else's     property, 
whereas  in  England  they  were  working 
with  their  own.     The  Attorney  Qen em 
for  Ireland  said  just  now  that  a  man  had 
a  right  to  make  what  terms  he  could 
with  reference  to  his  own  labour,  but 
that  it  does  not  apply  to  the  price  whidi 
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a  man  pays  for  the  use  of  land.  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  pointed  to  the 
dual  ownership  of  land  in  Ireland ;  but  I 
do  not  think  that  that  does  much  to 
strengthen  the  case ;  I  think  the  argu- 
ment would  be  as  strong  without  that.  I 
think  where  you  have  an  industry  which 
cannot  be  made  valuable  without  the 
labour  of  another,  it  would  be  right  to 
bring  it  under  this  clause.  But  the  ques- 
tion in  England  was  not  with  regard  to 
the  man's  own  wages,  it  was  with  regard 
to  the  wages  of  other  people.  What  was 
done  in  England  was  not  to  establish  the 
right  to  protect  their  own  contracts,  but 
the  right  to  induce  others  to  break  theirs. 
The  principle  of  strikes  is  this — the  em- 
ployer wants  to  reduce  wages ;  there  are 
always  a  number  of  men  who  are  willing 
to  go  on  at  the  reduced  wages ;  but  the 
heads  of  the  industry  say  no,  it  is  the 
interest  of  the  class  that  we  should  not 
have  the  wages  reduced ;  and  therefore 
they  apply  strong  measures  in  their  own 
interests  in  order  to  compel  their  fellow - 
workmen  not  to  work  at  the  rate  of 
wages  which  the  majority  judge  to  be 
inimical  to  the  trade.  It  was  under 
those  circumstances  that  the  Legislature 
stepped  in  and  said  th^t  the  men  should 
not  be  punished  for  the  act  of  combi- 
nation. Sir  James  Stephen  has  well 
put  this  case.  He  said  that  the  Act  of 
1875  protects  all  combinations  in  further- 
ance of  trade  disputes,  and  with  respect 
to  such  questions,  provided  positively 
that  no  crime  should  be  treated  as  in- 
dictable conspiracy,  unless  the  Act  agreed 
upon  would  be  criminal  if  done  by  a 
single  person.  That  is  what  Sir  James 
Stephen  sums  up  as  the  law  of  this 
country  in  reference  to  trade  disputes, 
and  that  is  what  we  ask  shall  be  the 
law  in  reference  to  these  land  disputes  in 
Ireland.  If  the  act  is  a  criminal  one 
between  men,  let  it  be  criminally  dealt 
with.  We  do  not  say  a  word  against 
that.  That  is  not  our  meaning ;  but  we 
do  mean  that  where  it  is  a  case  of  simple 
combination  to  break  a  contract,  then 
we  say  unless  that  offence  is  not  crimi- 
nal if  committed  by  one  man,  it  is  un- 
fair and  unjust  to  make  it  criminal  when 
done  by  four,  five,  or  20  men  in  com- 
bination. Now,  I  ask  the  Government 
for  a  moment  to  sti*ip  this  question 
of  a  good  deal  of  the  prejudice  which 
has  been  involved  in  it.  I  ask  the 
Government  to  agree  that  the  tenants 
of    Ireland,   who  work   with   the  raw 
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material  of  land.,  should  hav«  the 
same  protection  which  after  a  long 
struggle  was  granted  to  the  workmen 
in  England.  The  Act  of  1875  has  been 
found  to  work  well  in  this  country.  There 
have  since  that  Act  was  passed  been 
fewer  strikes,  and  a  better  state  of  feel- 
ing between  the  employers  and  work- 
men ;  and  therefore  I  hope  that  the 
Government  will  look  at  this  question 
from  a  statesmanlike  point  of  view,  and 
not  strain  the  Bill  into  an  instrument  of 
oppression  for.  the  enforcement  of  civil 
contracts. 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  The  circumstances  which 
the  right  hon.  Member  has  referred  to 
as  the  reason  for  the  passing  of  the  Act 
of  1875  are  not,  in  my  opinion,  analogous 
to  the. present  position  in  Ireland.  The 
ground  of  adoption  of  the  principle  of 
the  Act  was  that,  by  a  series  of  judg- 
ments in  Court,  and  the  unfortunate  ex- 
tension of  the  law  in  England,  the  Law 
of  Conspiracy  was  made  to  apply  in  a 
very  harsh  manner  to  the  case  of  the  work- 
men ;  and  what  you  have  to  show  is  that 
there  is  some  oorresponding  extension 
which  has  been  found  to  be  unfair  to 
the  tenants  of  Ireland,  and  if  that  were 
proved  to  have  taken  place,  there  would 
be  something  in  the  contention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  We  say  there 
is  no  such  analogy  or  extension  with 
regard  to  the  tenants  in  Ireland  ;  and  it 
is  on  that  ground  that  we  refuse  to  make 
this  an  opportunity  for  either  altering 
or  codifying  the  Law  of  Conspiracy.  If 
it  had  been  shown  that  the  Law  of  Con- 
spiracy had  been  interpreted  either  by 
Irish  or  English  Courts  harshly,  and  was 
of  an  oppressive  character,  then  as  I 
have  said,  there  would  have  been  more 
strength  in  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  but  there  has  been  no 
such  attempt.  I  admit  we  should  be 
most  cautious  in  dealing  with  the  Law 
of  Conspiracy  at  all ;  but  as  we  do  not 
attempt  that,  the  right  hon.  Member 
must  allow  us  to  pursue  what  we  con- 
sider to  be  the  expedient  course  of 
leaving  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  as  it  is, 
because  there  has  been  no  adequate 
reason  for  engaging  in  the  Herculean 
task  of  codification. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  (Derby): 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
capable  of  being  answered  in  a  single 
sentence.    He  said  if  it  were  a  fact  that 
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the  Irish  Law  of  Conspiracy  had  been 
proved  to  be  as  harsh  towards  the  ten- 
ants in  Ireland  as  the  English  Law  has 
baoQ  to  the  workmen  in  England,  that 
then  there  ought  to  be  protection  given. 
I  take  that  to  be  his  proposition.  But 
the  Law  of  Conspiracy  has  not  hitherto 
acted  harshly  towards  the  tenants  in 
Ireland,  because  they  have  had  the  pro- 
tection of  trial  by  jury.  Whatever  doc- 
trine the  Judges  may  have  laid  down  on 
this  subject,  it  was  necessary  that  when 
a  harsh  interpretation  was  placed  upon 
the  law  that  it  should  come  before  a 
jury.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
admitted  that  English  Judges  have  put 
a  harsh  interpretation  on  the  law,  which 
bore  harshly  on  British  artizans.  There 
have  been  cases  of  unjust  interpretation 
by  the  English  Judges;  and  I  myself 
have  got  those  judgments  overruled  in 
principle  and  practice.  Well,  the  doc- 
trine is  the  same  in  Ireland.  The  Irish 
tenant,  up  to  this  time,  has  had  the  pro- 
tection of  juries  of  his  own  class,  which 
has  prevented  injustice  being  done.  But 
we  say,  if  you  remove  the  protection  of 
trial  by  jury  from  the  Irish  tenants,  and 

Slace  the  law  in  the  hands  not  of  Hesi- 
ent  Magistrates,  but  at  all  events,  of 
Judges,  without  the  protection  of  trial 
by  jury,  then  you  are  almost  certain  to 
get  the  same  result  as  you  have  had  in 
England.  That  is  my  answer  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He  said — 
**  Prove  me  the  danger  in  the  past ; " 
hut  it  is  not  danger  in  the  past  that  we 
are  dealing  with — it  is  danger  in  the 
future,  arising  out  of  a  specific  provision 
of  this  Bill,  against  which  we  think  ade- 
quate protection  should  be  given. 

Mb.  a.  COHEN  (Southwark,  W.) :  I 
have  only  one  observation  to  make  on 
the  argument  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.  I  think  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Waddy) 
showed  that  that  argument  was  of  a  very 
insufficient  validity,  because  the  clause 
we  are  now  considering  is  not  limited 
to  land  at  all.  If  the  argument  were 
good  for  anything,  the  Attorney  General 
fbr  Ireland  ought  to  be  ready  to  strike  out 
all  words  except  those  relating  to  land. 
But  let  me  give  an  example,  which  I  think 
the  Committee  will  at  once  see  has  a 
most  important  bearing  on  the  whole 
Irish  Question.  Suppose  100  tenants 
were  to  agree  together  that  they  would 
not  allow  anyone  to  take  land  from  a 
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landlord  who  has  evicted  his  tenants  for 
non-payment  of  rent,  can  any  lawyer 
say  that  such  an  agreement  would  be 
indictable  for  conspiracy  ?  I  defy  any 
lawyer  who  has  studied  the  law  with 
great  care  to  say  that  would  be  so. 
That  shows  the  correctness  of  the  view 
which  is  stated  in  Mr.  Wright's  book  ; 
and  I  say  that  if  the  Government  have 
read  it,  having  referred  to  that  book  in 
connection  with  the  1st  clause,  they 
ought  to  come  to  the  same  conclusion  at 
which  the  author  has  arrived — that  is, 
that  the  whole  Law  of  Conspiracy  is 
Judge-made  law.  I  say  that  when  the 
Legislature  is  asked  to  pass  a  measure 
which  we  were  informed  the  other  night 
by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  a 
permanent  measure,  and  if  by  that  mea- 
sure it  is  intended  to  give  the  Besident 
Magistrates  in  Ireland  summary  juris- 
diction over  a  certain  class  of  offences,  it 
is  the  absolute  duty  of  the  Legislature 
to  take  care  that  those  offences  are 
clearly  defined,  or  that  they  are  only 
such  offences  as  are  known  to  the  Eng- 
lish Law,  and  clearly  as  ascertainable 
according  to  that  law.  But  it  is  admitted 
and  proved  beyond  doubt  that,  according 
to  English  Law,  it  is  extremely  doubtful 
what  are  and  what  are  not  indictable 
conspiracies,  and  we  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  tell  us  what  they  mean.  Do 
they  mean  to  make  any  conspiracies  in- 
dictable other  than  those  which  are  not 
crimes  to-day,  because  they  are  not  cri- 
minally done  by  individuals  ?  If  they  say 
that  that  is  their  intention,  then  they 
ought  to  tell  us  what  other  specific 
offences  they  intend  to  include ;  and  if 
that  is  not  their  intention — and  I  do  not 
believe  they  have  quite  made  up  their 
minds — then  they  are  bound  to  accept 
our  Amendment. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  gladly 
accept  the  challenge  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour). 
He  said — and  I  heard  him  with  surprise 
— that  if  it  could  be  proved  that  there 
had  been  in  Ireland  the  same  harsh 
exercise  of  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  as  was 
admitted  to  have  taken  place  in  regard 
to  English  artizans,  he  would  admit  we 
had  a  case  for  this  Amendment.  I 
gladly  accept  the  challenge,  and  I  am 
perfectly  astonished  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  make  such  a  challenge 
in  the  face  of  the  debates  that  have 
taken  place.  Such  a  statement  coming 
from  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  ' 
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ample  proof  of  the  necessity  of  repeating 
some  of  these  matters  over  and  over 
again.  I  do  not  intend  to  read  at  any 
length  extracts  from  the  now  famous 
charge  of  Justice  Fitzgerald,  which  has 
been  so  repeatedly  referred  to  in  this 
House ;  but  I  must  read  a  couple  of 
passages  from  that  charge.  What  did 
Justice  Fitzgerald  say  in  regard  to  the 
Law  of  Conspiracy  ?     He  said — 

'*  Now,  gentlemen,  having  dealt  thus  shortly 
with  the  information,  let  me  unfold  to  you 
what  the  Law  of  Oonspiraoy  is,  and  how  it 
hears  on  the  case.*' 

The  case  at  issue  was  the  combination 
of  the  tenants  of  Ireland  to  obtain  a  re- 
duction of  rents.  Then  Justice  Fitzgerald 
gave  a  definition  of  conspiracy  which 
has  been  often  quoted.     He  said — 

*'  If,  for  instance,  a  tenant  withholds  his 
rent,  that  is  a  violation  of  the  right  of  his 
landlord  to  receive  it,  hut  it  would  not  he  a 
criminal  act,  though  it  would  he  a  violation  of 
a  right ;  hut  if  two  or  more  incite  liim  to  do 
that  act,  their  agreement  so  to  incite  him  is  hy 
the  law  of  the  land  an  offence.'* 

Can  anything  be  more  clear  or  more 
distinct  than  that?  I  maintained  the 
other  day,  and  I  repeat  now,  that  that 
definition  of  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  in- 
cludes within  its  scope  every  single 
meeting  that  has  been  summoned  in 
Lreland,  whether  in  Ulster  or  Munster, 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  a  reduction  of 
rent,  because  there  cannot  be  the 
slightest  doubt  that  on  all  those 
Northern  estates,  where  there  was  no 
question  of  Nationalist  organization, 
the  speakers  at  meetings  did  incite  their 
brother  tenants  to  withhold  their  rents 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  a  reduction. 
Now,  Sir,  I  noticed  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
attempted  in  his  speech  to  explain  away 
the  charge  of  Justice  Fitzgerald.  He 
endeavoured  to  water  it  down,  for  he 
said  it  was  very  unfair  to  fix  upon  cer- 
tain short  extracts  from  a  long  charge 
thus,  and  pin  a  Judge  to  them  as  an 
expression  of  his  opinion.  Justice  Fitz> 
gerald  is  a  man  eminently  able  to  dis- 
tinguish between  the  different  portions 
of  his  address  ;  and  in  the  first  place, 
he  laid  down  what  the  law  was,  then 
he  proceeded  to  apply  it  to  the  facts  of 
the  case.  But  I  do  not  rest  myself 
there.  It  has  been  my  fate  to  have  been 
three  times  tried  in  Ireland  for  criminal 
conspiracy.    The  first  time  I  was  tried 


by  Justice  Fitzgerald,  and  the  charge 
from  which  I  have  quoted  was  the 
charge  in  the  case.  I  was  then  tried 
before  the  Queen's  Bench  in  Dublin  by 
Chief  Justice  O'Brien,  and  in  that  trial 
I  was  convicted  because  there  was  no 
jury,  and  I  was  sentenced  in  heavy  bail, 
which  the  Government  failed  in  estreat- 
ing, because  they  were  met  by  the 
barrier  of  a  jury.  But,  Sir,  in  my 
second  trial,  before  the  Queen's  Bench, 
I  was  convicted  of  criminal  conspiracy. 
On  what  charge  ?  On  this  charge,  and 
no  other — ^that  I  had  incited  tenants  in 
Ireland  to  withhold  their  rents  with  the 
view  of  getting  a  reduction.  I  tried  to 
put  in  the  plea  of  justification  on  account 
of  intent ;  but  Chief  Justice  O'Brien,  and, 
subsequently,  Justice  Murphy,  declared 
they  would  allow  no  evidence  bearing 
on  the  intent,  as  the  intent  was  nothing 
to  the  point.  They  precluded  me  from 
examining  witnesses  as  to  my  intent. 
Chief  Justice  O'Brien  took  up  the  charge 
of  Justice  Fitzgerald  and  made  it  the 
basis  of  his  judgment.  He  said  that  was 
a  definition  of  the  Law  of  Conspiracy 
laid  down  by  one  of  the  aiost  dis- 
tinguished of  the  Irish  Judges ;  it  had 
become  classical,  and  would  become  an 
authority  in  all  future  cases.  That  was 
my  second  experience  of  the  Law  of 
Conspiracy  in  Ireland,  and  I  admit  I 
approach  the  consideration  of  this  case 
from  a  totally  different  point  of  view 
from  that  from  which  it  has  been  dis- 
cussed for  the  last  half-hour.  I  am  not 
a  lawyer,  but,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  I  am 
learned  in  the  application  of  the  law. 
My  third  trial  was  before  Justice 
Murphy,  so  I  have  the  widest  experience 
of  the  views  of  the  Irish  Judges.  Now, 
what  occurred  at  my  third  trial  ?  Justice 
Murphy  pursued  precisely  the  same 
course  as  Chief  Justice  O'Brien — he 
quoted  the  charge  of  Justice  Fitzgerald, 
said  that  charge  had  now  become 
classical,  and  was  a  definition  of  the 
law  in  which  all  Irish  Judges  would  in 
future  go  when  trying  cases  of  con- 
spiracy. He  said  that  on  the  one  issue 
whether  I  had  incited  tenants  to  with- 
hold their  rents  with  a  view  of  getting 
a  reduction,  I  was  guilty  of  the  crime  of 
conspiracy,  and  he  distinctly  directed 
the  jury  to  convict.  What  saved  me 
was  the  same  thing  that  has  saved  many 
men,  and  nullified  the  Law  of  Seditious 
Libel  in  this  country — namely,  the  moral 
sense  of  the  jury.    Although  the  jury 
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were  not  farmers,  they  refused  to  take 
the  definition  of  the  law  from  the  Judge, 
and  they  decided  that  I  was  not  guilty 
of  any  crime.  It  is  monstrous  for  the 
Oovemment  to  argue  as  if  they  are 
simply  leaving  the  law  as  it  stands. 
What  did  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land say?  He  said  he  declined  to 
attempt  to  define  the  Law  of  Conspiracy. 
**  We  think  we  are  justified  in  leaving 
the  law  as  it  stands  to  be  interpreted 
by  a  competent  tribunal."  Those  were 
the  words  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland — **  to  be  interpreted  by  a  com- 
petent tribunal."  That  is  to  say,  that 
this  law,  which  has  exercised  the  greatest 
Judges  of  England,  which  has  been 
matter  of  the  highest  controversy  in  this 
House  for  years,  is  to  be  relegated  for 
its  interpretation  to  a  bench  of  Irish 
magistrates,  and  this  House,  which  did 
not  hesitate,  when  called  upon  in  the 
interests  of  English  working  men,  to 
override  and  reverse  the  decisions  of  the 
most  learned  lawyers  in  England,  now 
hesitates  to  place  any  limit  or  restriction 
upon  the  jurisdiction  of  these  competent 
tribunals  in  Ireland,  to  whom  the  un- 
fortunate tenant-farmers  are  to  be 
handed  over.  Now,  Sir,  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  dwelt  with  great 
force  on  what  he  considered  to  be  the 
fact — that  there  is  no  analogy  between 
the  case  of  the  Irish  tenant  farmer  and 
the  case  of  the  English  artizan.  I  com- 
pletely and  absolutely  deny  that  any  man 
has  a  right  to  make  such  a  statement. 
No  analogy !  I  fail  to  see  how  there 
can  be  analogy  between  any  two  cases 
unless  there  is  between  these  two. 
Strongly  as  the  case  was  put  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt), 
they  failed  to  put  it  as  strongly  as  it 
can  be  put.  Why  is  it  that  a  demand 
was  made  in  England  for  the  protection 
of  men  labouring  for  wages  only  ?  Be- 
cause yoiir  farmers  are  capitalists ;  they 
employ  labour  with  their  capital,  and 
therefore  the  demand  for  protection  for 
their  employment  came  from  the  labour- 
ing men.  What  is  the  analogy  which  is 
absolutely  strict  ?  It  is  that  four-fifths 
of  the  farmers  of  Ireland  are  absolutely 
working  men,  earning  wages  out  of  the 
land.  Well,  if  they  are  deprived  of 
that  land  they  are  reduced  to  beggary 
and  starvation.    And  allow  me  to  re- 
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mind  the  Chief   Secretary  for  Ireland 
what  this  comes  to-^what  the  applica- 
tion   of   such    theories    comes    to.     It 
comes  to  this — that  the  fact  is,  men  are 
legislating  for  a  country  the  conditions  of 
whose  population  they  are  unacquainted 
with.     Let  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land come  down  to  East  Mayo,  where 
there  is,  practically  speaking,  no  wage- 
earning  population,  and  he  will  see  the 
absurdity  of  saying  that  the  same  pro- 
tection should  not  be  afforded  to  the 
tenant  farmers  of  Ireland  as  is  afforded 
to  the  labourers  of  England.     They  ac- 
cuse us  of  exciting  these  people  to  hold 
other  men's  property  while  refusing  to 
pay  for  it.     Have  the  landlords  not  got 
their  legal  rights  ?     Have  we  incited,  in 
a  single  instance,  the  farmers  of  Ireland 
to  resist  by  force  of  arms,  or  by  force  of 
any   kind,    the    enforcement   of    legal 
rights?     Nothing    of    the    sort.      The 
legal  remedy  is  always  open  to  the  land- 
lord,  and    he  can,    by  legal  process, 
recover  possession  of  his  property ;  and, 
therefore,  it  is  monstrously  untrue  to 
say  we  incite  these  people  to  hold  an- 
other man's  property  ;    and  in  the  end 
the  landlord,  under  the  law  as  it  stands 
at  present,  can  get  a  great  deal  more 
than  his   just  rights.    If   the    tenant 
refuses  to  pay  an  exorbitant  rent,  the 
landlord  can  not  only  take  back  his 
property,  but  he  can  also  take  from  the 
tenant  the  whole  of  his  property,  and 
that  is  what  is  being  done  in  Ireland 
every  day.     It  is  a  monstrously  illusory 
argument  to  tell  us  the  tenants  of  Ire- 
land are  holding  other  men's  property 
because  they  do  not  of  their  own  free 
wills  walk  out  of  their  farms.     They 
remain  in  possession  of  their  holdings, 
but  the  landlords  have  a  tremendous 
remedy  by  which  they  can  recover  their 
property — a  remedy  they  have   shown 
they  are  not  slow  to  use.     It  remains 
for  the  Government  to  tell  us  on  what 
real  and  substantial  grounds  they  deny 
that  the  tenants  of    Ireland  stand  in 
precisely  the  same  position  to  the  gene- 
ral population  of  Ireland  as  the  artizans 
of  this  country  do  to  the  general  popu- 
lation of   England.     It  remains  for  the 
Government  to  tell  us  on  what  ground 
they  refuse  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland  the 
same  protection  they  have  given  to  the 
artizans  of  England.     In  my  opinion,  the 
Irish  tenant  has  a  stronger  case  for  pro- 
tection than  the  artizan  of   England, 
because  the  latter  is  free  to  go .  and 
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labour  where  lie  likes — he  carries  his 
fortune   at  his  fingers'  ends ;    but  the 
poor  tenant  of  Ireland  is  chained  to  the 
one  spot  of  earth,  not  only  bj  senti- 
mental feelings — which  are  enormously 
strong — but  by  property,  which  he  must 
leave  behind  and  be  robbed  of  if  he 
leaves  the  spot.    His  position  is  much 
more  defenceless  and  weaker  than  that 
of  the  artizan  of  England,  and,  there- 
fore, I  say  he  deserves  greater  protec- 
tion under  these  circumstance.     I  utterly 
fail  to  understand  on  what  gprounds  the 
Government  persist  in  their  present  posi- 
tion.    The  right  hon.   Gentleman  the 
Chief   Secretary  for  Ireland  distinctly 
stated  that  if  we  could  show  that  this 
harsh  assertion  of    the  Law  of  Oon- 
spiracy  had  been  made  against  the  Irish 
tenants  he  would  admit  we  had  a  strong 
case.     I    contend  that  we  have  fully 
shown    the    fact  to  him,   and    now  I 
earnestly   ask    him  to  give  a    reason 
why    he    should    persist    in    rejecting 
this  Amendment.     There   is  only  one 
other  point  I  desire    to    refer    to.    I 
am  not  sure  whether  it  was  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  or  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  who  said  the  sup- 
porters of  this  Amendment  had  over- 
looked the  provision  protecting  trades 
unions  in  Ireland.     Why  do  you  need 
to  protect  trades  unions  by  a  special  pro- 
vision if  this  Act  is  not  to  deprive  Irish 
farmers  of  the  rights  you  have  secured 
to  English  labour  ?    The  very  existence 
of  that  provision  is  the  condemnation  of 
this  clause ;  it  is  a  declaration  that  by 
this  Act  you  mean  to  say  that  the  tenant 
farmers  of  Ireland — the  small   tenant 
farmers  of  Ireland  who  constitute  four- 
fifths  of   the   population — are  inferior 
beings,  not  fit  to  stand  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  their  English  bretheren,  and  it  is 
by  that  declaration  alone  you  will  see  the 
condemnation  of  your  Act  in  the  eyes  of 
the  working  men  of  this  country. 

Mr.  a.  J.  WILLIAMS  (Glamorgan, 
S.):  I  have  listened  with  the  greatest 
interest  to  the  whole  of  this  debate,  and 
desire  to  address  a  few  words  to  the 
Committee.  A  great  deal  has  been  said 
of  the  book  which  has  been  written  by 
Mr.  Wright  upon  the  Law  of  Conspiracy. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  that  the  book  has 
been  more  referred  to  than  read.  I 
have,  whilst  the  debate  has  proceeded, 
carefully  read  and  re-read  that  admir- 
able work,  and  endeavoured  to  realize 
exactly  how  the  matter  stands  with  re- 


ference to  this  branch  of  English  juris 
prudence.     It  seems  to'^me  the  argu- 
ments in  this  case  have  too  technical  a 
character.    Let  me  try  to  present  the 
state  of  affairs  as  far  as  this  particular 
section  is  concerned.    As']  Mr.  Wright 
points  out,  the  whole  of   this  branch 
of  the  Criminal  law  is  Judge-made — 
it  is  exclusively  the    product    of    the 
judicial  mind.      Excellent    as  judicial 
legislation  has  been  with  reference  to 
Commercial  Law,  unfortunately,  in  deal- 
ing with  Criminal  Law  we  always  find 
that  the  judicial  mind  is  rather  in  favour 
of  arbitrary  treatment.    The  state  of  the 
law  with  reference  to  combination  is  this 
— First  of  all  we  have  combinations  to  do 
what,  if  done  by  one  person,  would  be 
lawful,  by  means  which  would  be  law- 
ful.   It  is  agreed  on  all  hands  that  such 
combinations  are  lawful.    Then  we  have 
agreements  by  workmen  not  to  work  ex- 
cept on  certain  terms ;  and  here  I  come 
to  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  which  seems  to  me 
to  be  utterly  opposed  to  the  principles  of 
criminal  jurisprudence  with  reference  to 
combination.    As  I  understand  the  law 
laid  down  by  Mr.  Wright,  it  is  not  the 
Common  Law,  and  never  has  been  the 
Common  Law  of  this  country,  that  com- 
binations by  workman  not  to  work  ex- 
cept upon  certain  terms  are  illegal.   The 
trade  combinations  which  have  been  re- 
ferred to  were  made  distinctly   illegal 
by    old    Statutes,    and   it  was   based 
upon  these  old  Statutes  that  our  Judges 
directed  juries  to  convict.      It  was  in 
consequence  of  the  decisions  in  these 
cases  that  the  Masters  and  Servants'  Act 
of  1875   was  passed.     It  is  distinctly 
stated  in  Mr.  Wright's  book  that  all  com- 
binations of  this  kind  were  perfectly 
legal,  with  the  single  exception  of  the 
combination  of  the  trades  union.     I  will 
upon  this  point  give  an  authority  which 
is  highly  respected  in  this  House — the 
authority  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James).    In  the  debate  upon  the 
Masters  and  Servant's  Act,  in  1873,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said — 

**  In  punishiDg  what  the  law  called  conspiracy 
we  were  puninMng  what  working-men  called 
combination.  They  were  bound  to  combine,  and 
their  experience  was  that  without  con^bination 
all  attempts  to  improve  their  condition  were 
hopeless.  The  gaa  stokers  were  punished  be- 
cause admitting  their  right  to  combine,  they 
had  combined  to  break  a  contract,  and  because 
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under  Section  14  of  tbo  Muster  and  Bcrvai 
Act  that  HUB  a  criminal  offence.  It  would  ni 
Iisve  been  criminal  on  the  part  of  any  othi 
■abject  of  the  Realm,  but  it  waa  criminal  i 
them."— (3  Haiard,  [»i6]  607.) 
So  much  for  l^at  combinations  by  worl 
men  or  others  to  improve  their  positioi 
Now  we  come  to  the  combiaations  whic 
are  diHtinotly  criminal.  A  criminal  con 
binatioQ  to  do  eomething  ia  either  to  d 
aomething  wbicb  is  criminal  or  to  d 
something  which  is  perfectly  legal  b 
criminal  means.  It  is  only  the  intermc 
diate  class,  a  very  large  and  varied  elae 
of  combinations,  which  is  left  at  larg 
under  this  section,  and  which  we,  o: 
this  side  of  the  House,  aay  should  b 
clearly  defined.  I  am  quite  willing  t 
admit  that  there  is  the  greatest  differenc 
between  the  diota  in  reference  to  thi 
class  of  cases  of  learned  Judges  on  thi 
side,  and  learned  Judges  on  the  othe 
aide  of  the  Irish  Channel.  I  wish  to  b' 
perfectly  fair,  because  it  is  very  im 
portant  we  should  realize  the  tru< 
bearings  of  the  case.  The  right  bon 
Gentleman  tbe  Member  for  Derby  (Si: 
William  Harcourt)  has  mentioned  eomi 
oases.  Perhaps  the  Committee  wil 
bear  with  me  while  I  mention  one  ortwi 
oases  in  corroboration  of  this  view — 

"  A  canapiracy  to  injure  a  man  in  hia  prEvatt 
property,  a  conepiraoy  to  preTont  all  ouetomErJ 
coming-  to  his  shop,  what  ia  that  bat  a  civt 
injury  t  A  conspiracy  to  injura  two  men  com. 
bining  to  interfere  with  a  man's  civiL  right  ii 
indictable." 

What  does  Mr.  Wright  say  in  reference 
to  that  dictum  of  Mr.  Justice  Erie  ?  "  II 
is  conceived,"  says  Mr.  Wright — 

"  That  these  eipreBHions.  for  the  most  pari 
only  amounting  to  a  quustion  or  a  doubt  aro  not 
sufficient  to  eatsblish  uxctpCJona  to  the  priociplei 
involved  in  the  decisiooB  given  before." 

Xamely,  that  a  combination  to  injure  is 
not  criminal  unless  criminal  means  be 
used.  Now,  Ur.  Courtney,  it  is  precisely 
this  class  of  case  in  which  it  is  ad- 
mitted on  the  Treasury  Bench  that  the 
act  is  sot,  per  it,  in  itself  illegal,  but  in 
which  something  may  be  done  which 
may  possibly  be  injurious  or  unlawful, 
that  we  are  asked  to  deliberately  with- 
draw from  the  only  safeguard  which, 
for  generations,  has  preserved  the 
humbler  classes  in  this  country  from 
the  injustice  which  would  have  been 
done  them  if  these  dicta  had  not  been 
actually  withstood  by  juries.  1  was 
greatly  surprised  to  hear  the  bon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
ilr.  A.  J.  WiUitmi 


General  (Sir  Eiohatd  Webster)  say  he 
thought  two  of  the  Irish  Eesident  Ma- 
gistrates were  better  than  12  jurymea 
in  England  or  in  Ireland.     I  am  sure 
Liberal  Members  do  not  wish  to  make 
any  reflection  upon  the  competency  of 
the  Resident   Magistrates   of  Ireland ; 
but   I   think   every   sensible   man   will 
admit  that  these  questions  of  nicety  and 
delicacy,    involving    the   greatest   Cua- 
stitutional  consequences,  are  questions 
which  should  not  be  withdrawn   from 
juries.     I  quite  agree  with  my   right 
hon.   and  learned    Friends  that   if  we 
must  have  this  odious  Act  the  Govern- 
ment ought  at  least  to  define  the  crimi- 
nal acts  which  they  are  going  to  create. 
Ma.  SHAW  LEFEVItE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  desire  to  say 
a  very  few  words   in  support  of    the 
Amendment  of  mv  hoa.    and    learned 
Friend  tMr.R.  T.Eeidj.     I  think  tliat 
no   one   can  read  the  remarks  of  Mr. 
Justice  Fitzgerald  in  the  Parnell    case 
without  coming  to  the  conclusion  that  he 
goes  very   far  beyond  any  decision   of 
English  Judges  in  similar  cases,  that  he 
has  laid  down  a  doctrine  which  goes  very 
far  beyond  the  Law  of  Conspiracy  as  de- 
fined in  any  of  the  law  books  or    de- 
cisions of  English  Judges,  and  without 
Juestioning   the   law    of    that    learned 
udge,   I  cannot  but  think  it  would  be 
very  desirable  that  bis  ruling  should  be 
revised  by  the  Superior  Court,  either  tbe 
Superior  Court  of  Ireland  or  the  Su- 
preme Court  of  England — namely,  the 
Eouse  of  Lords.     At  present,  tbe  ruling 
tt  Mr.  Justice  Fitzgerald  must  be  taken 
ia  conclusive,  and  it  is  absolutely  certain 
;hat  that  ruling  will  be  accepted  as  the 
,aw  by  the  Resident  Magistrates  in  Ire- 
and.     Well,  now  there  wili  he  no  appeal 
inder  the  clause  before  us,  if  it  ia  passed 
n  its  present  shape,  except  to  a  single 
Fudge — namely,  the  Judge  of  the  County 
jourt.     There  will  be  no  possibility  of 
ippeal  from  the  Resident  Magistrate  to 
he  higher  tribunals  of  Ireland,  or  even 
if  England.     It  will  be  quite  possible 
then  this  clause  is  passed  into  law  that 
he  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
dayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  may  be  summoned 
lefore  a  magistrate  and  committed  to 
irison    for   six   months   for  merely  re- 
ommending  tenants  to  combine  for  a 
eduction   of    rent.      It  is   quite    pos- 
ible  that  anybody  in    the  position   of 
lie  bon.  Member  maybe  summoned  be- 
}re  one  of  the  Besident  Magistrates  ia 
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Ireland  and  sentenced  to  prison  for  six 
months  with  hard  labour,  without  the 
possibility  of  his  appealing  to  the  higher 
tribunals  of  either  Ireland  or  England. 
That  would  be  a  great  scandal,  one  of 
the  greatest  scandals  possible  in  the 
country.  It  is  surely  very  undesirable 
any  such  thing  should  take  place.  For 
my  part,  I  think  that  the  case  of  the 
small  tenants  of  Irelemd  for  protection 
is  even  a  stronger  one  than  that  of  the 
labourers  of  England,  because  they 
have  an  interest  in  the  property  of  the 
holdings  in  respect  of  which  the  dispute 
arises ;  and  having  that  interest  it  is 
most  important  that  they  should  be  put 
in  a  position  in  which  they  can  freely 
combine  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
just  rents  in  respect  of  their  holdings. 
The  clause  which  is  now  before  us  pre- 
vents them  having  that  free  power  of 
combination,  and  it  is  for  that  reason  I 
most  strongly  oppose  it,  and  earnestly 
hope  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  E.  T.  Eeid)  will  be 
passed.  I  have  put  a  question  to  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes) ;  but  as  yet  neither  he  nor  any 
Member  of  the  Government  has  ven- 
tured to  answer  it.  I  put  this  ques- 
tion— Suppose  50  or  60  small  tenants 
in  Ireland,  feeling  themselves  un- 
justly treated  in  regard  to  rent,  com- 
bine together,  and  four  or  five  of 
the  leading  men  summon  the  tenants 
together  and  advise  them  to  strike 
against  their  rents,  will  the  four  or  five 
men  be  liable  to  be  summoned,  under 
the  clause  as  it  stands,  before  a  Besident 
Magistrate,  and  to  be  convicted  and  sent 
to  prison  with  hard  labour  ?  No  answer 
has  as  yet  been  given  from  the  Govern- 
ment Bench  to  that  question,  and  I  pre- 
sume, therefore,  it  cannot  be  answered ; 
because  under  this  clause,  as  it  stands, 
it  will  be  possible  to  commit  these  men 
to  prison.  I  say  that  is  a  position  pre- 
cisely similar  to  that  of  the  labourers  of 
England  before  the  Act  of  1875  ;  and  if 
the  analogy  holds  good,  as  I  believe  it 
does,  we  ought  to  give  the  same  pro- 
tection to  the  tenants  of  Ireland  as  we 
have  given  to  the  labourers  of  England 
under  the  Act  of  1875.  There  is  no  law 
in  any  country  in  Europe  in  which  a 
similar  Law  of  Conspiracy  exists.  Even 
in  India  people  cannot  be  convicted  of 
conspiracy  under  such  conditions.  I 
maintain  that  the  law  of  Europe  and  of 
India  is  opposed  to  the  clause  now  before 


us,  and,  therefore,  I  hope  the  Committee 
will  agree  with  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  must  say  the  conduct  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  is  not,  in  my  judgment, 
calculated  to  shorten  discussion.  Mr. 
Courtney,  this  is  a  Bill  you  would  not 
apply  to  niggers,  and  yet  you  mean  to 
apply  it  to  Irishmen ;  and  when  that  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) — 
a  Privy  Counsellor,  an  ex-Cabinet  ifi- 
nister — refers  to  the  fact  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  may  get  certain  im- 
prisonment, hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  opposite,  who  weep  over  a 
wounded  land-grabber,  and  who  groan 
in  spirit  if  the  tail  of  a  cow  is  cut  off, 
think  it  is  calculated  to  promote  dis- 
cussion in  this  House  by  gloating  before- 
hand over  the  action  of  their  Hesident 
Magistrates.  Now,  let  me  say  that, 
whatever  this  House  of  Commons  may 
do,  whatever  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the 
Gangway  may  think,  and  whatever 
Bules  you  may  enforce,  we  will  fight 
you  as  long  as  we  can  sit  on  these 
Benches.  I  tell  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  who,  in  a  half- drunken 
condition,  try  to  howl  us  down 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  must 
be  more  respectful  to  the  House  than 
use  language  of  that  kind.  [^Ministerial 
cries  of  **  Withdraw  ! "]  It  would  greatly 
assist  the  Chair  if  hon.  Gentlemen  would 
not  proffer  their  assistance  by  cries  of 
**  Withdraw ! " 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Mr.  Courtney, 
I  bow  to  your  ruling  under  any  ciroum- 
stances  ~^^-*— 

Commander  BETHELL  (York,  E.E., 
Holderness) :  I  rise  to  Order,  Mr. 
Courtney.  I  wish  to  ask  you  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  should  not  withdraw  that 
expression  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Order,  order! 
Mr.  Healy. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  would  respect 
a  ruling  made  by  you.  Sir,  under  any 
circumstances.  If  it  will  please  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  I  will  withdraw  the 
expression  ;  but  I  must  say  we  will  not 
sit  here  and  be  howled  down  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  when  the  liberties 
of  our  country  are  under  discussion. 
No  matter  what  the  consequences  or 
what  the  penalty  may  be,  so  long  as  we 
are  here  we  will  protest  against  this 
Bill.    If  you  howl  us  down  you  must 
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take  the  consequences.  I  know  no  As- 
sembly in  Europe  where  conduct  such 
as  that  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  be  tolerated  for  a  moment.  "We 
are  here  in  a  minority,  it  is  true ;  but 
we  are  fighting  for  the  liberty  of  our 
country,  and  for  hon.  Members  who  call 
themselves  G-entlemen 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  Order,  order! 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  When  we  are 
dealing  with  one  of  the  most  important, 
abstruse,  and  delicate  questions  that 
ever  came  before  any  country,  are  we 
going  to  have  our  men  howled  down  by 
men  who  have  not  even  taken  the 
trouble  to  read  the  Bill,  who  know  no- 
thing about  it — who  are,  in  fact,  abso- 
lutely incompetent  to  pronounce  an  opi- 
nion upon  it?  I  say  it  is  a  public 
Bcandal,  and  I  tell  them  that,  whatever 
the  consequences  may  be,  it  is  not  by 
howling  that  they  will  pass  this  Bill. 
Now,  Sir,  we  have  to  sit  here  while  they 
are  away  at  dinner.  We  have  to  argue 
these  points  while  they  are  indicting 
letters,  possibly  denouncing  us  to  The 
Times,  Let  any  one  of  them  put  his 
finger  upon  some  particular  portion  of 
the  debate,  and  say  this  is  irrelevant  or 
that  is  irrelevant,  and  not  deal  with  us 
by  a  system  of  howling  which  has  be- 
come a  disgrace  to  them  and  the  country 
they  belong  to. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  180; 
Noes  263:  Majority  83.— (Div.  List, 
No.  166.) 

The  CHAIEMAN :  The  decision  just 
arrived  at  disposes  of  the  next  two 
Amendments. 

Mr.  MARUM  (Kilkenny,  N.) :  I  beg 
to  move  to  insert  after  ^'Law"  in 
line  22— 

"  Provided,  That  no  agreement  or  combina- 
tion shall  amount  to  any  such  criminal  con- 
spiracy unless  some  act,  other  than  such  agree- 
ment or  combination,  be  done  to  affect  the 
object  thereof  by  one  or  more  of  the  parties 
to  such  agreement  or  combination." 

I  do  not  propose  to  travel  over  the 
ground  which  has  been  covered  by  pre- 
vious Amendments.  My  Amendment 
simply  provides  that  a  person  shall  be 
guilty  of  some  act  other  than  the  act  of 
entering  into  an  agreement  before  he 
shall  be  said  to  have  engaged  in  a 
criminal  conspiracy.  The  provision  I 
propose  is  to  be  found  in  the  American 
Code. 

Mr.  T.  1/.  Reali/ 


Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  22,  after  "  Law  "  insert  '*  Pro- 
vided that  no  agreement  or  combination  shall 
amount  to  any  such  criminal  conspiracy  unless 
some  Act,  other  than  such  agreement  or  com- 
bination, be  done  to  effect  the  object  thereof  by 
one  or  more  of  the  parties  to  such  agreement 
or  combination." — {Mr,  Marum.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  This  Amendment  would  intro- 
duce a  change  in  the  law,  for  which  we 
have  got  no  precedent  in  this  country, 
nor,  as  far  as  I  am  aware,  has  it  been 
suggested  in  any  code  or  by  any  authority 
that  such  a  change  should  be  made  in 
this  country.  I  hope,  therefore,  the 
hon.  Member  will  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment to  a  Division. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  has 
admitted  that  this  Amendment  would 
introduce  a  change  in  the  law,  because 
an  overt  act  may  be  done  in  coming  to 
— in  producing  an  agreement,  and  that 
overt  Act,  without  producing  an  agree- 
ment, would  be  quite  sufficient  evidence 
of  conspiracy ;  but  without  entering  in 
the  slightest  degree  into  the  advisability 
of  introducing  the  change,  he  refused  to 
support  this  Amendment  on  the  ground 
that  there  was  no  precedent  whatsoever 
in  any  code  or  elsewhere  for  a  provision 
requiring  an  overt  act  other  than  the 
Act  which  creates  the  agreement  for 
which  conspiracy  could  be  charged.  On 
that  point,  I  think  I  can  refer  him  to  the 
existing  Code  of  Indian  Law  which 
bears  out  the  principle  which  this 
Amendment  seeks  to  introduce.  If  he 
would  be  good  enough  to  refer  to  Act 
45  of  the  Governor  General  of  India, 
passed  in  the  year  1860,  and  if  he  looks 
at  the  5th  chapter  of  that  Act,  Sections 
178  and  179,  he  would  find  it  laid  down 
that  an  offence  or  offences  constituting 
conspiracy  may  be  conspiracy  followed 
up  by  an  overt  act ;  and  in  Sections  107 
and  108,  that  no  conviction  for  con- 
spiracy can  be  had  unless  conspiracy 
and  some  overt  act  have  been  shown. 
But  I  might  point  out  further,  that  the 
Indian  Law  not  only  supports  this 
Amendment,  but  it  absolutely  goes  on 
to  provide  that  no  conspiracy  shall 
be  punishable  unless  either  by  means  or 
by  object  that  conspiracy  tends  to  the 
commission  of  an  offence  which  would 
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ttumber   of  Members  in  the  House  to  Questioa  put,  and  agreed  la. 

enable  the  Goverament  to  do  that.  Committee    report   Progress ;    to     ait 

Mr.  MAEUM  (Kilkenny,  N.);  The  again  upon  JTonifay  next. 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  must  bear  in  mind 

that  it  takes  two  days  (or  Irish  Mem-  DDKE  OF   CONKADGHT'S  LEAVE 

bers  to  go  to  and  return  from  Ireland.  BILL.— [Bill  22a.] 

Mr.    W.   H.   SMITH  :    I  announced  [jf^.  William  Stnry  Smith,  Mr.  Sieretan  Stan- 


that  the  Bill  would  be  taken  on  Mon- 


hopf,  Sir  John  Bant.) 


^ 


day,  and  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  draw  oommiitee 

back  from  that  announcement,  having  q^j^^  ,„,  Committee  read. 

legard  to  the  oonvoDience  of  hon.  Gen-  ,,    .           ,         ■,  ,^       ■ 

tl^en  generally.     I  propose,  however,  „  ,5^°''**?  °''^^'  "^""^  Question  proposed, 

not  to  take  the  Bill  on  Monday  fort-  X^")*'  "'o.^P?^''^'  ^°  "'"^  ^^"«  *^« 

night,  that  is  to  say,  on  the  6th  June,  ^»''-  -(*"■  *'''*"  ^'""''■) 

but  to  take  Supply  instead.     The  object  M^.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 

of  hon.  Gentlemen  will  thus  be  secured  I  'i^**  *o  *^^  "^^  Government  a  ques- 

in  some    measure,    and    I   trust   that  ^^°^  "P<">  *•""  Bill.    I  offer  no  opposi- 

arrangemeat   will  meet  with   satisfac-  tion  in  the  world  to  the  Duke  of  Con- 

tion.     Perhaps  I  am  hardly  in  order  in  naught's  leave  ;  but  it  seems  to  me  the 

going  further.    ["Goon."]    Well,  Sir,  Government  might  take  this  opportunity 

with  the  permission  of  the  House  I  wish  of  making  that  alight  change  in  the  law 

to  say  that  on  Monday  the  6th  June  it  for  the  benefit  of  other  officers  which 

la  proposed  to  take  Supply,  the  Budget  was  discussed  on  the  second  reading  of 

Billlater,  and  subsequently  the  National  *«  Bill.    There  will  be  no  trouble  in 

Debt  Bill.      ["What  Supply?"]      In  passing  the  Bill  in  reference  to  the  Duke 

accordance  with  an  arrangement  made  of  Oonnaught ;  but  I  would  respectfully 

with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  po"it  out  that   it  would   be   the   most 

the  Post  Office  Estimates  wiU  be  taken  simple  thing  ia  the  world  to  change  the 

first,  and  then  in  the  ordinary  course,  tit'^  of  the  Bill  and  call  it  something 

Clasa  1  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates.  ''ke  the  Leave  of  Absence  from  India 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALT  (Cork) :  I  BiH.  and  thus  prevent  it  from  having 

wish  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea-  '^e  invidious  appearance  of  being  passed 

■ury  when  all  the  Papers  relating  to  simply  for  the  convenience  of  the  Duke 

the  Whiteboy  Acts  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Counaught.     I  do  not  think  it  fair  to 

of  hon.  Members.     We  are  now  coming  pass    an  Act  which  seems  to  raise  nn 

near  that  portion  of  the  Bill  which  deals  invidious  distinction  ;  and  to  put  in  a 

with  the  Whiteboy  Acts,  and  the  putting  clause    dealing  with   officers   generally 

down  of  Amendments  will  be  rendered  would  look  fairor  al!  round. 

Tery  difficult  unless  we  kEOW  what  "the  The     UNDER     SECRETARY     of 

charges  under  these  Acts  are.  STAiE-^Oft^NDIA  (Sir  Joits  Gonsx) 

Mr.  W.   H.   SMITH:  We  will  give  (Chatham):  Tll^matterisnoteosimpleas 

the  House   fuH  information  before  w€  itappears.  Itisudl^underconsideration, 

arrive  at  thit  portion  of  the  Bill  which  and  I  hope  in  the  pj^nt  Session  that 

refers  to  the  AVhiteboy  Acts.  Any  assist-  a  measure  may  be  subilUtted  to  Parlia- 

ance  which  the  House  reqniree  for  the  nient  for  dealing  with  theqUestion,    To 

discussion  of  these  Acta  will  certainly  attempt  to  do  it  now  would,  I  think,  in- 

be  given.  volve  matters  which,  at  all  evJ^ts,  would 

Mr.  CHANCE:  I  understand  do  pro-  cause  delay;  and  it  is  a  mat*8r  which 

gross  will  be  made  with  the  Crimes  Bill  ought  not  to  be  dealt  with  without  full 

OD  Tuesday  next — at  the  Morning  Sitting  conideration. 

on  Tuesday.  Question  put,  and  aarted  to. 

M..  W  H  SMITH  :  Th.t  i,  the  i..  j.,,  „„,„„i  ;„  Conmitt.* 

tention   of  the  Government.     The  Bill  t      1.    n 

wiU  be  put  down  for  Monday  and  will  (^°  ^"^^  Committee. 

be  taken  on  Monday,  and  I  hope,  not-  Motion  made,  and  Questioii  proposed, 

withfltanding  the   anticipation    of    the  "That  Clause  1  stand  jmrt  of  the  Bill." 

hon.  Gentleman,  that  considerable  pro-  MR.LABOUCUERE(Nurthampton): 

gresB  will  be  made  with  it.     We  shall  Upon  this  clauso  I  wiuh  to  say,  Sir,  that 

uen  adjourn  consideralion  of  the  Bill  we  have  an  assurance  fro[3  the   right 

until  Tuesday  the  7th  June.  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Ijord  of  the 
Mr.  Chmu* 
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Treasury  that  the  Dake  of  Connaught 
will  not  receive  any  pay  during  the 
period  of  his  leave.  I  wish  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  that 
applies  only  to  Indian  pay  or  gene- 
rally ? 

The  first  LOED  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith;  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  It  refers  to  his  pay  as 
Commander-in-Chief  of  the  Bombay 
Army.  It  does  not,  of  course,  affect 
any  regimental  pay,  which  he  would 
have  under  any  circumstances,  whether 
he  was  in  command  or  not  in  command. 
The  engagement  is  that  all  his  pay  and 
all  his  allowances,  in  reference  to  his 
position  as  Commander-in-Chief  of  the 
Bombay  Army,  will  be  suspended  the 
moment  he  leaves  his  command  until  he 
returns  to  it. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  presume  the 
Duke  of  Connaught  will  pay  his  own 
expenses  in  coming  home  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  That,  also,  is 
understood. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Sir  John  Gorst.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  simply  wish 
to  ask  a  question  with  reference  to  the 
next  Business  on  the  Paper — namely, 
what  Bills  it  is  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  to-night  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  propose  to 
take  the  East  India  Stock  Conversion 
Bill,  the  Truro  Bishopric  Bill,  and  the 
Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis) 
Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

EAST  INDIA  STOCK  CONVERSION 

BILL.— [Bill  267.] 

(Sir  John  Oorst,  Mr.  Jaekton.) 

CONSIDERATION.      THIRD   READING. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time.'* — {Sir  John  Qorst.) 

Mr.  speaker  :  As  this  Bill,  which 
is  technically  speaking  a  Money  Bill, 
provides  no  charge,  but  on  the  contrary, 
effects  a  saving,  I  shall  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, make  no  objection  so  far  as 


I  am  ooncerned  to  the  next  stage  being 

Mr.'  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  am  entirely  in  favour  of  this  Bill  being 
taken;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  am 
always  at  a  loss  to  know  why  it  was  re- 
garded as  a  Money  Bill,  and  why  the 
block  did  not  affect  it.  I  always  under- 
stood a  Money  Bill  to  be  a  Bill  which 
made  a  charge  on  the  taxpayers.  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  know  under  what  possible  circum- 
stances a  Bill  like  this  should  ever  be 
considered  a  Money  Bill.  I  think  it  a 
most  unfortunate  thing  that  we  should 
have  this  extension  of  the  Money  Bill 
principle.  We  had  another  instance  in 
a  Bill,  dealing  with  the  Irish  Constabu- 
lary, which  was  called  a  Money  Bill. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

PUBLIC  PARKS  AND  WORKS  (METRO- 
POLIS) BILL.— [Bill  136.] 
{Mr,  David  Flunket,  Mr.  Jaekscn.) 

SECOND   KEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  op 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  am  extremely  glad  that  I 
have  at  last  obtained  the  opportunity  of 
asking  the  House  to  give  a  second  read- 
ing to  this  Bill,  and  I  hope  there  will 
be  no  opposition  to  it.  At  the  same  time, 
I  feel  it  is  right  that  I  should  very 
briefly  state  to  the  House  what  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  is,  and  what  it  is  pro- 
posed to  do.  The  object  of  this  Bill  is 
to  give  efifect  to  a  promise  which  was 
given  last  year  when  the  Estimates 
were  being  discussed,  and  when  con- 
siderable objection  was  taken  to  a 
continuance  of  the  payment  of  the 
expenses  of  the  Parks  of  the  Metro- 
polis by  the  taxpayers  of  the  country. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere),  amongst  others,  ob- 
jected strongly  to  this,  and  there  was  a 
Division  adverse  to  the  Vote  on  that  oc- 
casion— that  is  to  say,  adverse  to  the 
maintenance  of  the  Parks  at  the  cost  of 
the  taxpayers.  On  a  subsequent  occasion, 
it  was  agreed  that  the  Vote  would  not 
be  opposed,  as  to  the  Parks  which  are 
known  as  Royal  Parks,  on  a  pledge 
being  given  that  the  other  Parks  were 
excluded  from  the  Vote,  and  accordingly 
a  Bill  was  brought  in  last  year  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  effect  to  that  pledge. 
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Unfortunately,  that  Bill  miscarried,  and 
did  not  become  an  Act  of  Parliament ; 
and  this  year,  as  early  as  we  coald, 
the  Bill  which  I  have  now  to  ask 
a  second  reading  for  was  introduced 
in  this  House.  The  objects  of  the 
Bill  are,  very  shortly,  as  follows.  They 
are  to  transfer  certain  Parks  and 
other  works  to  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works,  and  to  provide  that  in 
future  they  shall  be  maintained  at 
the  expense  of  the  ratepayers  of  the 
Metropolis,  instead  of  at  the  expense  of 
the  taxpayers  of  the  country.  The  Parks 
and  t^e  works  which  it  is  proposed  to 
transfer  in  this  way  are  set  out  in  the 
Schedule  of  this  Bill,  and  they  are  Vic- 
toria Park,  Battersea  Park,  Kenning- 
ton  Park,  Bethnal  Green,  Westminster 
Bridge,  and  the  Thames  Embankment 
at  Ohelsea,  These  are  the  Parks  and 
works  which  it  is  proposed  by  this  Bill 
to  transfer  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  so  that  in  future  the  expense 
of  maintaining  them  shall  be  borne  by 
the  ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis,  and 
no  longer  by  the  taxpayers  of  the  King- 
dom. I  do  not  know  l^at  the  principle 
of  this  Bill  will  be  disputed  in  any 
quarter  of  the  House ;  but  I  know  that 
objections  have  been  taken  to  the  fact 
that  one  of  these  Parks — that  is  to  say, 
Battersea  Park — is  charged  with  a  con- 
siderable sum  of  money — a  sum  of 
£133,000  of  debt.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  we  propose  in  this  Bill  to  transfer 
to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
along  with  this  debt  an  estate  which  at 
the  present  time  produces  £4,500  a-year 
from  ground  rents,  and  which  will,  we 
believe,  in  a  few  years  produce  the  much 
larger  sum  of  £6,800  a-year.  We  be- 
lieve that  this  would  not  be  a  bad  bar- 
gain for  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  to  make.  At  the  same  time,  as 
I  have  informed  the  House,  in  answer  to 
Questions  which  have  been  put  to  me  on 
the  subject,  if  those  who  represent  the 
interests  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  should  prefer  to  have  it  in  the 
other  way — that  is  to  say,  that  we  should 
simply  hand  over  the  Battersea  Park  to 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  dis- 
charged of  the  debt,  and  without  the 
estate,  we  should  amend  the  Bill  in  that 
way,  and  the  natural  result  would  be 
as  follows : — that  is  to  say,  we  keep  the 
estate  from  which  a  very  large  income 
is  derived,  and  we  keep  the  debt ;  but 
we  hand  over  the  Park  without    the 
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estate  and  without  the  debt.  We  be- 
lieve that  the  way  in  which  it  is  proposed 
by  the  Bill — that  is  to  say,  to  give  the 
Park  with  the  debt  to  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  and  the  estate  which 
produces  the  income  I  have  mentioned — 
would  not  be  a  bad  bargain  for  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  On  the 
other  hand,  if  they  prefer  to  take  the 
other  way — to  take  over  the  Park  with- 
out the  debt,  and  without  the  estate 
which  produces  the  income  I  have  men- 
tioned, we  shall  not  resist  such  an 
Amendment  if  it  is  proposed.  There- 
fore, the  Metroplitan  Board  of  Works 
will  have  its  own  way.  I  have  only  to 
state  that  the  natural  result  of  the  Bill 
will  then  be  as  follows.  There  will  be 
properties  transferred  which,  in  order  to 
place  them  in  their  present  position, 
would  involve  a  capital  expenditure  of 
£493,500,  against  an  annual  expendi- 
ture of  £19,300>— that  is  to  say,  an 
annual  expenditure  for  keeping  up  and 
maintaining  these  works.  1  do  not  know 
that  the  House  would  wish  me  at  the 
present  time  to  go  through  more  parti- 
cularly the  section  of  the  Bill.  I  think 
I  have  stated  generally  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  and  when  we  come  to  discuss 
the  matter  in  Committee,  it  can  be  more 
fully  gone  into.  Sir,  I  hope  that  on  the 
present  occasion  the  House  will  allow 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill.  I  move 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time," — {Mr,  Pluyiket.) 

Sib  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOaG  (Mid- 
dlesex,  Hornsey) :  I  do  not  wish  in  any 
way  to  oppose  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
Motion ;  but  I  must  say  that  I  am  taken 
very  considerably  at  a  disadvantage.  I 
did  not  think  that  this  Bill  would  be 
brought  on  just  now,  and  it  is  my  mis- 
fortune that  I  have  not  brought  any 
notes  down  to  the  House  with  me.  With 
regard  to  what  advantage  the  Metro- 
politan ratepayers  may  get,  I  may  just 
remark  this — that  it  is  rather  hard  on 
the  ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis  to  say 
they  get  a  very  good  bargain.  I  should 
like  to  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend  whe- 
ther he  would  accede  to  the  Motion  I 
have  put  down,  that  this  Bill  should  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  [Mr. 
Plunket  indicated  assent.]  Very  well, 
that  being  so,  I  think  I  shall  not  waste 
the  time  of  the  House,  but  agree  to  the 
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second  reading  of  the  Bill,  on  the  under- 
standing that  it  shall  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee. 

Mr.  PLUNKET:  I   have  no  objec- 
tion to  that  course. 

MR.1LLINGW0ETH  (Bradford,  W.): 
Before  the  Bill  is  disposed  of  in  the  very 
agreeable  manner  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Sir  James 
McGarel-Hogg),  I  think  there  should 
be  an  expression  of  opinion  from  the 
general  body  of  the  House  as  to  the 
position  in  which  the  whole  question 
stands.  I  may  point  out  that  parks  are 
not  peculiar  to  London.  There  is  now 
hardly  a  town  of  any  magpiitude  or  en- 
terprise in  the  United  Kingdom  which 
is  not  provided  with  parks  quite  as  large 
in  proportion  as  those  in  the  Metropolis. 
Now,  Sir,  what  are  the  means  out  of 
which  these  parks  have  been  provided  ? 
Unless  it  be  by  the  private  munificence 
of  individuals,  there  is  only  one  method 
available  whereby  the  ratepayers  can 
provide  themselves  with  the  necessary 
funds.  Eecourse  is  had  to  the  practice 
of  borrowing  on  the  rates  of  the  town, 
and  the  ratepayers  are  made  liable  for 
the  repayment  of  principal  and  interest. 
I  suppose  it  will  scarcely  be  contended 
in  any  part  of  the  House  that  these 
parks  are  worth  the  money  that  they 
have  cost ;  and  if  the  whole  charge  of 
the  London  Parks  was  thrown  upon  the 
Metropolis,  the  Metropolis  would  be  in 
precisely  the  same  position  as  any  other 
town  or  city  in  the  United  Kingdom 
wishing  to  provide  itself  with  similar 
advantages.  No  doubt  the  error  in  the 
past  has  been  that  Parliament  has  taken 
upon  itself  to  provide  the  Metropolis, 
free  of  charge,  with  these  enormous  ad- 
vantages. But,  fortunately,  the  repre- 
sentatives of  the  general  taxpayers  of 
the  country  have  risen  to  protest  against 
a  continuance  of  the  practice.  I  do  not 
see  any  necessity  why  an  estate  to  the 
value  of  £178,000  should  be  handed 
over  to  the  Metropolis  in  order  to  induce 
the  Metropolis  to  take  over  these  Parks. 
What  is  the  fund  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  refers  ?  I  sup- 
pose it  is  really  now  a  national  estate  ; 
and,  because  Parliament  is  handing  over 
to  the  Metropolis  property  which  is  cost- 
ing the  Board  £493,000,  I  do  not  see 
any  necessity  for  the  additional  gift  of 
an  estate  now  bringing  in  over  £4,000 


a-year,  and  which  will  shortly  be  bring- 
ing in  over  £7.000  a-year.  It  is  true 
that  these  Parks  will  require  an  annual 
charge  on  the  Metropolis  for  their  main- 
tenance ;  bnt  there  is  no  peculiarity  in 
that.  There  is  an  annual  charge  on 
every  Provincial  Park  in  the  country, 
and  I  do  not  see  why  the  Metropolis 
should  have  exceptional  privileges  in 
this  respect.  After  the  transfer  of  these 
Parks  and  the  annual  charges  in  rela- 
tion thereto,  there  will  still  remain 
several  Parks  in  London  in  regard  to 
which  the  Metropolis  will  enjoy  exclu- 
sive advantages,  and  in  regara  to  which 
the  annual  charge  will  remain  upon  the 
taxation  of  the  country  at  large.  The 
Metropolis  has  the  exclusive  benefit  of 
the  Eoyal  Parks,  and  I  do  not  see  why 
the  cost  of  their  maintenance  should  be 
a  general  charge  upon  the  taxpayer. 
The  ownership  of  the  Eoyal  Parks 
might  remain  with  the  State  as  at  pre- 
sent; but,  so  long  as  they  are  for  the 
sole  benefit  of  the  Metropolis,  I  think 
the  least  that  can  be  done  is  to  make 
the  Metropolis  liable  for  their  mainten- 
ance. I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  any 
other  city  in  this  country  would  be  only 
too  pleased  to  take  over  any  public  pro- 
perty on  the  same  conditions.  At  any 
rate,  as  representing  a  Provincial  con- 
stituency, 1  wish  to  enter  my  protest 
against  handing  over  this  additional 
estate  in  order  to  sweeten  the  g^t  to 
the  Metropolis. 

Sir  EOPEE  LETHBEIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  :  I  do  not  propose  to  move 
the  Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice,  because  I  am  of  opinion  that  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
the  Hornsey  Division  of  Middlesex  (Sir 
James  M'Garel-Hogg)  will  answer  the 
purpose  I  had  in  view.  I  wish,  as  a 
Metropolitan  Member,  to  protest  against 
additional  burdens  being  placed  upon 
the  ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis  in  con- 
sequence of  what  was  little  else  than  a 
snap  Division  taken  at  an  unreasonable 
hour  last  Session.  The  ratepayers  of 
London  are  already  notoriously  over- 
burdened, and  I  think  it  is  hard,  under 
these  circumstances,  that  they  should  be 
made  responsible  for  additional  charges. 
If  new  burdens  are  to  be  imposed  on  the 
ratepayers  in  London,  I  think  any  fund 
so  raised  might  be  applied  to  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  new  open  spaces  for 
the  benefit  of  me  poor.  It  must  be 
remembered  that  the  ciroumstanoes  of 
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London  are  entirely  different  from  those 
of  most  of  the  Provincial  towns.  I 
venture  to  submit  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Bradford  (Mr. 
Illingworth)  that  in  the  case  of  any 
ordinary  Provincial  town  the  ratepayers 
are  within  easy  reach  of  the  suburbs, 
and  are  not  called  upon  to  find  any  rates 
to  keep  up  those  suburbs.  Even  in  the 
larger  Provincial  towns  the  poor  are  not 
so  entirely  shut  out  from  access  to  the 
suburbs  as  they  are  in  London.  I  took 
part  only  last  week  in  the  opening  of  a 
recreation  ground  in  the  borough  which 
I  have  the  honour  to  represent.  This 
recreation  ground  is  at  a  considerable 
distance  from  any  one  of  the  existing 
Metropolitan  Parks,  and  it  was  univer- 
sally agreed  on  that  occasion  that  until 
this  open  space  was  provided,  the  poor 
of  the  neighbourhood  were  absolutely 
precluded  from  taking  advantage  of 
those  green  spaces  which  are  the  limgs 
of  London.  I  trust  that  Members  who 
sit  for  Provincial  constituencies  will  con- 
sider the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
ratepayers  and  of  the  poor  of  London ; 
and  that  they  will,  at  any  rate,  consent 
to  the  very  moderate  proposal  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Hornsey  Division  of  Middlesex  (Sir 
James  M'Oarel-Hogg),  that  this  Bill 
should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. 

Ma.  JAMES  ROWLANDS  (Fins- 
bury,  E.) :  Speaking  as  one  of  the 
Metropolitan  Liberal  Members,  I  may 
say  that,  inasmuch  as  the  Government 
have  consented  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee,  I  have  no  intention 
of  opposing  the  second  reading.  I  do 
not  quite  understand  the  drift  of  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  West  Bradford  (Mr.  Illing- 
worth). Either  we  have  no  right  to  be 
burdened  with  the  cost  of  Battersea 
Park,  or  if  we  have  a  right  to  be  so 
burdened  we  have  a  right  to  any  source 
of  income  which  appertains  to  it.  The 
estate  to  which  reference  has  been  made 
distinctly  belongs  to  Battersea  Park, 
and  I,  for  one,  shall  fight  against  any 
proposal  to  throw  the  charge  on  the 
rates,  unless  we  also  have  the  estate  or 
some  equivalent  for  it.  I  should  also 
like  to  point  out  that  London  is  in  an 
entirely  different  position  from  Pro- 
vincial towns  in  reference  to  the  control 
which  the  ratepayers  exercise  over  local 
affairs.    If  the  Metropolis  had  the  same 
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kind  of  municipal  authrvity  as  Bradford 
or  Manchester,  we  might  be  more  ready 
to  assume  responsibilities  of  this  kind. 
I  do  not  intend  to  trouble  the  House 
further  at  this  late  hour  of  the  evening, 
except  to  say  that  I  hope  the  ratepayers 
of  London  will  be  given  an  opportunity 
of  expressing  their  views  before  the 
Select  Committee  suggested  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) ;  I  entirely  agree  with  the 
principle  of  this  Bill ;  and  I  should  like 
to  know  whether,  under  the  terms  of  the 
Reference  to  a  Select  Committee,  it  will 
be  open  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  to  object  to  that  principle  ?  If 
so,  I  shall  strongly  oppose  such  Re- 
ference. If  it  is  proposed  to  refer  the 
Bill  to  a  Select  Committee  for  the  consi- 
deration of  details,  assuming  the  prin- 
ciple to  have  been  agreed  upon  by  this 
House,  then  I  shall  have  no  objection  to 
the  course  proposed.  With  regard  to 
the  suggestion  of  my  hon.  Friend  and 
Colleague  the  Member  for  West  Brad* 
ford  (Mr.  Illingworth),  that  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  should  be 
charged  to  the  original  cost  of  these 
Parks,  or  at  all  events,  should  not,  on 
the  other  hand,  take  the  estate  which 
the  Government  proposed  to  transfer  to 
the  Parks,  I  cannot  agree  with  him. 
No  doubt,  by  this  Bill  we  are  going  to 
impose  a  burden  of  a  considerable  cha- 
racter upon  the  Metropolitan  Board ; 
but  my  hon.  Friend  does  not  recollect, 
or  does  not  know^  that  the  City  of  London 
does  not  receive  its  contribution  of  half 
the  cost  of  its  police.  If  the  Metro- 
polis had  its  local  government,  the  same 
as  Provincial  towns,  that  contribution 
would  have  to  be  paid  ;  and  the  amount 
would  not  be  far  short  of  the  charge  we 
are  now  imposing.  Another  question 
that  occurs  to  me  is,  whether  this  would 
not  be  a  good  opportunity  for  handing 
over  to  the  Metropolitan  Board  that  very 
inconvenient  property — Brompton  Ceme- 
tery. It  is  obvious  that  the  income  of 
that  cemetery  will  drop  through  before 
long,  and  some  authority  ought  to  be  in 
a  position  to  buy  land  to  replace  it  when 
it  is  filled.  I  cannot  but  think  that  this 
would  be  a  good  opportunity  for  settling 
the  question  on  a  more  satisfactory 
basis. 

Mb.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth) :  I  wish 
to  ask  whether  it  would  be  competent 
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for  the  Committee,  if  appointed,  to  take 
into  consideration  the  excising  from  the 
Schedule  of  any  of  the  Parks,  or  the  add- 
ing of  parks  which  are  not  included  in  the 
Schedule  ?  The  constituency  which  I 
represent  includes  Wimbledon  Common, 
an  open  space  dedicated  to  the  public  at 
large ;  but  the  expense  of  maintaining 
which  is  borne  entirely  by  the  district 
of  which  it  is  a  part.  If  this  Bill  is 
passed  in  the  form  in  which  it  is  pro- 
posed, it  will  have  the  effect  of  throw- 
ing upon  my  constituency  a  portion  of 
the  maintenance  of  the  parks  scheduled, 
in  addition  to  the  burden  we  now  have 
to  bear  in  respect  of  Wimbledon  Com- 
mon. It  seems  to  me  that  we  have  an 
equitable  right  to  set  off  the  special 
burdens  already  imposed  upon  us  by 
legislation  affecting  the  Common  against 
the  charge  which  the  Bill  would  throw 
upon  us  in  regard  to  the  Parks  gene- 
rally, and  if  we  are  not  to  be  admitted 
before  the  Committee  to  raise  this  case, 
I  shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  oppose  the 
measure.  The  Bill  has  taken  its  rise 
from  an  objection  urged  in  the  time  of 
the  late  Government  to  two  or  three 
Votes  for  the  expense  of  the  mainten- 
ance of  these  Parks ;  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  when  it  is  committed,  powers  ought 
to  be  given  to  the  Committee  for  the 
consideration  of  special  circumstances 
affecting  any  particular  part  of  the  Me- 
tropolis. 

Mr.  henry  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  I  think  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Kim- 
ber)  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Kensington  (Sir 
Roper  Lethbridge)  are  not  quite  accu- 
rate in  their  historical  recollection  of 
this  question.  They  assumed  that  when 
the  question  was  raised  in  Parliament 
in  1885,  that  was  the  first  occasion  on 
which  this  matter  had  been  raised,  and 
that  it  was  the  decision  of  that  evening 
which  has  produced  this  change  of 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  Government. 
It  was  nothing  of  the  sort.  This  ques- 
tion has  been  raised  for  many  years  in 
the  House  of  Commons  on  the  Esti- 
mates, and  there  has  been  a  growing 
feeling  year  after  year  that  the  time  has 
arrived  when  London  ought  to  defray 
the  cost  of  its  own  Parks  in  the  same 
manner  as  Liverpool,  Manchester,  and 
the  other  large  towns  of  the  Kingdom 
defray  the  cost  of  their  Parks.  The 
question  was  not  decided  on  a  snatch 


Division.  I  was  responsible  for  the 
Vote  on  that  occasion,  and  I  believe  it 
was  one  of  the  largest  Divisions  that 
has  ever  taken  place  in  Supply.  More- 
over, the  feeling  in  the  House  was  so 
strong,  that  they  not  only  rejected  the 
Votes  for  the  ordinary  London  Parks, 
but  attempted  to  put  pressure  on  the 
Government  in  the  same  way  in  refer- 
ence to  the  Royal  Parks.  It  was  im- 
possible to  assent  to  the  rejection  of 
the  Vote  for  the  Royal  Parks,  as  that 
would  have  been  a  breach  of  the  con- 
tract made  with  Her  Majesty  when 
she  ascended  the  Throne ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment only  obtained  the  Vote  on 
the  distinct  pledge  that  the  cost  of  what 
might  be  called  the  London  Parks 
proper  should  be  thrown  upon  the  rate- 
payers of  London.  London  is  not  only 
the  wealthiest  city  in  this  Empire,  but 
one  of  the  lowest  rated.  The  burden  pro- 
posed to  be  put  on  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  is  one-sixth  of  a  penny. 
Now,  I  ask  any  hon.  Gentleman  who 
represent  English,  or  Scotch,  or  Irish 
municipalities  if  they  know  of  any  Park 
which  is  kept  up  at  a  cost  of  one-sixth 
of  a  penny  ?  I  think  the  proposition  of 
the  Government  is  fair  and  just,  and  I 
think  the  good  sense  of  the  Metropolitan 
Members  will  cause  them  to  see  that 
the  time  has  come  when  this  burden 
should  be  put  upon  the  proper  shoulders. 
£  agree  that  there  are  matters  of  detail 
connected  with  the  Bill  which  a  Select 
Committee  is  the  proper  tribunal  to  deal 
with,  and  I  would  go  further  and  say 
that  the  position  of  the  Battersea  Debt 
and  Estate  is  also  a  question  for  the 
Committee ;  but  I  object  strongly  to  the 
question  of  public  poUcy  involved  in  the 
Preamble  of  the  Bill  being  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  of  five  Members. 
That  is  a  question  of  Government 
policy.  Two  administrations  have  now 
declared  in  this  House  that  the  time  has 
arrived  for  transferring  the  cost  of  these 
Parks  from  the  State  to  the  Metropolis ; 
and  it  should  be  distinctly  understood 
that  in  assenting  to  this  Motion  for  a 
Select  Committee  we  are  only  assenting 
to  the  reference  to  the  Committee  of  the 
details  by  which  this  scheme  can  be  car- 
ried out. 

Mb.  BARTLEY  (IsHngton,  N.) :  The 
position  in  which  we  stand  in  the  North 
of  London  is  that  we  are  farther  from 
the  Parks  than  most  people.  I  look, 
however,  upon  the  maintenance  of  the^ 
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Parks  as  a  matter  of  local  taxation,  and 
I  think  London  is  rich  enough  to  pay 
for  its  own  Parks.  At  the  present  time, 
when  all  parts  of  the  country  are  over- 
burdened with  taxation,  we  in  London 
should  set  the  example  to  other  districts 
of  bearing  our  own  burdens  in  the  way 
proposed  by  the  Bill. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton) : 
I  suppose  it  will  be  made  quite  clear 
that  the  question  of  principle  in  regard 
to  the  Bill  will  not  be  raised  before  the 
Select  Committee.  I  should  also  like  to 
know  whether  the  Board  of  Works  will 
be  entitled  to  appear  by  counsel  before 
the  Committee  as  well  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chairman  of  the  Board 
(Sir  James  M*Garel-Hogg),  who,  I  pre- 
sume, would  be  represented  by  counsel 
as  the  promoter  of  the  Bill.  With  regard 
to  the  Bill  itself,  I  think  it  is  a  fair  and 
legitimate  compromise ;  and  if  the  Me- 
tropolitan Members  look  into  it  they  will 
see  that  they  will  do  well  to  accept  it  in 
its  entirety  instead  of  raising  points, 
because  they  must  remember  that  points 
may  also  be  raised  on  the  other  side. 
It  has  been  suggested  that  the  Com- 
mittee should  have  power  to  strike  out 
any  of  the  Parks  included  in  the  Sche- 
dule. If  that  was  the  case,  power 
should  also  be  given  to  insert  Parks.  I 
presume  this  would  be  done. 

Captain  COLOMB  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Bow,  &c.) :  I  wish  to  point  to  one  defect 
in  this  Bill,  and  I  should  like  to  have 
some  assurance  that  the  matter  will  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Committee.  The  case 
to  which  I  allude  is  that  of  Victoria 
Park,  in  the  East  of  London.  Victoria 
Park  was  created  a  Eoyal  Park,  and 
made  over  to  the  Crown  in  1841.  I  will 
read  a  few  words  from  the  Act  of  that 
year  relating  to  the  subject,  because 
they  are  important  as  showing  that  this 
was  intended  to  be  a  Eoyal  Park  for 
ever — 

*<And  each  lands  and  hereditaments,  when 
purchased,  to  he  conveyed  and  assured  to  Her 
Majesty,  her  heirs  and  successors,  and  when  so 
conveyed,  shall  if  ever  thereafter  be  taken  to  he 
a  Koyal  Park,  by  the  name  of  *  Victoria  Park,* 
and  part  and  parcel  of  the  possessions  and  land 
revenues  of  Her  Majesty  in  right  of  the  Crown  ; 
and  all  laws,  provisions,  and  regulations  now 
in  force  or  hereafter  to  be  in  force  with  respect 
to  Royal  Parks,  shall  be  taken  to  extend  and 
apply  to  such  Park,  except  that  Her  Majesty's 
Commissioners  of  Woods,  Forests,  Land  Re- 
venues, Works,  and  Buildings  of  the  time 
being,  may  in  such  manner  as  by  law  is 
provided  with  regard  to  the  hereditary  reve- 

Jfr.  Barthy 


nues  of  the  Crown  (not  brhig  Royal  Parks, 
leave  any  part  of  the  said  Re  yal  Park,  &c." 

That  raises  a  very  material  point.  I 
cannot  myself  perceive  on  what  ground 
a  Hoyal  Park  in  the  industrial  portion 
of  London  is  to  be  transferred  to  the 
rates,  and  I  should  like  some  assurance 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.Plunket) 
that  this  is  a  subject  which  requires 
some  investigation  at  the  hands  of  the 
Committee,  and  that  the  Committee  will 
have  powers  to  deal  with  the  point.  I 
should  not  raise  the  question,  but  there 
is  a  very  strong,  and  I  think,  justifiably 
strong  feeling,  that  it  is  wrong  to  throw 
upon  the  ratepayers  the  cost  of  main- 
taining this  Koyal  Park  in  a  crowded 
part  of  London,  while  three  Royal  Parks 
in  other  and  wealthier  parts  of  London 
are  chargeable  on  the  Imperial  Ex- 
cheouer 

Mb.  HENEAGE  (Great  Grimsby) :  I 
hope  that  we  shall  have  an  answer  to 
the  question  which  has  been  asked  by 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend.  There 
seems  to  be  no  difficulty  with  regard  to 
the  second  reading.  What  we  want  to 
know  is  the  scope  of  the  reference  to  the 
Select  Committee.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  appears  to  acquiesce  in 
the  proposal  of  the  Chairman  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Sir  James 
M*Garel-Hogg) ;  but  if  I  construe  this 
Keference  correctly,  it  means  that  all 
Petitions  are  to  be  heard  against  the 
Bill,  but  none  in  its  favour.  If  they 
may  be  heard  against  the  Bill,  I  sup- 
pose they  may  be  heard  against  any 
part  of  it  or  against  the  principle.  Does 
the  Government  accept  the  Amendment 
on  the  Paper  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  know  that 
when  a  Bill  is  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  this  kind  it  is  referred  without 
restriction.  The  Select  Committee  will, 
no  doubt,  have  the  power,  if  it  chooses 
to  exercise  it,  to  recommend  the  House 
to  pass  the  Bill,  or  reject  it,  or  to  alter 
or  amend  it.  But,  of  course,  the  whole 
matter  will  be  in  the  discretion  of  the 
House.  Four  Members  of  the  Select 
Committee  will  be  nominated  by  the 
House  and  three  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection.  There  are  thus  to  be  seven 
Members  in  all.  The  House,  therefore, 
in  the  first  place,  has  a  control  over  the 
appointment  of  the  C^ommittee,  and  can 
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take  care  that  it  fairly  represents  the 
general  opinion  of  tlie  House.  The  opi- 
nion of  the  Government  is  that  as  the 
House  has  accepted  the  second  reading 
it  has  approved  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill;  but  I  may  further  remind  the 
House  that  if  the  Committee  were  to 
take  the  course  which  has  been  sug- 
gested, and  which  would  be  most  un- 
usual, the  House  would  have  full  power 
to  deal  with  the  Bill  when  it  came  back 
from  the  Committee.  The  House  is  not 
going  to  part  with  any  of  its  powers. 
It  has  affirmed  a  principle,  and  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  stand  by  the  prin- 
ciple. I  hope,  therefore,  the  Motion  for 
the  second  reading  will  be  agreed  to. 
My  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  spoke  about 
Victoria  Park  being  a  Royal  Park.  Well, 
it  is  not  a  Royal  Park  in  the  sense  in 
which  the  other  Parks  which  are  known 
by  that  title  are  Royal  Parks.  The 
other  Royal  Parks  are  parks  that  at 
certain  times  were  exchanged  for  Royal 
property.  Victoria  Park  is  not  in  that 
position,  and,  therefore,  I  do  not  think 
that  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  will 
consider  that  it  is  at  all  in  the  same 
category  as  the  other  Royal  Parks. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) :  I 
should  only  like  to  say  one  word  on 
behalf  of  the  Metropolitan  Members  on 
this  side  of  the  House.  We  most  readily 
assent  to  the  second  reading,  subject  to 
the  conditions  of  reference  agreed  to  by 
the  Government.  As  to  the  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere),thatin  a  sense 
the  ratepayers  of  London  are  receiving  a 
present  of  the  capital  expended  on  these 
Parks,  that  is  only  true  to  a  very  limited 
extent,  and  on  the  understanding  that 
we  had  actually  no  voice  in  the  spend- 
ing of  the  money.  We  did  not  have 
even  the  slight  and  indirect  control 
which  we  are  able  to  exercise  over  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Newington.  Walworth): 
Will  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  kindly 
say  whether  the  Committee  will  have 
power  to  enlarge  the  number  of  proper- 
ties mentioned  in  the  Bill,  or  to  omit  any 
from  the  list? 

Mr.  JACKSON:  As  I  understand 
the  matter,  the  Committee  will  have  no 
power  to  introduce  into  the  Bill  any 
other  properties  than  those  now  men- 
tioned in  it,  except  on  a  special  Instruc- 
tion given  by  the  House. 

VOL,  OOOXV.    [thuo)  sbrieq,] 


Mr.  KIMBER  :  Under  those  circum- 
stances, Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  like  to 
ask  for  your  direction  as  to  whether, 
assuming  that  the  ratepayers  of  Wands- 
worth wish  to  place  their  case  before 
the  Committee  on  the  Bill,  their  locus 
standi  could  be  objected  to  ?  I  under- 
stand the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  to  intimate  that  he  does 
not  know,  and  I  should  like  to  hear 
from  the  Chairman  of  Committees  (Mr. 
Courtney)  whether  a  Petition  from  them 
to  the  Select  Committee  would  hold 
good  ?  I  only  wish  my  constituents  to 
be  heard.  I  assent  to  the  principle  of 
the  Bill,  which,  I  admit,  is  reasonable ; 
but  I  say  that  we  in  Wandsworth  have 
an  equitable  claim. 

Mr.  speaker  :  In  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member's  question,  I  can  only  say  that 
the  Committee  will,  of  course,  decide  its 
own  locus  standi, 

Mr.  KIMBER :  Then  do  I  understand 
that  to  make  it  clear  I  ought  to  move  a 
special  Instruction  to  the  Committee  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  would  be  most 
unusual  to  fetter  the  Committee  with  an 
Instruction  in  the  sense  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers  to.  It  would  be  utterly 
without  example. 

Mr.  KIMBER :  I  am  afraid  I  have 
not  made  myself  understood.  I  wish  in 
no  case  to  object  to  the  Preamble  of  the 
Bill.  I  only  desire  to  get  a  hearing. 
I  do  not  wish  to  fetter  the  Committee. 

MR.COURTNEY(Comwall,  Bodmin): 
I  would  advise  the  hon.  Af ember  not  to 
persevere  with  his  intention.  This  is  a 
Bill  to  settle  relations  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  Metropolis.  The 
question  the  hon.  Gentleman  wishes  to 
raise  is  really  foreign  to  this  Bill  alto- 
gether. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee  of  Seven  Mem- 
bers, Four  to  be  nominated  by  the 
House  and  Three  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection. 

Ordered^  That  all  Petitions  against  the  Bill, 
presented  two  clear  days  before  the  meeting  of 
the  Committee,  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
that  the  Petitioners  praying  to  be  heard  by 
themselves,  their  Counsel,  or  Agents,  be  heard 
against  the  Bill,  and  Counsel  heard  in  support 
of  the  BiU. 

Ordered^  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Order^df  That  Three  be  the  quorum. 
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FIBST  OFFENDERS  (re-committed) 
BILL.— [Bill  189,] 

{Mr.  Howard  Vincent,  Lord  Randolph  Spencer 
Churehill,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetton^  Mr, 
Boare,  Mr.  Addison,  Mr.  Hatiingt,  Mr. 
Lawion^  Mr.  Molloy,) 

COMMITTEE.     \_Progress  l^th  May  J] 

Bill  eonstdered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Power  to  court  to  release 
upon  probation  of  good  conduct  instead 
of  sentenciug  to  imprisonment)  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Howakd  Vincent 
(Sheffield,  Central),  the  following  Clauses 
were  inserted  after  Clause  1 :  — 

(Provision  in  case  of  offender  failing  to  observe 
conditions  of  his  recognizances.) 

"  (1 .)  If  a  court,  having  power  to  deal  with  the 
offender  in  respect  of  his  original  offence,  or 
any  coart  of  summary  jurisdiction  is  satisfied 
by  information  on  oath  that  the  offender  has 
failed  to  observe  any  of  the  conditions  of  his 
recognizance,  it  may  issue  a  warrant  for  his 
apprehension. 

"  (2.)  An  offender,  when  apprehended  on  any 
Buoh  warrant,  shall,  if  not  brought  forthwith 
before  the  court  having  power  to  sentence  him,  be 
brought  before  a  court  of  summary  jurisdiction, 
and  that  court  may  either  remand  him  by  war- 
rant until  the  time  at  which  he  was  required 
by  his  recognizance  to  appear  for  judgment,  or 
until  the  sitting  of  a  court  having  power  to 
deal  with  his  original  offence,  or  may  admit 
him  to  bail  with  a  sufficient  surety  conditioned 
on  his  appearing  for  judgment. 

**  (3.)  The  offender  when  so  remanded  may  be 
committed  to  a  prison,  either  for  the  county  or 
place  in  or  for  which  the  court  remanding  him 
acts  or  for  the  county  or  place  where  he  is 
bound  to  appear  for  judgment,  and  the  warrant 
of  remand  shall  order  tibe  ^^ler  to  bring  him 
before  the  court  before  which  he  was  bound  to 
appear  for  judgment,  or  to  answer  as  to  his 
conduct  since  his  release. 

(Conditions  as  to  abode  of  the  offender.) 

'*The  court,  before  directing  the  release  of 
an  offender  under  this  Act,  shall  be  satisfied 
that  the  offender  or  his  surety  has  a  fixed  place 
of  abode  or  regular  occupation  in  the  county  or 
place  for  which  the  court  acts,  or  in  which  the 
offender  is  likely  to  live  during  the  period 
named  for  the  observance  of  the  conditions.'* 

(Power  to  vary  conditions.) 

"The  court  having  power  to  sentence  an 
offender  released  under  this  ^ct  may,  on  his 
application  at  any  time  during  the  period  of 
probation,  vary  the  conditions  of  his  release  by 
substituting  another  authority  for  the  authority 
first  named  or  otherwise,  as  the  case  may 
require." 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.):  I  beg 
to  more  the  following  new  clause  i--* 


(Act  not  to  apply  to  Ireland.) 
**  This  Act  shall  not  apply  to  Ireland." 
New  Clause  brought  up  {Mr.  Chanee)^ 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I  shall 
not  oppose  the  hon.  Member's  proposal, 
although  I  regret  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  beg  to  propose  tho 

adoption  of  the   new  clause  oi   which 

Notice  has  been  given  by  my  hon.  Friend 

the  Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr. 

T.  M.  Healy),  as  follows  : — 

(Duration  of  Act.) 

"  This  Act  shall  remain  in  force  until  the 
thirty-first  day  of  December  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty-eight,  and  no  longer." 

We  look  upon  this  Bill  as  a  very  curious 
innovation.  Its  principle  is  not  very- 
clear,  and  I  am  afraid  that  some  of  its 
provisions  will  be  found  to  be  distinctly 
dangerous.  But,  of  course,  as  it  has 
been  decided  that  the  measure  shall  not 
apply  to  Ireland,  I  will  not  press  this 
clause  if  it  is  the  general  sense  of  the 
Committee  that  it  ought  to  be  a  perma- 
nent Act,  although  I  myself  do  not  think 
that  it  ought  to  be  permanent. 

New  Clause — 

(Duration  of  Act.) 

''This  Act  shall  remain  in  force  until  the 
thirty-first  day  of  December  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty-eight,  and  no  longer," — 
{Mr.  Chance,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT :  I  hope 
the  hon.  Member  will  not  press  this 
Amendment.  To  limit  the  duration  of 
the  Bill  in  this  manner  would  be  alto- 
gether to  divest  the  measure  of  its 
utility.  The  Bill  has  been  very  carefully 
considered.  It  was  before  the  last 
Parliament ;  it  has  been  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Home  Secretary  (Mr. 
Matthews) ;  and  it  has  been  drafted  by 
the  Government  draftsman.  I  trust  the 
hon.  Member  will  withdraw  his  pro- 
posal. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) :  As 
one  of  those  whose  names  appear  on  the 
back  of  the  Bill,  I  also  hope  that  tho 
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proposed  new  clause  will  not  be  added 
to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  I  hope 
that  this  Amendment  will  not  be  agreed 
to.  I  am  not  myself  aware  of  any  Bill 
which  has  only  had  an  operation  of  one 
year.  To  insert  the  clause  would  be  to 
create  an  entirely  new  precedent.  This 
is  a  Bill  which  can  only  be  tested  by 
experience  and  practice,  and  it  is  quite 
impossible  to  test  anything  thoroughly 
by  experience  and  practice  in  the  course 
of  12  months. 

Mr.  chance  :  As  the  opinion  of  the 
English  Members  seems  to  be  against 
the  Amendment  I  will  not  press  it.  It 
seems  to  me,  however,  that  it  will  be  a 
curious  matter  if  any  first  offender  is 
subjected  to  a  longer  period  of  probation 
than  one  year.  At  the  same  time,  after 
the  intimation  that  has  been  given  to  me 
of  the  feeling  of  the  Committee  I  must 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  clause. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported:  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Mondaij  next. 

MUNICIPAL    CORPORATIONS  ACTS 

(IRELAND)  AMENDMENT  (No.  2) 

BILL.-[BiLL  176.] 

{Sir  Jamu  Corry^  Mr.  Ewart,  Mr,  Johnston,) 

COMMITTEE.     [^Proffress  \9th  May,'] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  lines 
5  and  6,  leave  out  **  Municipal  Corpora- 
tions (Ireland)  Act  Amendment,"  and 
insert  *^  Municipal  Corporation  of 
Belfast. " — ( Sir  James  Corry, ) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  After 
what  happened  to-day  it  would  be  of  no 
use  to  oppose  the  Amendment.  After 
the  declaration  made  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  there  is  no  choice  between 
having  a  Bill  confined  to  Belfast  or  no 
Bill  at  all.  That  being  so,  I  do  not 
think  I  am  entitled,  as  a  Belfast  Member, 
to  do  anything  to  prejudice  this  reform. 
I  shall,  therefore,  not  oppose  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  inserted, 

Olausei  as  amended,  agre^  to. 


Clause  2  (Commencement). 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  move  that 
Clause  2  be  omitted.  I  am  greatly 
astonished  that  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
James  Corry)  who  is  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  has  not  moved  the  Amendment  him- 
self. The  clause  provides  that  the  Bill 
shall  commence  to  take  efiPect  on  the  31st 
of  December,  1887.  Now,  after  the 
passing  of  the  last  Amendment  the  Bill 
has  become  special,  and  the  Bill  is 
urgent.  The  Bill  is  special  because  it 
now  applies  to  Belfast  alone.  The  Cor- 
poration of  Belfast  is  a  Corporation 
which  is  composed  of  one  class  with  one 
creed.  The  Bill  is  urgent  because  an- 
other measure  will  soon  pass  into  law 
which  will  place  on  the  town  a  very 
heavy  burden.  Supposing  this  Bill 
passes  into  law  this  Session,  and  this 
clause  remains  unaltered,  the  new  fran- 
chise will  not  come  into  play  until  next 
year.  It  will  not  be  \mtil  November, 
1888,  that  the  ratepayers  under  the 
new  franchise  will  be  entitled  to  elect 
one-third  of  the  Council.  They  will  not 
be  able  to  elect  a  second  third  until  1889, 
and  it  will  not  be  until  1890  that  the 
whole  of  the  present  Members  may  have 
been  displaced.  I  appeal,  then,  to  the 
Committee  not  to  give  with  one  hand 
and  to  take  away  with  the  other.  In  an 
ordinary  measure  it  is  provided  that  the 
Act  shall  come  into  force  as  soon  as  it 
passes  into  law.  I  think  the  Committee 
will  see  that  this  clause  ought  to  come 
out,  and  that  the  Bill  ought  to  come  into 
force  in  the  present  year. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Clause  2. — (ifr.  Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Clause 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Sir  JAMES  CORRY  (Armagh,  Mid) : 
The  object  of  this  clause  was  to  give 
time  for  the  registration,  which  will  be 
very  heavy,  and  to  bring  the  Bill  into 
operation  next  year.  I  have,  however, 
no  objection  whatever  to  the  measure 
coming  into  operation  as  soon  as  it  is 
passed. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  struck  out. 

Clause  3  (Amendment  of  Section  30  of 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Act). 

On  the  Motion  of  Sir  James  Corry, 
Amendments  made,  in  page  1,  line  13,  by 
leaving  out  '^  as  required,"  and  inserting - 
<*  (hereinafter  called  the  principal  Acty 
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as  requires;"  page  1,  lines  16  and  17, 
by  leaving  out ''  several  boroughs  named 
in  Schedule  A  to  said  Act  annexed," 
and  inserting  ''  municipal  borough  of 
Belfast." 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  I  beg 
to  move  the  Amendment  which  stands 
in  mj  name — In  page  1,  line  20,  to 
leave  out  '4ast  day  of  August,"  and  in- 
sert **  twentieth  day  of  July."  The 
qualifying  date  in  respect  of  the  muni- 
cipal franchise  will,  under  this  Bill,  be 
the  last  day  of  August.  The  qualifying 
date  in  respect  of  the  Parliamentary 
franchise  is  the  20th  of  July.  I  suppose 
that  under  this  Bill  there  will  be  about 
25,000  voters ;  and  I  have  received  many 
letters  from  Belfast  respecting  the  trouble 
and  expense  which  will  be  entailed  by 
having  two  registrations  of  voters.  Un- 
less my  Amendment  is  agreed  to,  there 
will  have  to  be  two  attendances  before 
the  Be  vising  Barrister— once  in  respect 
of  the  Parliamentary,  and  once  in  respect 
of  the  municipal  franchise.  I  am  acting 
in  obedience  to  representations  which 
have  been  made  to  me  ;  and  I  say  that 
for  the  two  qualifications  only  one  at- 
tendance ought  to  be  necessary. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1,  line 
20,  to  leave  out  ''last  day  of  August," 
and  insert  "  twentieth  day  of  July." — 
{Mr,  Sexton.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Sib  JAMES  COEEY  (Armagh.  Mid) : 
This  is  an  Amendment  which  I  really 
cannot  accept.  The  Bill  was  drawn  on 
the  same  lines  as  the  English  Corpora- 
tions Act ;  and  the  dlstof  August  is  the 
date  there  given.  It  would  be  most  in- 
convenient that  the  revision  should  take 
place  on  the  day  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member,  because  the  Parliamentary 
franchise  and  the  municipal  franchise 
do  not  correspond  at  all.  It  would  be 
perfectly  impossible  for  the  two  revisions 
to  go  on  at  the  same  time.  We  have  a 
new  element  introduced  into  the  muni- 
cipal franchise  by  this  Bill,  because  it 
allows  women  to  vote.  On  the  other 
hand,  there  is  no  lodger  franchise,  and 
no  service  franchise,  in  regard  to  the 
municipal  elections.  It  would,  there- 
fore, be  most  inconvenient  for  the  two 
registrations  to  go  on  at  the  same  time. 
I,  therefore,  cannot  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 


Mb.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny.  S.) :  May 
I  point  out  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  that 
he  has  hardly  put  forward  the  full 
strength  of  his  case,  because  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  is  in  charge  of  the  Bill  has 
introduced  into  the  section  a  technical 
expression,  which  is  only  to  be  found  in 
Parliamentary  Franchise  Acts.  The 
effect  of  adopting  the  20th  of  July  as 
the  date  at  which  the  revision  should 
take  place  would  be  that  the  authorities 
who  make  up  the  list  of  municipal  voters 
would  have  all  the  advantage  of  being 
able  to  utilize  the  list  already  made  up 
for  the  Parliamentary  franchise.  It 
would  reduce  their  work  60  per  cent, 
and  no  practical  disadvantage  would  re- 
sult. On  the  other  hand,  the  very  greatest 
expense  and  trouble  will  be  caused  by 
adopting  a  provision  which  is  absolutely 
unknown  in  any  franchise.  The  matter 
is  merely  one  of  utility  and  advantage. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  The  remarks  made 
by  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Mid  Armagh  (Sir  James  Corry)  were 
entirely  irrelevant.  He  says  that  some 
of  the  voters  under  the  municipal  fran- 
chise will  be  women.  I  really  do  not 
see  what  difference  that  makes.  The 
qualifications  of  Parliamentary  and 
municipal  voters  will  be  practically 
identical  in  Belfast,  and  one  inspection 
will  do  for  both.  The  two  Courts  would 
sit  at  the  same  time,  and  one  Inspector 
will  be  able  to  attend  both.  I  may  say 
that  my  proposal  is  much  more  to  the 
advantage  of  the  hon.  Baronet's  friends 
than  it  is  to  our  advantage,  because  we 
shall  always  be  a  small  minority  in 
Belfast.  As  far  as  I  see  at  present  I 
must  press  the  Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  76  ; 
Noes  81  :  Majority  5.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  167.) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Provisions  of  Act  not  to 
affect  existing  burgess  roll)  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Repeal  of  provisions  of 
Municipal  Corporations  (Ireland)  Act 
as  to  election  of  aldermen). 

Mb.  SEXTON:  I  beg  to  move  the 
omission  of  this  clause.  The  hon.  Baro- 
net will  confess  that,  while  this  might  be 
permissible  to  a  general  Bill,  it  has  no 

Elace  in  a  Bill  applicable  solely  to  the 
orou^h  of  Belfast.    This  clause  pro- 
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poses  to  remove  the  election  of  alder-  imposing  upon  these  people  a  new  and 

men  from  the  burgesses  and  hand  it  special  disability  never  yet  known  to  the 

over  to  the  Council,  and  this  is  the  only  law  of  Ireland. 

borough  which  is  selected  for  the  change.  Mk.  EWAET  (Belfast,  N.}:    As  a 

I  am  aware  that  it  is  tbe  law  in  Eng-  Bill  dealing  with  the  local  government 

land ;  but  we  do  not  like  it,  and  do  not  of  Ireland  will  be  introduced  next  year, 

want  it.    The  effect  of    its  operation  I  think  it  would  be  a  pity  to  impose,  in 

would  be  to  elect  aldermen  all  of  the  the  meantime,  a  charge  of   this  sort 

same  class,  as  it  gives  the  election  of   upon  one  borough. 

10  aldermen  every  year  into  the  hands  Mr.   F.  S.    POWELL  (Wigan):    I 

of  the  30  Councillors.    I  hope  the  hon.  only  wish  to  make  one  remark  upon  this 

Baronet  will  consent  to  withdraw  the  and  the  three  following  clauses.    I  have, 

clause.  in  connection  with  a  Committee  upstairs, 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  '?*'«'^'ly,''*"^il"*  the  Municipal  Corpora- 

Clause  b.-{Mr  Sixton.)  tions  Act  1882   and  can  trace  but  small 

^      ,.      ^             ,  ..4ii    .  .1      ^1  relationship  With  the  sections  of  that  Act 

Question  proposed,  -  That  the  Clause  ^^^  ^^y^^^  ^^^^^^  proposed  to  be  intro- 

proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  ^^^^^  -^^^^  ^his  Bill.    I  think  these  are 

•""*•  not  clauses  fit  to  be  introduced  into  an 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) :  Act  of  Parliament.    They  are  skeleton 

I  hope  the  hon.  Baronet  will  not  press  clauses,  and  on  that  ground  alone,  if  on 

this  clause.    It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  no  other,  I  should  object  to  them, 

a  disfranchising,  not  an  enfranchising  Sir  JAMES  COEEY:    I  could  not 

clause.      In  Dublin  and  other  boroughs  accept  the  Motion  without  consulting  my 

the  burgesses  elect  the  aldermen,  and  I  friends ;  and  I  beg  to  move,  Sir,  that 

do  not  see  why  we  should  depart  from  you  do  report  Progress, 

the  ordinary  rule.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 

Sir  JAMES  COREY:  I  have  taken  *«  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 

the  clause,  precisely  as  it  stands,  from  ^nd  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— (iStr  /amen 

the  English  Act,  as  I  think,  in  a  matter  (^orry.) 

of  this  kind,  we  should  assimilate  the  ^,      m    ^r    TT-nAx-cr/T        i»    j  -i^t  x 

law  of  the  two  countries.    I  must  insist  ,  ■^»-  ^'  j^-  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  : 

upon  the  clause  being  retained.  ^  ^^^  ^Z\  ^^J^^^  BL^^se,  unfortunately, 

Mr.  CHANCE:  I  trust  the  clause  will  ^?e^  this  Bill   went  into  Committee, 

not  be  retained,  for  it  is  introducing  otherwise  I  should  have  objected  ;  but  I 

an   absolutely  new  principle  into    the  now  give  the  hon.  Baronet  warning  that, 

municipal  franchise  in  Ireland.     By  the  J^^V^f  *^^  lucky  chance  of  getting  his 

Bill  you  are  proposing  to  give  an  exten-  ?i"»  ^\  ^^  reports  Progress  to-night  this 

sion  of  the  municipal  franchise,  but  by  ^^  t^®  ^^tr'^P^^r^^^X^^  ^*i  ^^X'       • 

this  clause  you  are  taking  it  away  ;  so  ^^'  CHAJNOE  :  I  hope  the  Oommit- 

that  you  are  giving  an  extension  of  the  *®®  ^^^^  ^^^  ^low  the  Motion  to  succeed, 

franchise  with  the  one  hand  and  taking  ^  large  number  of  Members  have  stayed 

it  away  with  the  other.     There  is  no  ^®r®  »*  ^^^^  inconvenience  to  do  justice 

reason  whatever  why  this  BiU  should  be  T^^^  ^  \  small  portion  of  Ireland,  and 

used  as  a  vehicle  to  import  a  new  dis-  ^  ^^ust  their  efforts  wiU  not  be  frus- 

franchisement.    I  know  that  the  English  t'^^d.               ^^c^^^^-r      -r  ,           i 

law  has  it ;    but  it  is  a  distinct  disad-  M»-  T.  W.  RUSSELL :  I  hope  the 

vantage  as  compared  with  the  Irish  law.  ^^n.  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  will  not 

Originally  this    Bill   was    intended  to  Pf®88  the  Motion.      Undoubtedly  the 

apply  to  the  whole  of  Ireland,  and  if  we  clause  ought  not  to  be  introduced  into  a 

import  into  this  the  EngHsh  law  it  will  ^i}}  ^^^^l^JJ^Jlu^^^    ^  ,       , 

result  in  this-that  when  afterwards  the  SjR  JAMES  CORRY :  I  beg  leave  to 

Act  is  extended  to  the  whole  of  Ireland  withdraw  the  Motion. 

this  will  be  quoted  as  a  precedent  why  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

we  should  apply  it  to  the  whole  of  Ire-  n.,«of:««    «.,4.    ««^  -...  4-    j 

land.    This  is  no  Party  matter.    We  ?"««'''"'  P'^*'  ^"^  rtegattved. 

desire  to  give  to  the  Orange  people  of  Clause  itruek  out. 

Belfast  the  gOTemment  of  their  own  Clauses  6,  7,  and  8  ttruck  out. 

town  ae  fkr  as  municipal  franchise  is  jjew   Clause   (Application   of  Act), 

concerned,  and  we  will  be  no  patty  to  ..  ^he  Act  shall  apply  only  to  the  bo- 
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rough  of  Belfast," — {Sir  James  Carry,) 
— brought  upf  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  In  consequence 
of  what  occurred  this  afternoon  I  am 
obliged  to  take  a  Division  against  this 
clause,  restricting  the  application  of  the 
Act  to  the  borough  of  Belfast. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  am  compelled  to 
oppose  the  adoption  of  this  new  clause. 


— Ayes  114  ; 
-  (Div.    List, 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : 
Noes  20 :  Majority  94.  - 
No.  168.) 

Clause  add^d  to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  sexton  :  I  beg  to  move  the 
insertion  of  a  new  clause,  which  is 
really  consequential  upon  Clause  2.  By 
Clause  2  the  Bill  will  come  into  active 
operation  immediately ;  and,  therefore, 
the  new  franchise  could  be  applied  to 
the  Kegister  for  the  present  year,  in- 
stead of  being  delayed  until  the  8th 
of  December,  after  the  elections  have 
been  closed.  The  proposal  I  lay  before 
the  Committee  is  this.  Having  increased 
the  number  of  burgesses  from  5,000  to 
25,000,  you  have  no  right  to  say  that 
the  20,000  shall  be  left  without  the 
exercise  of  the  voting  power  until 
November  of  next  year;  you  have  a 
right  to  'admit  them  immediately  to  the 
exercise  of  this  power,  and  more  espe- 
cially as  there  is  a  necessity  of  enter- 
ing into  contracts  with  respect  to  the 
main  drainage  scheme.  Unless  this 
clause  is  adopted  the  present  Corpora- 
tion, elected  by  a  small  body  of  persons, 
will,  in  the  meantime,  have  entered  into 
the  contracts.  I  quote  the  Dublin  Bill 
of  1849  as  a  precedent  for  the  course  I 
have  taken.  In  the  year  1849  the  muni- 
cipal franchise  was  extended  to  Dublin, 
and  the  House  of  Commons  of  that  day, 
taking  a  common-sense  view  of  the  mat- 
ter, allowed  the  ratepayers  the  exercise 
of  the  powers  immediately  the  Bill  was 
passed,  whereby  there  was  a  full  elec- 
tion. I  ask  that  that  precedent  shall 
be  now  followed. 

New  Clause — 

(First  Election  of  New  Council.) 
"At  the  date  of  the  ordinary  annual  muni- 
cipal elections  for  the  boroug^h  of  Belfast,  occur- 
ring next  after  the  pausing  of  this  Act,  every 
8«at  in  the  Municipal  Council  of  Belfast  shall 


become  vacant,  as  if  the  period  of  occupancy 
prescribed  by  Law  had  expired,  and  there  shall 
be  on  the  said  date  a  new  election  for  any  seat 
in  the  said  Council," — (Mr.  Sexton f) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Sm  JAMES  COERY :  I  must  oppose 
the  introduction  of  this  clause  into  the 
Bill,  as  its  adoption,  in  my  opinion, 
would  be  likely  to  be  very  serious  in- 
deed. I  think  it  would  be  much  better 
that  a  number  of  the  members  of  the 
old  Corporation  should  remain  for  some 
time  as  members,  certainly  until  the 
drainage  scheme  is  properly  carried 
out.  I  think  it  would  be  most  unfortu- 
nate were  this  clause  to  be  adopted,  and 
I  must  strongly  oppose  it. 

Mb.  ILLINQWOETH  (Bradford, 
W.) :  I  think  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  are  the  strongest  condemnation 
of  the  contention  of  the  opponents  of 
the  proposal — namely,  that  if  the  elec- 
tors had  this  power  they  would  not  have 
confidence  in  the  old  Corporation.  Well, 
Sir,  if  it  be  that  the  Belfast  Corporation 
is  about  to  proceed  to  an  enormous  con- 
tract, saddling  the  town  of  Belfast  with 
£500,000,  I  am  quite  sure  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  is 
the  one  the  Committee  would  follow. 
It  would  be  contrary  to  all  precedent  that 
there  should  be  any  unnecessary  delay 
in  allowing  the  electorate  to  come  into 
the  exercise  of  their  new  powers  at  once. 

Mr.  DE  COBAIN  (Belfast,  E.) :  It 
appears  to  me  not  to  accept  this  proposal 
would  place  the  Corporation  of  Belfast 
in  a  very  awkward  position.  Two-thirds 
of  the  Corporation  would  thus  represent 
about  6,000  ratepapers,  and  the  remain- 
ing one-third  would  represent  a  very 
largely  increased  constituency  of,  say, 
40,000  ratepayers,  as  women  house- 
holders under  this  Bill  have  votes.  By 
the  hon.  Baronet's  contention  the  two- 
thirds,  representing  6,000  people,  would 
have  double  the  voting  power  and  con- 
trol of  those  who  represented  an  elec- 
torate of  40,000  voters  or  upwards.  I 
think  that  would  be  entirely  unprece- 
dented. I  certainly  hope  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Mid  Armagh  will  see 
his  way  to  accept  this  clause.  It  seems 
to  me  that  it  would  only  be  just  and  fair 
that  the  new  electorate  that  is  constituted 
should  be  brought  into  play  at  once,  so 
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that  the  nev  Corporation  may  represent  Clause  added  to  the  Bill, 

the  opinion  of  the  entire  town.  Mr.  CHANCE :  As  a  conaequenoe  of 

Mr.  EWART  :    I  am  very  strongly  the  adoption  of   this  Amendment,  we 

opposed  indeed  to  this  clause,  as  I  thmk  have  to  provide  for  a  person  to  preside 

to  have  au  election  next  November  for  at  these  elections.  The  old  Act  provides 

an  entire  new  Town  Council  would  lead  that   an   alderman  or  councillor   shall 

to  a  deal  of  disturbance  and  confusion,  preside ;  but,  every  seat  being  declared 

and  that  in  the  present  state  of  Belfast  vacant,  there  would  he  no  person  quali- 

it  would  be  highly  undesirable.     If  this  fied  to  preside.     I  will  therefore  move 

clause  is  adopted  I  think  very  many  of  that  the  person  who,  under  the  present 

the  old  Corporation  would  seize  the  op-  law,  would  fill  the  post,  shall  do  so  under 

portunity  of  retiring  from   the  duties,  tte  altered  circumstances. 

and  I  think  the  Council  would  be  very  •         ^        i               i 

mach  injured  in  con.egii,i.cB.  It  .ppe.ii  Aamameul  propcd, 

to  me  a  lery  uaitUi  thing  to  do.  Politi-  ..'^^°,;''"°"'°"r'?'°,""~"^11"l"''/;' 

,,             ,  /        ..           11°..         <  that  the  penon  who  by  law  would  be  bound  to 

cally  speaking,  it  would  not  make  any  p^.y,  J^^  „„t  ^^^^^^^  if  ^i^  ^^j  ware  not 

difference  ;  but  it  would  create  a  great  pawed  ihall  nevertlieleM  pntida  at  lach  «1m- 

deal  of  inconvenience  locally.  tion." — (Jfr.  CAanet.) 

Mr.  CHANCE  :  It  will  be  in  the  re-  Amendment  agreed  to. 

collection  of  the  Committee  that  upon  Xhb  CHAIKMAN  :    The  next  clanae 

two  occasions  or  more  the  prooeedmgs  atanding  in  the  name  of  the  ton.  Mem- 

m  Committee  upon  the   Belfast  Main  berfor  West  Belfast-in  reference  to  the 

Drainage  BiU  have  been  postponed  ei-  auspensionof  themaindrainagesoheme— 

pressly  on  account  that  no  money  should  cannot,  as  I  have  already  mentioned,  be 

be  spent   upon   that   scheme   until  the  mo^ed  in  Committee. 

people  of  BelfMt  had  an  effective  control  mr.  SEXTON  :  I  beg  to  say  that  I 

over  their  local  aff'airs.    After  these  de-  gh^ii  ^0^^  it  ^n  the  consideration  of 

cisions,    the   Committee  of  the  House  Export, 

would  stultify  itself  if  it  decided  that  „.„           ,  . 

whUe  the  Main  Drainage  BiU  is  passed,  ^uireporua. 

and  a  large  amount  of  money  spent  at  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

once,  the  people  of  Belfast  shall  have  ^'^^'-  "^^  Bill  be  taken  into  Considera- 

no  control    over   their   affairs    for  two  tion.  as  amended,  on  Monday  6th  June." 

years.     Either  this  clause  must  he  in-  —{Sir  Jumei  Corry.) 

serted,  or  all  action  under  the  Drainage  Mr.  SEXTON  :  I  would  ask  the  hon. 

Bill  must  be  suspended  for  two  years,  Baronet  to  fix  that  stage  for  Monday 

for  we  have  positively  decided  that  not  a  next.    The  Main  Drainage  BiU,  as  he  is 

penny  shall  06  spent  until  the  represen-  aware,   is  hung   up  until  June  20,  to 

tatives  of  the  extended  franchise  have  allow  this  Bill  to  pass ;  and  with  the 

control.  Whitsuntide  holidays  intervening,  there 

Mb.  F.  8.  POWELL :  There  is  one  is  not  much  time  to  allow  of  the  Bill 

question  I  should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  being  sent  up  to  "another  place."    I 

Member  for  West  Belfast.     What  is  the  must  move  that  the  Beport  be  taken  on 

effect  of  this  clause  ?     Is  it  intended  to  Monday  next 

have  an  entirely  new  Council  at  the  ex-  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 

piration  of  the  annual  term,  and  is  It  words  ''6th  June,     and  add  the  word 

intended  that  part  of  the  new  Council  "next." — (Jfr.  Stxlon.) 

ahall  go  out  after  a  short  interval,  an-  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

other  after  a  longer  term,  and  the  third  .  gth  June '  atond  part  of  the  Question." 

fS'^l'S  l^Sir^^'/J^  ;!ff*«;  Sir  JAMES  COEET=   June   6  wiU 

theti    e?  ^   "**»"   convenient.     I    have    made 

Mr.  CHANCE:  The  original  Muniei-  r?:°«^"'°*'JjJi\*J  m"1„*"*'''  "" 

pdActisadhered.towithSenewfran.  ^^^/^bSlfe  "wf  ilS^move  it 

chise.     The  machinery  of  the  old  Act  , 

will  be  applied ;  the  retirement  of  the  t,'       a-cvvrwi     t           i.    _          t 

r>         -1        11  V           \.  t            -_  1     iu  Ma.    SEXTON:    I   must    move    for 

Council  will  be  as  before — simply  the  ...           *    .l           i-      ■            * 

.....uioa  of  U.e  f,..ehi..  .ill  .^Jly  ..  "°s°i"51^'^ '^'offiri-aSfl  ». 

*'°°°'  undertake  to  say  the  Bill  will  not  be  da- 

Motion  agreed  to.  layed  in  the  Houw  of  Lords. 
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Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  **That  the  word  'next'  be 
there  added/'  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Bill,  as  amended,  to  be  taken  into 
Consideration  upon  Monday  next. 

DEEDS  OF  ARRANGE^IENT  REGISTRA- 
TION BILL.— [Bill  231.] 
{/Sir  Albert  Rollity  Sir  Bernhard  Samuehoity  Mr. 

Howard    Vincent^   Sir    John    Lubbock,     Mr, 

Coddington,  Mr.  Zawson.) 

COMMITTEE.     \^Progre88  ISth  May.'] 

Bill  contidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  ]  (Short  title)  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Extent  of  Act). 

Mb.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  So 
far  as  I  can  judge  this  is  an  admirable 
Bill ;  but  I  cannot  see  why  its  promoters 
should  wish  to  restrict  its  application  to 
England.  I  see  no  reason  whatever 
why  it  should  not  apply  to  Ireland,  and, 
therefore,  I  beg  to  move  the  omission 
of  the  words  **or  Ireland." 

Amendment  proposed,  line  11,  to 
leave  out  the  words  *'or  Ireland." — {3[r. 
Maurice  Bealy,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Sib  albert  ROLLIT  (Islington, 
S.)  :  I  welcome  that  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Commencement  of  Act) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  4  struck  out. 

Clause  5  (Avoidance  of  unregistered 
deeds  of  arrangement). 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  :  In 
line  211  move  the  second  of  my  Amend- 
ments, to  omit  the  word  **  immediately." 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  no  Amendment  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  chance  :  But  I  move  it,  Sir. 
It  is  an  Amendment  I  understand  the 
promoters  agree  to,  substituting  the 
**  words  within  a  week  after  the  execu- 
tion thereof"  for  the  word  **  imme- 
diately." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  omit  the 
word  **  immediately,"  and  insert  the 
words  "  within  one  week."  —  {Mr, 
Chanee.) 


Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Mode  of  registration). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Solicitob 
General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke),  Amend- 
ment made,  in  page  2,  line  29,  after 
"affidavit,"  by  leaving  out  "of"  and  in- 
serting "  verifying." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Clause  7  (Form  of  register)  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (The  registrar,  and  the  office 
for  registration). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Solicitor 
General,  Amendment  made,  in  page  3, 
line  6,  by  leaving  out  "  attached  to  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Chance,  Amend- 
ment made,  in  line  7,  after  "shall  "  by 
inserting  "  and  the  Registrar  of  Bills  of 
Sale  in  Ireland  shall." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  lino  11,  after  the  words  **  in  England 
shall/*  insert  "  and  the  Bill  of  Sale  officer  in 
the  Queen's  Bench  Division  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice  in  Ireland  shall." — {Mr.  Chance.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edwakd  Clarke)  (Plymouth) :  Before 
this  Amendment  is  adopted  and  further 
progress  made,  I  should  like  to  have 
it  clearly  stated  whether  these  Amend- 
ments hare  been  agreed  to  by  the  At- 
torneys General  for  England  and  Ire- 
land. So  far  as  I  am  aware,  no  such 
agreement  has  been  come  to.  I  am  not 
in  a  position  to  say  how  far  these 
Amendments  are  consequential  upon 
the  extension  of  the  Bill  to  Ireland  ;  but 
if  they  have  been  agreed  upon  I  make 
no  further  objection.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  I  think  that  opportunity  should  be 
given  that  their  full  effect  may  be  con- 
sidered. 

Sir  ALBERT  ROLLIT :  The  prin- 
ciple  of  applying  the  Bill  to  Ireland  was 
distinctly  agreed  upon  ;  but  upon  these 
Amendments,  which  we  feel  were  conse- 
quential upon  the  general  agreement — 
these  particular  words — I  cannot  say 
there  was  an  agreement.  But  ample 
time  will  be  allowed  for  their  considera- 
tion before  Report. 

Mr.  chance  :  They  are  consequen- 
tial Amendments,  and  can  be  dealt  with 


817 


forairy'^ 


{May  20,  188?} 


Select  Commitiee. 


818 


on  Heport.     I  trust  there  may  be  no 
factious  opposition  at  this  stage. 

Sir  EDWAED  CLARKE:  It  is  a 
serious  matter  to  go  on  inserting  Amend- 
ments which  have  not  been  considered 
and  agreed  upon  by  anyone  responsible 
on  this  Bench  for  the  conduct  of  such 
Business  as  this.  We  have  introduced 
Amendments  to  this  section — for  instance, 
the  authority  is  mentioned  for  registering 
in  Ireland ;  it  may  be  the  proper  autho- 
rity, but  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  discuss 
the  question  now,  nor,  so  far  as  I  know, 
is  any  Member  of  the  Government  pre- 
sent in  a  position  to  make  himself  ac- 
quainted with  the  effect  of  the  alterations 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Islington  (Sir  Albert  Bollit).  We  have 
got  to  a  stage,  I  think,  when  we  might 
report  Progress,  and  it  would  be  very 
much  better  to  put  these  Amendments 
on  the  Paper,  that  they  may  be  con- 
sidered before  we  go  on  further  with  the 
clauses. 

Mr.  chance  :  Of  course,  I  am  in  the 
hands  of  the  Committee  ;  but  these  are 
purely  consequential  Amendments,  and 
reasonable  objection  cannot  be  taken  to 
them.  But,  if  necessary,  I  am  willing  to 
reserve  my  Amendments  for  Report.  I 
did  not  think  there  would  be  the  slightest 
objection,  and  I  consulted  with  the  hon. 
Member  who  brought  in  the  Bill,  and 
who  knows  the  subject  thoroughly.  I 
do  not  wish  to  prevent  Progress  being 
made  with  the  Bill,  and  if  I  am  pressed 
— unreasonably  pressed — I  must  yield, 
and  insert  the  Amendments  on  Report. 

Sir  albert  ROLLIT  :  I  hope  there 
will  be  no  unreasonable  objection  to  our 
going  on.  I  have  satisfied  myself  of  the 
propriety  of  the  Amendments  as  con- 
sequent upon  the  extension  of  the  Bill  to 
Ireland  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  they  will 
be  approved  by  the  Attorney  General, 
who  has  given  me  material  assistance  in 
shaping  the  measure.  I  hope  the  Solici- 
tor General  will  see  his  way  to  allowing 
us  to  proceed. 

Thb  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) :  I 
do  not  think  there  is  any  desire  on 
the  part  of  anybody  to  raise  factious 
opposition  to  the  Bill ;  but  I  am  sure  the 
hon.  Member  will  agree  that,  inasmuch 
as  the  matter  is  one  particularly  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Attorney  General, 
who  has  not  seen  the  Amendments,  and 
that  we  have  no  knowledge — certainly  I 
have  no  knowledge—of  the  effe^^t  of  the 


alterations,  and  that  the  ultimate  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill  will  not  be  retarded,  it 
will  be  better  to  report  Progress  now, 
and  the  Attorney  General  will  have 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  the  Amend- 
ments before  they  are  inserted. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  presume,  if  Amend- 
ments of  any  considerable  nature  were 
made  on  Report,  the  third  reading  could 
not  be  taken  on  the  same  evening,  and, 
therefore,  there  can  be  no  object  in 
finishing  the  Committee  to-night.  At 
the  same  time,  I  would  say  that,  having 
settled  that  Ireland  is  to  be  included,  we 
should  stultify  ourselves  and  make  ab- 
solute nonsense  of  the  section  if  we 
introduced  provisions  that  could  not 
apply  to  Ireland.  I  agree  to  reporting 
Progress  now  it  will  not  make  any  reed 
difference. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT   PROVISIONAL  ORDERS 

(no.  4)  BILL. 

Oq  Motion  of  Mr.  Long,  Bill  to  confii  m  cer- 
tain Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  Local  Government 
District  of  Buxton,  the  Borough  of  Halifax,  and 
the  Local  Government  Districts  of  Otley,  South- 
wick,  and  Sowerby  Bridge,  o/'r^<;/r^  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Long  and  Mr.  Ritchie. 

^TMpresentedy  and  road  the  first  time.  [Bill  269.] 

CONVEYANCING     ( SCOTLAND)    ACTS   AMEND- 
MENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Advocate,  Bill  to 
amend  **The  Conveyancing  (Scotland)  Act, 
1874,"  and  **The  Conveyancing  (Scotland)  Act 
(1874)  Amendment  Act,  1879,"  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  The  Lord  Advocate  and  Mr. 
Solicitor  General  for  Scotland. 

IMXLpreeentedy  and  read  the  firRt  time.  [Bill  270.] 

BUTTEE    SUBSTITUTES  BILL    (SELECT  COM- 
MITTEE). 

Orderedf  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Butter  Substitutes 
Bill,  that  they  have  power  to  consolidate  the 
Butter  Substitutes  Bill  and  the  Oleomargarine 
(Fraudulent  Sale)  Bill  into  one  Bill.— (i/r. 
Sclater- Booth.) 

FORESTRY. 

Select  Committee  on  Forestry  nominated  of. — 
Mr.  C.  Acland,  Mr.  Biddulph,  Mr.  Craig  Sellar, 
Mr.  Evelyn,  Dr.  Farquharson,  Mr.  Farquhar&on, 
Mr.  Munro  Ferguson,  Mr.  Fuller  Maitland,  Mr. 
Gilhooly,  Mr.  Egerton  Hubbard,  Colonel  King- 
Harman,  Sir    Edmund    Lechmero,    Sir    John 
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Lubbock,  Colonel  Nolan,  Mr.  Rankin,  Mr. 
Mark  Stewart,  and  Sir  Richard  Temple. — {Sir 
Edmund  Lechmere.) 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five 

minutes  after  Two  o'clock 

till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF     LOEDS, 
Saturday,  2Ut  May,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— jP»r»<  Reading-- 
Second  Reading — Committee  negatived — Third 
Reading  —  Duke  of  Connaught^s  Leave  •  ; 
East  India  Stock  Conversion.* 

Provisional  Order  Bill  —  Fint  Reading  — 
Commons  Regulation  (Laindon)*  (107). 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  considered, 
and  dispensed  with  for  the  remainder  of 
this  day's  sitting. 

DUKE  OF  CONNAUGHT's  LEAVE  BILL. 
EAST  INDIA   STOCK   C0NVEB8I0N   BILL. 

Road  1*  :  Then  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV. 
having  been  dispensed  with  for  the  remainder 
of  this  day's  sitting,  moved  that  the  Bills  be  now 
read  2*  ;  agreed  to  ;  Bills  read  2*  accordingly  : 
Committee  negatived  ;  Bills  read  3%  and  paeted. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Four 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Sunday,  22nd  May,  1887. 


This  being  the  day  on  which  the 
House  had  Eesolved,  in  Celebration  of 
the  Fiftieth  Year  of  Her  Majesty's 
Beign,  to  attend  Divine  Serrice  at  the 
Church  of  St.  Margaret,  Westminster, 
Mr.  Speaker  and  the  Members  as- 
sembled in  the  House,  and  proceeded 
thence  to  the  Church,  when  a  Sermon 
was  preached  before  the  House  by  the 
Lord  Bishop  of  Hipon. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  2Zrd  May,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Sat  First  in  Parliament— The 
Lord  Kinnaird,  after  the  death  of  his  father. 

Public  Bills— /Vr«<  iS^d^tn^— -Allotments  for 
Cottagers*  (109). 


Committee  —  Tithe  Rent  -  Charge  (54-110)  ; 
Pluralities  Act  Amendment  Act  (1885) 
Amendment  *  (96),  diseharged. 

Committee— Report— Hyde  Park  Comer  (New 
Streets)  (79). 

Third  Reading—  Crofters  Holdings  (Scotland)  * 
(90J ;  County  Courts  Consolidation  •  (78), 
and  passed. 

Royal  ^M«ii^— Supreme  Court  of  Judicature 
(Ireland)  [50  Viet.  c.  6] ;  Incumbents  of 
Benefices  Loans  Extension  Act  (1886)  Amend- 
ment [50  Vict.  c.  8] ;  Customs  Consolidation 
Acts  (1876)  Amendment  [50  Vict.  c.  7]; 
Police  Force  Enfranchisement  [50  Viet. 
c.  9] ;  Duke  of  Connaught*s  Leave  [50  Vict. 
c.  loi ;  East  India  Stock  Conveision  [50  Vict. 
c.  11  J. 

Provisional  Order  Bills — First  Reading  — 
Commons  Kegulation  (Ewer)  *  (108). 

Third  Reading  —  Local  Government  (High- 
ways)* (87)  ;  Local  Government  (Poor 
Law)  •  (88) ;  Local  Government  (Poor  Law) 
(No.  2)  •  (89),  and  passed. 

Rogal  Assent — Metropolitan  Police  Provisional 
Order  [50  Viet.  c.  xxxi.]  ;  Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Orders  [50  Viet.  c.  xlix.].    * 


EGYPT— THE  RUMOURED   ANGLO- 
TURKISH  CONVENTION. 

QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  ROSEBEEY  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister  a  Ques- 
tion of  which  he  had  given  private  Notice 
— namely,  Whether  he  can  give  the 
House  any  information  respecting  the 
Convention  as  to  Egypt,  said  to  have 
heen  signed  hetween  England  and  the 
Porte  ? 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The Marquess  of  Salisbury): 
I  am  afraid  I  am  not  able  to  give  as 
much  information  as  I  could  wish.  Late 
last  night,  certainly,  an  agreement  was 
come  to  which  disposed  of  a  good  deal 
of  the  difference  between  the  Porte  and 
ourselves.  How  far  the  agreement  went 
I  am  unable  to  say,  as  the  telegrams  are 
somewhat  confusing ;  and  I  am  afraid 
that  if  I  went  into  details  I  might  pos- 
sibly give  an  inaccurate  impression.  The 
negotiations,  however,  are  going  on  very 
favourably,  and  I  hope  that  when  Par- 
liament meets  after  the  holidays  I  shall 
be  able  to  lay  further  information  before 
your  Lordships. 

UYDE  PARK  CORNER  (NEW  STREETS) 

BILL.— (No.  79.) 

{The  Lord  Hcnnikcr.) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (according  to 
OrderJ. 
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LoKD  HENNIEEB,  who  bad  girea  pariali  than  it  could  poBsibly  bo  to  St. 
Notice  to  move  to  disagree  to  the  Amend-  Martin's,  and  the  extra  coat  thrown  on 
ments  proposed  bj  the  Select  Oommittee  St.  Qeorge'e  was  bo  small  that  he  hoped 
on.  the  Bill,  said,  it  was  always  a  rather  that  parish  would  be  ready  to  pay  what 
strong  measure  to  attack  the  decision  of  was  asked  of  them,  rather  than  allow  the 
a  Committee  of  the  House,  particularly  question  to  be  hung  up  indefinitely. 
euoh  a  Committee  as  sat  on  this  Bill.  Taking  a  disinterested  view  of  the  ques- 
The  Office  of  Works  felt  very  strongly  tion,  it  did  not  seem  fair  that  a  new  pre- 
that  it  was  most  important  to  pass  this  cedent  should  be  created  for  the  Metro- 
Bill  this  Session,  and  he  wished  it  to  be  politan  Board  of  Works,  or  that  parishes 
distinctly  understood  that  he  in  no  waj  uke  Poplar  and  others  in  the  MetropoU- 
visbed  to  say  anything  against  the  deci-  tan  area  should  be  asked  to  maintain  aa 
sion  of  the  Committee,  who,  no  doubt,  improTcment  which  was  of  no  benefit  to 
bad  decided  as  they  thought  right  from  them.  There  was  no  parallel  precedent 
the  evidence  placed  before  them.  He,  that  he  knew  of  in  the  history  of  the 
however,  made  an  appeal  to  the  House  Board  of  Works,  except  that  of  the 
and  to  the  Members  of  the  Select  Com-  Thames  Embankment,  where  the  Board 
mittee  to  alloiv  the  Bill  to  pass  on  the  kept  the  roadway  up ;  but  this  was  a  very 
ground  of  expedient^.  The  Bill  was  in-  exceptional  case.  It  was  true  that  the 
troduced  in  1883,  1884,  and  1885.  He  Board  paid  some  part  of  the  cost  of  the 
merely  mentioned  this  to  sho-w  how  long  maintenance  of  Westminster  Bridge; 
the  question  had  been  pending,  how  but  this  was  not  a  fair  precedent,  as  the 
much  difficulty  there  had  been  in  dealing  circumstances  were  different.  Their 
with  it,  and  that  it  seemed  to  be  quite  Lordships  would  have  noticed  that  the 
time  that  some  conclusion  should  be  Metropolitan  Members  had  met  and  de- 
come  to  on  what  was,  after  all,  a  email  cided  to  oppose  the  Amendments  made 
matter.  It  was  only  necessary  for  him  in  their  Lordships'  House.  He  supposed 
to  say  what  had  happened  last  Session  the  Committee  there  would  not  go  back 
and  this  Session.  In  18t>6  the  Bill  was  from  their  decision  under  the  circum- 
introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons,  stances.  He,  therefore,  made  a  strong 
but  was  altered  in  Committee,  so  that  appeal  to  the  House  to  let  the  Bill  go 
the  cost  of  maintaining  the  roads  was  back  to  the  House  of  Commons  aa  it 
thrown  on  the  parish  of  St.  George's,  came  from  there,  and  to  the  Members 
Hanover  Square,  and  the  Metropolitan  of  the  Committee  not  to  press  their 
Board  of  Works  in  equal  parts.  When  views,  so  that  the  Bill  might  pass  in  the 
the  Bill  came  to  the  House  of  Lords  the  form  which  appeared  to  be  the  most 
Committee  of  this  House  rejected  this  aci^eptable  solution  of  the  question  which 
proposal.  The  Bill  was  accordingly  lost,  at  present  had  been  proposed.  His 
This  Session  it  was  ^oin  introduced  into  Lordship  concluded  by  moving  the 
the  House  of  Commons  in  exactly  the  rejection  of  the  Amendments  proposed, 
same  form  in  which  it  left  it  last  Session,  j/owrf,  "  To  disagree  to  the  Am  end - 
and  the  Committee  to  which  it  was  re-  nj^nts  proposed  by  the  Select  Committee 
ferred  reversed  the  decision  of  last  year,  ^n  the  BilI."-(7'A*  Lord  Senniker.) 
and  made  St.  Qeorge's,  Hanover  Square,  „  „  ^^-,„^^  .,  ,,  , 
pay  two-thirds  of  the  cost  and  St.  Martin-  ^  ^^^  ^-^^  "^  JEESET  said,  that  as 
m-the-Fields  one-third.  When  it  came  Glj""nan  of  and  as  representing  the 
to  the  House  of  Lords  they  reversed  last  °^'«'''  Committee,  they  had  not  to  con- 
year's  decision  and  altered  the  Bill,  so  «"^,«^  ^he  question  of  expediency,  but  to 
that  St.  George's  was  to  pay  three-sixths,  endeavour  to  come  to  a  decision  on  fair 
St.  Martin's  one-sixth,  and  the  Metro-  and  equitable  grounds.  He  did  not  wish 
politan  Board  of  Works  two-sixths  of  J?  disregard  the  appeal  made  by  Uie 
the  expense.  Their  Lordships  would  see  Government  on  the  ground  of  expedi- 
that  the  decisions  in  each  House  of  last  ^"''J' '  ^°'^„<?,°  that  ground  'Jone-m  orfer 
year  were  exactly  reversed  this  Session.  '1"'^  the  BiU  might  be  passed  this  Ses- 
This  again  showed  the  great  difficulty  "ion  and  become  law,  the  Committee  did 
there  had  been  in  coming  to  a  conclusion,  ^°\  Propoae  to  ask  their  Lordships  to 
and  the  almost  impossibility  of  coming  ">«'«'  "I»°  t^eir  AmendmsnU. 
to  a  mora  satisfactory  settlement,  St.  ^oiioa  agreed  le;  Amendments  Md^a- 
George's  had  always  been  ready  to  pay  tived;  Bill  rirporfeif  without  Amendment, 
half  the  cost ;  it  was  much  more  an  im-  and  to  be  read  3*  on  Tlmreiay  the  9lh  of 
proremont  for  the  advantage  of  that  |  Jane  next.  ^^ 
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TITHE  RENT-CHARGE  BILL.— (No.  54.) 

{The  Marquess  of  Salisbury.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Moved,  *^  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  upon  the 
said  Bill." — {The  Marquees  of  Salisbury,) 

Lord  BEABOUKNE  said,  he  must 
ask  the  permission  of  their  Lordships  to 
make  a  few  remarks  on  the  general 
scope  and  character  of  the  Bill.     He 
must  confess  that  he  was  rather  disap- 
pointed on  the  occasion  of  the  second 
reading.     He  came  down  to  the  House 
fully  prepared  and  expecting  to  hear  an 
exhaustive  debate  on  the  principle  in- 
volved in  the  Bill,  which,  he  thought, 
the  importance  of  the  subject  deserved. 
The  House  was  well  filled,  and  several 
Members  of  the  Episcopal  Bench  were 
present ;  but,  to  his  surprise,  the  Prime 
Minister  moved  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  without  a  word  of  comment,  the 
Question  was  promptly  put  from  the 
Chair,  and  that  stage  of  the  Bill  was 
passed  with  a  celerity  which,  he  humbly 
submitted,  was  hardly  respectful  to  the 
great  interests  which  were  involved.     It 
was  under  these  circumstances  that  he 
humbly  craved  the  indulgence  of  their 
Lordships,  and  he  did  so  for  a  special 
reason.     It  appeared  to  him  that  this 
Bill  touched  the  fringe  of  a  great  ques- 
tion, and  touched  it  in  such  a  manner  as 
would  infallibly  cause  it  to  be  brought 
prominently    before    the    public    in    a 
manner  not  contemplated  by  the  framers 
of  the  Bill.     In  his  introductory  speech 
the  Prime  Minister  told  their  Lordships 
that  the  Bill  related  to  a  subject  which 
had  recently  attracted  considerable  at- 
tention —  namely,   the    incidence    and 
the  mode  of  collection  of  tithe.      But 
why  had  this  question  attracted  con- 
siderable interest?    Because  the  unusual 
and    long-continued    depression   which 
had   fallen  on  the    agricultural    com- 
munitv  had  caused  tithe  rent-charges  to 
be  collected  with  less  facility  than  here- 
tofore, and  because,  also,  whereas  the 
tithe  rent- charge  at  the  time  of  its  com- 
mutation was  calculated  on  the  price  of 
certain  agricultural  produce,  the  price 
of  that  produce  had  fallen  considerably 
in  value.     If,  in  these  circumstances,  the 
noble  Marquess  had  thought  it  right  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  for  the  re-valuation  of 


tithes,  or  if  he  had  thought  it  well  to 
cause  any  alteration  to  be  made  in  the 
basis  on  which  they  were  collected,  or, 
if  objecting  to  such  an   alteration,  he 
had  proposed  a  Select  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  possibly  the  public  mind  might 
have  been  for  the  moment  satisfied.  But 
the  noble  Marquess  had  taken  a  very 
different  course.     He  had  declared  that 
tithe  was  not  excessive ;  that  at  the  time 
of  the  commutation  the  landowners  made 
a  good  bargain;  and  he  met  the  dis- 
tress of  the  agriculturists  and  the  com- 
plaints of  the  tithepayers  by  the  singu- 
lar device  of  increasing  the  security  of 
the  titheowners.     Such  a  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding would  hardly  be  lound  satisfy- 
ing ;  and  he  believed  it  would  be  found 
that,  in  proposing  what  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  done,  he  had  made  an  inno- 
vation which  would  at  once  be  noted  by 
his  opponents.    For  the  first  time  in  the 
history  of  this  country  the  noble  Mar- 
quess   practically    divorced    the    tithe 
from    the    land,    made    it    a    personal 
debt  recoverable  from    an    individual, 
and  thus,  he  feared,  inserted  the  thin 
end    of   the  wedge,   upon  which    the 
hammers  of  the  friends  of  Disestablish- 
ment would  hereafter    be  busily   em- 
ployed.    The  novelty  of  the  principle 
thus  introduced  by  the  noble  Marquess 
— the  whole  tenour  of  his  Bill,  and,  in- 
deed, the  very  basis  upon  which  it  rested 
— obliged  him  (Lord  Braboume)  to  eay 
a  few  words  upon  the  general  question 
of  tithe  as  it  bore  upon  this  particular 
measure.     It   was  necessary  to  do  so, 
both   on   account  of  something   which 
had  happened  in  the  past,  and  of  some- 
thing which  would  certainly  happen  in 
the  future.     That  which  had  happened 
in  the  past  was  this — that  the  advocates 
of  Disestablishment  and  the  defenders  of 
the  Church  had  put  forward  statements 
concerning  tithe  so  contradictory  as  to 
confuse  and  mystify  the  public  mind  on 
the  subject.  That  which  would  happen  in 
the  future  was  this — that  when  this  Bill 
went  down  to  the  other  House  it  would 
be  carefully  scrutinized  and  discussed  by 
men  who  held  different  views,  and  he 
submitted  that  it  was  hardly  wise — nay, 
hardly  creditable  to  their  Lordships — that 
they  should  proceed   to  legislate  as  if 
there  was  only  one  side  to  the  question. 
While  he  thought  that  the  advocates  of 
Disestablishment  had  put  forth  many 
statements  difficult  to  substantiate,  he 
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was  bound  to  say,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  the  defenders  of  the  Church  had 
not  always  assumed  a  position  whioh 
was  entirely  impreguable.  No  doubt, 
many  of  their  Lordships  had  read  the 
defence  of  the  Church  which  had 
emanated  from  the  pen  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  who  had  recently 
occupied  the  Woolsack  (the  Earl  of  Sel- 
borne).  It  would  be  presumptuous  in 
him  (Lord  Brabourne)  to  speak  of  the 
ability  and  research  displayed  in  that 
book,  because  nothing  but  research 
and  ability  would  be  expected  from 
such  a  quarter.  But,  even  in  that 
volume,  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  he  detected,  something  of  the 
dogmatic  tone  which  prevailed  in  the 
writings  of  ecclesiastical  authorities. 
Statements  were  made  concerning  facts 
which  had  always  been  in  dispute,  as 
if  those  facts  were  beyond  all  doubt  and 
controversy,  whilst  writers  who  had  ar- 
rived at  conclusions  different  from  those 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  were 
summarily  dismissed  as  ^'  uncritical 
writers,"  and  their  statements  treated 
as  '4dle  stories."  There  was  a  notable 
instance  of  this  in  regard  to  this  very 
question  of  tithes.  There  was  a  very 
large  p«u:ty  in  this  country  who  would 
not  be  excluded  from  this  question,  and 
who  maintained  that  the  clergy  had  not 
the  exclusive  right  to  the  tithe,  but  that 
there  was  originally  a  division  of  the 
tithe  for  several  purposes.  They  were  in 
the  habit  of  quoting  the  famous  answer 
of  Pope  Gregory  the  Great  to  Augustine, 
in  which  he  stated  that  the  division  of 
the  offerings  made  by  the  faithful  at 
the  altar  should  be  fourfold — first,  a 
share  to  the  Bishop  and  his  family 
— propter  hoBpitalitatem  atque  suscep^ 
tionem  ;  secondly,  a  share  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  clergy  ;  thirdly,  the 
relief  of  the  poor ;  and,  fourthly,  the 
fabric  of  the  churches.  Afterwards, 
when  the  Bishops  were  supported  from 
other  resources,  their  share  was  elimi- 
nated, and  the  division  was  threefold. 
Now,  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  ad- 
mitted that  this  answer  was  given  by 
Pope  Gregory ;  he  admitted  that  this 
division  of  tithes  prevailed  in  parts  of 
Western  Christendom;  but  he  denied 
that  it  ever  existed  in  England.  He 
(Lord  Brabourne)  would  not  presume 
to  enter  into  an  argument  with  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl,  neither  would  he 
trouble  their  liordships  with  a  disserta- 


tion upon  the  Law  of  Tithes ;  but  he 
called  their  attention  to  these  facts  in 
order  that  they  might  be  aware  that  the 
exclusive  right  of  the  clergy  to  tithe  was 
still  challenged,  and  that  it  would  be 
unwise  to  discuss  this  question  as  if  the 
contrary  were  the  case.  In  his  humble 
judgment,  the  true  wisdom  of  the 
Church  of  England  would  be  to  rest  her 
claim  to  tithe,  not  on  the  appeals  of 
ecclesiastical  writers  to  a  history  whioh 
was  at  least  doubtful,  but  upon  a  law 
and  a  fact  which  were  beyond  doubt  or 
dispute.  The  law  to  which  he  referred 
was  the  Commutation  Act  of  1836,  which 
gave  the  Church  a  Parliamentary  title 
to  the  tithe,  though,  of  course,  at  the 
same  time  it  assumed  and  asserted  the 
right  of  Parliament  to  determine  the 
manner  in  which,  and  the  extent  to 
which,  tithes  should  be  levied.  And 
the  fact  to  which  he  alluded,  and  which 
he  believed  gave  to  the  Church  still 
greater  security,  was  a  fact  to  be  found 
in  the  exemplary  lives  of  her  clergy, 
their  conscientious  discharge  of  their 
duties,  and  the  liberal  and  generous 
spirit  in  which  their  incomes  were  spent 
among  their  people.  He  (Lord  Bra- 
bourne) believed  that  there  never  was, 
at  any  time  or  in  any  country,  a  class 
of  men  who  bestowed  a  larger  propor- 
tion of  their  incomes  in  charity  and  good 
works  than  did  the  clergy  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  he  should  in- 
deed regret  it  if  any  legislation  of  that 
House  should  diminish  their  influence, 
or  lessen  their  powers  of  well-doing. 
It  was,  therefore,  in  no  spirit  of  hostility 
to  the  Church  that  he  (Lord  Brabourne) 
proceeded  to  comment  upon  the  Bill. 
His  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  had  stated  that,  at  the  time 
of  the  commutation  in  1836,  the  land- 
owners had  made,  and  still  had,  a  good 
bargain.  He  ventured  to  say,  on  the 
one  hand,  that  a  good  bargain  had  been 
made  by  the  Church.  It  was  easy 
enough  to  point  to  the  value  of  tithes 
before  the  commutation,  and  to  show  by 
figures  that  the  Church  afterwards  re- 
ceived a  less  amount.  But  figures  were 
deceptive  things,  and  there  was  some- 
thing else  to  be  taken  into  consideration. 
Did  the  noble  Marquess  remember  what 
was  the  state  of  things  before  the  Com- 
mutation Act  ?  In  introducing  his  Bill 
Lord  John  Eussell  said  that  '*  the  objec- 
tion to  tithes  was  daily  increasing  in 
strength^  and  that  men  were  beooming 
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more  and  more  unwilling  to  pay  them." 
He  stated,  moreover,  emphatically,  in 
allusion  to  those  who  '^were  in  the 
habit  of  talking  of  the  absolute  right  to 
tithe,"  that,  in  his  opinion,  tithe  was 
"  the  property  of  the  nation,  although 
participated  in  by  individuals."  Well, 
at  the  time  of  the  Act  in  question 
voluntary  commutation  had  taken  place 
in  about  2,000  parishes  in  England. 
Over  the  greater  part  of  the  country 
tithe  was  still  taken  in  kind.  And  what 
did  that  mean  ?  That  in  a  very  large 
number  of  cases  the  clergyman  had 
either  to  secure  the  goodwill  of  his 
parishioners  by  a  considerable  sacrifice 
of  income,  or  to  run  a  grievous  risk  of 
forfeiting  that  goodwill  by  insisting 
upon  his  strict  legal  rights.  People 
talked  now  as  if  tithe  meant  the  tenth 
of  the  net  produce — that  was,  the  rea- 
lized produce  of  the  land.  It  was  no 
such  thing.  It  was  the  tenth  of  the 
gross  produce  to  which  the  clergyman 
had  a  right— he  could  take  the  tenth 
sheaf  of  wheat,  the  tenth  cock  of  hay, 
the  tenth  lamb,  and  so  on,  down  to  the 
tenth  Qg^ ;  and,  if  time  permitted,  he 
(Lord  Braboume)  could  tell  their  Lord- 
ships some  laughable  stories  as  to  the 
deception  which  was  sometimes  prac- 
tised in  these  matters.  But  then  the 
clergyman  had  to  convert  the  produce 
into  money  as  he  could.  Many  of  their 
Lordships  could  doubtless  remember  the 
old  barns  and  premises  which  used  to 
stand  in  the  vicinity  of  country  rectories. 
What  did  those  mean  ?  They  were  the 
places  in  which  the  tithe  produce  was 
stored,  and  in  which  took  place  the  pro- 
cess of  conversion  into  money.  They  re- 
presented the  trouble  and  expense  to 
which  the  clergyman  was  put,  plus  the 
actual  expense  of  collecting  the  tithe, 
and  they  represented  something  more — 
those  barns  and  premises  represented  an 
item  of  repairs  and  dilapidations  which 
greatly  reduced  the  income  of  a  clergy- 
man, apart  from  the  actual  cost  already 
named.  All  this  the  clergyman  entirely 
got  rid  of  by  the  Act  of  1836,  and  he 
had  since  received  his  money  without 
any  of  the  enormous  trouble  and  expense 
which  before  that  Act  he  was  obliged  to 
encounter.  But  he  gained  something 
more.  Besides  the  Parliamentary  title 
to  tithes  acquired  under  that  Act,  the 
Church  got  quit  of  that  friction  which 
had  previously  existed  between  the 
clergy  and  their  parishioners,  and  which 
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was  of  very  serious  imp-  rt.  The  Church 
had,  indeed,  made  no  bad  bargain  under 
the  Act  of  1836,  even  if  there  had  been 
some  sacrifice  of  actual  income.  That 
was  the  opinion  at  the  time,  and  if  noble 
Lords  would  take  the  trouble  to  refer  to 
the  debates,  they  would  find  that  the  Bill 
was  constantly  referred  to  as  *'  the  Clergy- 
man's Bill,"  on  account  of  the  belief 
which  was  entertained  that  it  was 
favourable  to  the  interests  of  the  clergy. 
In  his  (Lord  Brabourne's)  opinion,  not 
only  was  the  Act  in  question  beneficial 
to  the  Church,  but  the  friction  between 
the  clergy  and  their  parishioners  had 
become  so  great  as  to  be  almost  unbear- 
able ;  and  if  some  such  well-considered 
measure  had  not  been  passed  at  the 
time,  he  felt  confident  that  serious  mis- 
chief would  have  ensued,  and  that  the 
position  of  the  advocates  of  Disestab- 
lishment would  have  been  far  stronger 
to*day  than  was  happily  the  case.  The 
noble  Marquess  had  stated  that  this  was 
legitimately  an  owner's  and  not  an  occu- 
pier's ^tax.  The  same  thing  was  clearly 
stated  in  the  noble  and  learned  Earl's 
(the  Earl  of  Selbome's)  pamphlet.  He 
said — 

**  The  rent  of  tithe-free  land  is  always  greater 
than  that  of  land  subject  to  tithe  ;  if  there  were 
uo  tithe,  the  landowner,  and  not  the  occupier, 
would  have  the  benefit." 

Now,  that  was  not  exactly  the  form  in 
which  the  matter  presented  itself  to  the 
agricultural  mind  in  this  time  of  dis- 
tress. Take  the  case  of  a  farmer  who 
was  paying  30«.  an  acre  for  his  farm — 
20«.  in  rent  and  10«.  in  tithe,  and  in 
many  cases  the  tithe  actually  bore  a 
higher  proportion  to  the  rent  than  that. 
Now,  in  many  such  cases  the  occupier 
had  received  a  reduction  from  20«.  to 
15«.  in  his  rent,  so  that  this  25  per  cent 
reduction  brought  his  total  payment 
down  to  25«.  per  acre.  He  could  not 
expect  to  obtain  a  similar  reduction 
from  the  titheowner.  But  he  knew 
perfectly  well  that  if  there  were  no  such 
thing  as  tithe,  and  that  it  had  been  30«. 
per  acre  paid  to  one  man,  his  reduction 
would,  in  all  probability,  have  been 
from  30«.,  not  to  25«.,  but  to  20«.,  be- 
cause it  was  much  easier  to  get  a  reduc- 
tion from  one  man  to  whom  the  whole 
30«.  was  payable  than  from  two  men  who 
divided  the  receipts  in  the  proportion 
of  20tf.  to  one  and  10«.  to  the  other. 
That  was  the  practical  way  in  which  the 
question  presented  itself  to  the  occupier; 
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or,  put  it  in  another  way,  if  there  were 
no  tithe    the  landowner  could   better 
afford  to  let  his  land  for  20«.  per  acre 
to  the  occupier  than  he  could  afford  to 
let  it  at  I5t.  or  16«.  with  a  payment  upon 
it  of  10«.  per  acre  to  the   titheowner. 
No  doubt  the  intention  of  the  Act  of 
1836  was  that  the  occupier  should  pay 
the  tithe  and  deduct   it  from  his  rent. 
In  practice,  the  landowner  let  his  land 
at  a  lower  rate  than  he  otherwise  would 
have  done,  and  the  tenant  undertook  to 
pay  the  tithe.    It  was  thus  practically 
made  an  occupier's  debt,  which  could  be 
recovered,  just  as  rent,    by   distraint. 
But  was  this  so  wholly  wrong  ?    Tithe, 
in  its  origin,  was  not  a  charge  upon  the 
land,  but  upon  the  produce  of  the  land ; 
and  it  did  not  seem  unwise  or  unjust 
that,    upon     whomsoever    the    burden 
should  ultimately  fall,  it  should,  in  the 
first    instance,   be  discharged   by    and 
through  the  person  who  dealt  directly 
with  the  produce — namely,  the  occupier. 
Moreover,  it  was  much  more  convenient 
that  it  should  be  so,  inasmuch  as  the 
occupier  was  almost  always  resident  upon 
the  land,  whilst  the  landlord  was  con- 
stantly non-resident.    Now,  what  good 
would  this  Bill  effect  in  that  respect  ? 
He  (Lord  Braboume)  did  not  understand 
that  it  was  proposed  to  interfere  with 
the  contract  which  might  be  made  be- 
tween man  and  man.      If  such  inter- 
ference were  contemplated,    it    would 
probably  be  evaded ;  but  if  not,  what 
would  probably  be  done?    The  land- 
owner would  still,  for  obvious  reasons, 
desire  to  keep  before  his  tenants'  eyes 
what  the  land  was  paying  for  rent  and 
for  tithe  separately.     He  would,  there- 
fore, say  to  his  tenant — **  We  will  keep 
the  rent  as  it  is,  and  as  the  Legislature  has 
now  directed  that  the  tithe  is  to  be  paid 
through  me  and  not  through  you,  I  will 
pay  it,  and  we  will  have  a  covenant  in 
our  agreement  that  you  shall  pay  me  an 
equivalent  for  that  tithe  in  our  annual 
settlement  of  rent."    The  payments  will 
thus  be  still  kept  separate — the  occupier 
will  know,  as  he  now  knows,  what  he  is 
practically  paying  on  account  of  tithe, 
and  all  that  you  will  have  effected  by 
this  Bill  will  be  to  have  put  an  end  to 
an  arrangement  which,  upon  the  whole, 
has  been  proved  by  experience  to  be  the 
most    convenient    for  all   parties  con- 
cerned.    But  now  he  (Lord  Braboume) 
desired  to  call  their  Ivordships'  attention 


to  two  points  of  special  importance — 
first,  with  regard  to  the  owners;  and, 
secondly,  with  regard  to  the  remedy 
proposed  by  the  Bill  in  lieu  of  distraint. 
Now,  first,  as  to  the  owners,  who  were 
they?  Their  Lordships'  House  was 
frequently  designated  a  House  of  Land- 
owners; and  therefrom  some  persons 
"deduced  the  singular  argument  that  they 
were  unfit  to  legislate  upon  any  question 
relating  to  land.  But  he  earnestly  wished 
to  impress  this  upon  their  Lordships — 
that  they  were  not  now  dealing  with  a 
matter  which  concerned  only  large  land- 
owners. This  question  had  been  greatly 
misunderstood.  There  was  a  very  large 
number  of  small  landowners  in  this 
country.  The  most  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury)  was  recently 
endeavouring  to  show  that  the  reduction 
of  5  per  cent  to  owners  for  prompt  pay- 
ment was  unnecessary,  and  that  there 
was  practically  very  little  expense  and 
inconvenience  to  the  clergy  at  present  in 
the  collection  of  tithes.  To  show  that 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  took  10  parishes, 
taken  haphazard  from  five  different 
counties — two  from  each  county — and 
said  that  in  these  parishes,  out  of  883 
tithepayers,  upwards  of  700  were  owners 
of  the  land^  for  which  they  paid  tithes. 
And  he  went  on  to  say  that  out  of  58,000 
persons  who  paid  tithes  to  the  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners,  37,000,  or  nearly 
two-thirds,  were  owners.  Now,  these 
words  were  pregnant  with  meaning  and 
instruction.  Let  their  Lordships  examine 
a  little  more  closely  into  this  question  of 
small  owners.  Take  the  case  of  any 
parish  in  which  there  were  men  occupy- 
ing 10,  20,  50,  or  100  acres,  which  he 
would  call  a  small  occupation.  Now, 
if  these  men  were  the  tenants  of  a  large 
owner,  the  clergyman's  tithe  was  prac- 
tically secure.  It  was  not  from  them 
that  the  difficulty  arose.  And  why? 
Because  the  landowner  and  his  agent 
knew  perfectly  well  that  if  the  tenant 
left  at  Michaelmas  with  his  tithe  unpaid, 
the  titheowner  could  recover  it  from 
the  land.  Therefore,  the  land  agent 
who  knew  his  duty  would  take  care  that 
no  tenant  leaving  a  farm  received  his 
valuation  from  an  incoming  tenant  until 
he  could  produce  the  receipt  for  his 
tithe,  just  as  much  as  for  his  rent.  So 
the  clergyman  had  the  landowner  and 
his  agent  standing  between  himself  and 
the  occupier,  and  his  tithe  was  secure. 
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But  now  take  the  case  of  men  holding 
10,  20,  50,  or  100  acres  of  their  own. 
These  men  were  amongst  the  most  suf- 
fering of  the  whole  community.  The 
legislation  of  the  last  40  years,  whether 
it  was  right  or  wrong,  had  been  all  in 
favour  of  the  consumer,  and  had  pressed 
most  cruelly  upon  the  British  producer. 
Those  small  owners  of  land  had  felt  the 
full  pressure  and  weight  of  this  legisla- 
tion. They  had  been  ground  down  to 
the  ground.  In  an  immense  number  of 
cases  they  had  been  obliged  to  mortgage 
their  small  properties  up  to  the  hilt,  and 
they  were  crippled  by  the  payment  of 
interest  which  was  higher  than  would 
have  been  their  rent  if  they  had  been 
the  tenants  of  a  large  landowner.  Now, 
to  these  men,  the  payment  of  5«.,  6«.,  8«., 
or  10«.  per  acre  tithe  was  a  grievous  bur- 
den, and  it  was  with  them  that  the  chief 
difficulty  arose.  What  relief  was  offered 
them  by  this  Bill?  Not  one  fraction. 
Bemember,  moreover,  that  this  class  of 
small  owners  was  one  which  many 
people  thought  it  was  most  desirable 
to  extend  and  encourage.  But  the 
only  change  which  this  Bill  proposed 
to  make  in  their  condition  was  a 
change  for  the  worse.  He  (Lord  Bra- 
bourne),  being  no  lawyer,  spoke  with 
diffidence  upon  legal  points  ;  but  he 
apprehended  that  when  tithe  was  made 
a  simple  debt,  and  a  man  was  made  per- 
sonally liable,  as  proposed  by  the  Bill,  it 
meant  that  all  his  resources  must  be 
called  upon  to  defray  the  debt,  and  that 
failing  payment  he  must  suffer  in  his 
person.  So  that  what  this  Bill  would  do 
would  be  to  make  the  small  owner  per- 
sonally liable,  and  all  his  property, 
whatever  it  might  be,  liable,  for  a  debt 
which,  at  present,  attached  only  to  that 
part  of  his  property  which  happened  to 
be  in  land.  He  (Lord  Brabourne)  could 
not  help  thinking  that  his  noble  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  had  felt 
this  to  be  a  hardship,  and  had  had  this 
class  of  small  owners  in  view  when  he 
proposed  that  5  per  cent  reduction  should 
be  allowed  for  payment  within  3  months. 
If  he  (Lord  Brabourne)  had  introduced 
this  Bill,  he  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  he  should  have  proposed  relief  to 
the  tithepayer  in  that  form  ;  but  as  the 
noble  Marquess  had  done  so,  he  could 
not  but  regret  that  he  had  withdrawn  it 
at  the  very  first  blast  of  clerical  opposi- 
tion. There  was  something  to  be  said 
on  both  sides.     Where  the  clergyman 
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had  incurred  small  or  no  expense  in 
collecting  his  tithes,  ou  account  of  the 
paucity  of  owners  from  whom  he  had  to 
collect,  no  doubt  the  effect  would  have 
been  that  he  would  have  been  giving  5 
per  cent  to  his  tithepayers  without 
equivalent  advantage  to  himself.  In 
other  words,  he  would  just  now  be  giving 
a  reduction  of  5  per  cent,  where  his  lay 
brethren  were  giving  20  and  25  per 
cent  reduction  in  their  rents.  But  if  he 
had  been  obliged  to  incur  expense  and 
trouble  in  collection,  this  would  have 
been  saved  to  him ;  and,  moreover,  there 
would  have  been  the  inducement  to 
small  and  struggling  owners  to  strain 
every  nerve  to  pay  quickly,  and  thus 
obtain  their  5  per  cent,  instead  of  de- 
ferring payment  until  the  last  possible 
moment.  Moreover,  as  there  was  going 
to  be  a  new  security  given  to  the  Church, 
this  proposal  of  5  per  cent  reduction  did 
not  seem  wholly  unreasonable,  and  would 
have  been  hailed  as  some  earnest  of  sym- 
pathy with  the  distressed  agriculturists 
on  the  part  of  the  Legislature.  He  there- 
fore regretted  that,  having  been  pro- 
posed, it  had  been  so  summarily  with- 
drawn. And  now  he  (Lord  Brabourne) 
came  to  that  which  had  been  heralded 
forth  as  the  great  boon  to  be  given  by 
the  Bill — namely,  the  abolition  of  dis- 
tress for  tithe.  He  confessed  that  he 
was  rather  a  heretic  in  that  matter.  He 
very  much  doubted  whether  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  power  of  distraint  was  going 
to  do  all  the  good  which  was  expected. 
He  had  no  figures  to  show  to  their  Lord- 
ships upon  this  subject;  and,  if  he  had, 
he  doubted  if  he  should  trouble  them 
with  figures  which  were  apt  to  mislead. 
But  many  of  the  cases  of  distraint  in  the 
counties  of  Kent  and  Sussex  had  been 
with  respect  to  **  Extraordinary  Tithe," 
with  which  this  Bill  did  not  deal.  It 
had  been  dealt  with  last  year  by  a  Bill 
which  he,  for  one,  had  weakly  accepted, 
because  he  found  that  the  whole  Bench 
of  Bishops  were  unanimously  in  its 
favour,  but  which  he  believed  to  be 
one  of  the  most  unjust  Bills  ever  placed 
upon  the  Statute  Book.  Extraordinary 
tithe  essentially  related  to  a  specially 
remunerative  kind  of  produce,  of  which 
the  occupier  got  the  benefit ;  and  the 
Bill  in  question  had  placed  a  permanent 
charge  upon  the  land  after  the  remu- 
nerative crop  had  ceased  to  be  grown, 
and  when  it  had  probably  rendered  the 
land  less  valuable  for  the  future.    But 
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they  wore  now  dealing  only  with  ordi- 
nary tithe,   and  he  could  not  say  how 
many  cases    of   distraint  had    recently 
occurred.     As  lie  understood  the  present 
measure,  it  substituted  for  distraint  the 
ordinary  process  of  the  County  Courts. 
Now,    he    (Lord    Brabourne)    believed 
that     recalcitrant    tithepayers     would 
bo  much    less  in    fear  of  the   County 
Court  than  they  were  at  present  of  dis- 
traint.    Distraint  was  a  very  disagree- 
able thing.     It   was   very   unpleasant 
to  have   bailiffs   in  possession  of  your 
premises,  and  to  have  your  goods  sold 
to   defray   your  debts.      But,   because 
it    was   80   disagreeable,    people    were 
the  more  anxious  to  avoid  it,  and  the 
remedy,  though  short  and  sharp,  was 
effective.      A  man  would  generally  pre- 
fer to  pay  his  tithe,  rather  than  submit 
to  this  process.     But  proceedings  in  the 
County  Court  did  not  come  home  to  him 
nearly  so  soon,  whilst  they  put  the  per- 
son who  instituted  them  to  considerable 
trouble  and   annoyance.       First,  there 
was  the  summons  to  be  taken  out,  and 
the  debt  proved.      If  that  was  done,  an 
order  was  generally  made  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  debt  by  instalments.     Per- 
haps these  were  paid  at  first,  and  then 
suspended.     Then  came  another  appli- 
cation to  the  Court,  and,  finally,  a  judg- 
ment summons  was  issued.     Upon  that 
a  month  was  usually  given  before  the 
expiration  of  which  the  debt  was  to  be 
paid.     During  all  that  time  the  clergy- 
man would  be  placed  in  the  invidious 
position  of  prosecuting  his  parishioner, 
and  if,  at  the  end  of  the  month,  the  debt 
was  not  paid,  he  did  not  recover  his  debt 
as  he  did  by  distraint,  but  the  remedy 
was  the  committal  of  the    non- paying 
tithepayer  to  prison  for  14  days.      He 
very  much  questioned  the  advantage  to 
the  Church  of  this  change.      It  would 
enable  people  who  objected  to  the  pay- 
ment of  tithes  to  pose  as  martyrs,  and 
would  be  not  unlikely  to  give  rise  to  an 
agitation    of    which    the    consequences 
could  not  be  foreseen.     He  much  feared 
that  the  change  would  be  productive  of 
very  little  advantage.  And  no  w  there  was 
only  one  more  detail   of  the  Bill  with 
which  he  must  trouble  their  Lordships. 
He  alluded  to  the  Eedemption  Clauses. 
He  had  seen  with  some  surprise  that 
these  had    been    objected    to    by    the 
clergy,  for  they  appeared  to  him  (Lord 
Brabourne)  rather  favourable  than  other- 
wise to  the  Church.  Let  him  take  a  case, 
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The  noble  Marquess  proposed  that  20 
times  the  value  of  the  apportioned  rent- 
charge  should  be  the  price  of  redemp- 
tion—that was  to  say,  that  for  £100  of 
rent-charge  an  owner  would  pay  £2,000, 
or  20  years'  purchase.  But  as,  at  present, 
the  value  of  the  £100  was  about  £87, 
the  actual  number  of  years'  purchase 
would  be  23  and  not  20.     But  the  value 
of  the  rent-charge  was  falling,  and  com- 
petent judges  expected  it  would  ere  long 
be  at  £7.'),  or  even  at  £70,  which  would 
make  the  number  of  years'  purchase 
considerably  greater.     A  man  who  was 
about  to  redeem  tithe  rent-charge  would 
have  to  take  this  falling  value  into  ac- 
count.    Moreover,  when  the  tithe  was 
roJeemed  he  would  no  longer  have  to 
point  to  this  charge,  when  letting  his 
land,  as  some  criterion  for  the  rent ;  and 
though  this  seemed  to  matter  little,  in 
reality  it  was  of  some  moment,  and  a 
person  hiring  the  land  would  not  take 
into  account  the  sum  which  an  owner 
had   paid   to  redeem  tithe,  though  he 
would  necessarily  take  into  account  the 
annual  charge  so  long  as  it  existed.  But 
there  was  something  more.     One  of  the 
great  complaints  of  the  clergy  was  that 
their  tithe  rent-charge  was  rated  up  to 
its  full  value.  Now,  as  soon  as  the  clergy- 
men had  received  and  invested  his  re- 
demption money  it  would  no  longer  be 
rateable.     But  as  the  same  amount  of 
rates  would  still  have  to  be  raised,  it 
followed  that  a  larger  amount  would 
fall  upon  the  land  upon  which  the  tithe 
rent-charge  had  been  redeemed.  Taking 
this  into  account,  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Marquess   would  not  work   out 
very  advantageously  to  the  landowner, 
and   he  would  think   once,  twice,  and 
three  times  before  he  redeemed  upon 
the  proposed  terms.    But  now  look  at  it 
from  the  other  side.      The  clergyman 
would  receive  a  capital  sum  of  £2,000, 
instead  of  £87  per  annum   now  paid. 
But  this  £87  was  likely  to  fall  to  £75. 
If  his  investments  were  restricted,  he 
might  not  be  able  to  get  more  than  3}^ 
per  cent  for  his  £2,000,  which  would 
be  £70  instead  of  £75.     But  he  would 
at  once   obtain    immunity  from    rates 
which  could  not  be  calculated  at  less  than 
10  per  cent  on  the  average;    so  that, 
when  the  question  came  to  be  closely 
worked  out,  it  would  be  found  that  the 
actual  loss  to  the  clergyman  would  be 
very  small,  if  eventually  anything   at 
all.    But  would  he  gain  nothing,  indg- 
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pendently  of  pecuniary  considerations  ?   from    these    sources    wHo    contributed 
There  would  be  a  far  greater  security    nothing  to  the  Church,  and  the  land. 


for  his  new  investment  than  there  was 
for  his  rent-charge  to-day.     It  was  im- 
possible to  observe  what  was  passing 
daily  in  this  country  without  coming  to 
that  conclusion.     No  one  could  see  the 
attitude  taken  by  the  advocates  of  Dis- 
establishment without  foreseeing  future 
struggles.  He  (Lord  Braboume)  did  not 
wish  to  make  Party  allusions  in  this 
debate ;  but  he  could  not  help  feeling 
that  the  events  of  the  two  or  three  last 
years  had  shown  the  probability  that, 
at    any   moment,    political    exigencies 
might   throw  the   whole    weight   of  a 
powerful  Party  organization  into   the 
Disestablishment    scale,   and    that   we 
might  have  eminent  men  coming  for- 
ward and  pointing  to  particular  sen- 
tences in  their   past    speeches,   which 
proved  that  for  12  or  14  years  past  they 
had  not  uttered  a  word  against  the  prin- 
ciple of  Disestablishment.     Therefore  | 
it  was  that  he  (Lord  Braboume)  felt  sure 
that  anything  which  drew  the  Church 
and  her  revenues  outside  the  whirlpool 
of  political  agitation   and  political  in- 
trigue would  be  beneficial  to  the  Church, 
even  if  it  should  involve  some  sacrifice 
of  income,  and  therefore  it  was  that  he 
shouldrejoice  if  such  termsof  redemption 
could  be  offered  as  would  make  it  a  matter 
of  easy  and  early  accomplishment.     And 
now  he  had  only  a  few  words  to  say 
besides  thanking   their  Lordships  for 
the  indulgent  hearing  which  they  had 
given  him.     He  could  not  help  feeling 
that,  in  all  these  discussions,  they  were 
shirking  the  great  difficulty  which  really 
underlay  the  question  of  tithes.     There 
oould  be  no  doubt  that,  on  the  one  hand, 
the  burden  pressed    heavily  upon  the 
weaker  part  of   the  agricultural  com- 
munity in  its  present  depressed  condition, 
whilst,  on  the  other  hand,  the  incomes  of 
the  parochial  clergy  were  really  insuffi- 
cient for  the   calls  made  upon   them. 
What,  then,  was  the  real  truth  which 
lurked  behind  the  question?  It  was  this 
— that  if  a  National  Church  was  to  exist 
among  us  as  an  Establishment,  it  ought 
to  be  supported  by  all  kinds  of  national 
property.     When  tithes  were  first  given 
by  landowners,  and  afterwards  imposed 
as  a  charge  by  Popes  and  Synods,  land 
was  practically  the  only  property  in  the 
country.     That  had  long  ceased  to  be 
the  case.     Other  sources  of  wealth  had 
sprung  up ;  men  possessed  great  wealth 
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reduced  in  comparative  value,  still  bore 
the  whole  burden.     Why  should  that  be 
so?      There    was    but    one    answer — 
namely,  that  public  opinion  would  not 
allow  that   act  of  justice  to  be  done 
which  would  place  the  support  of  the 
National  Church  upon  the  general  na- 
tional  taxation.       No   Minister  would 
venture  to  propose  it,  because  the  Ke- 
presentatives  of  the   people  would  not 
entertain  the  proposition,  and  therefore 
it   must  be  considered   as  beyond   the 
range  of  practical  politics.    But  because 
that  was  so,  it    was  not  necessary  to 
trifle  with  the  subject  by  means  of  a 
Bill  which  gave  no  relief  to  those  who 
were  suffering.  In  the  present  depressed 
state  of    the   agriculturists,   this    Bill, 
which  only  sought  to  perpetuate   the 
present  system  and  to  stereotype  an  in- 
j  ustice,  would  not  be  received  with  any 
gratitude.     Such  a  Bill  might,  indeed, 
be  accepted  by  their  Lordships  on  the 
powerful  recommendation  of  the  noble 
Marquess ;  it  might  even  be  accepted 
by  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  be- 
cause,  for  other  reasons,   all  sensible 
men,  there  and  elsewhere,   desired  to 
keep  the  noble  Marquess  in  power ;  but 
it  was  a  Bill  which,  with  whatever  good 
intentions    it    might    have    been    con- 
ceived, would  neither  settle  the  ques- 
tion,  strengthen  the  Government,  nor 
satisfy  the  country.      He    (Lord    Bra- 
bourne)  would  not  take  upon  himself  the 
responsibility  of  moving  the  rejection  of 
this  Bill ;  but  if  such  a  Motion  should 
be  made  he  would  feel  bound  to  sup- 
port it. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury): 
In  moving  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill  without  making  any  observations,  I 
was  actuated  by  the  desire  to  spare 
your  Lordships  an  unnecessary  speech, 
as  I  had  already  spoken  on  the  question 
upon  the  first  reading,  and  I  think  I 
followed  the  rule  upon  such  matters.  As 
regards  the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend, 
(Lord  Braboume)  his  remarks  were 
more  properly  applicable  to  the  second 
reading,  and  I  regret  that  the  well- 
known  diffidence  of  the  noble  Lord  pre- 
vented him  making  his  speech  then.  I 
did  not  know  precisely  to  what  points  I 
ought  to  address  myself  in  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord,  because  he  took  a  Tery 
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wide  range.  I  understood  in  the  earlier 
part  of  his  speech  he  was  contending 
that  tithe  ought  to  be  divided  into  four 
parts,  of  which  only  one  part  should  go 
to  the  clergy,  and  that  we  ought  to  do 
that  on  the  strength  of  an  observation 
made  by  Pope  Gregory  the  Great  at  the 
end  of  the  sixth  century.  If  the  opposite 
doctrinehas  been  accepted  during  the  cen- 
turies that  have  since  elapsed,  I  think  that 
is  as  good  a  title,  based  on  prescription, 
as  the  clergy  could  wish  to  have.  The 
noble  Lord  spoke  of  the  enormous  ad- 
vantage which  the  Church  had  derived 
in  1836  from  getting  a  Parliamentary 
title.  I  am  not  quite  sure  that  I  appre- 
ciate the  advantages  of  a  Parliamentary 
title,  after  the  experience  of  recent  years. 
I  am  inclined  to  define  a  Parliamentary 
title  as  a  title  which  Parliament  thinks 
itself  entitled  to  upset ;  at  all  events  a 
prescription  of  1,000  years  seems  to  be 
superior  to  a  Parliamentary  title.  But 
then  a  change  seemed  to  come  over  the 
noble  Lord's  opinions  in  the  course  of 
his  speech,  and  he  makes  a  proposition 
which  would  make  the  hair  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  stand  on  end — 
namely,  that  the  payment  of  the  clergy 
should  be  put  on  the  general  taxation  of 
the  country.  Neither  of  these  two  pro- 
positions appears  to  me  to  be  sufficiently 
within  the  range  of  practical  politicd. 
Perhaps,  however,  the  best  thing  I  can 
do  in  answer  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  is  to  re-state,  in  a  very  few  words, 
what  the  object  of  the  Bill  is.  That  ob- 
ject is  to  relieve  both  the  titheowner  and 
the  farmer  from  grievances  under  which 
they  at  present  suffer — the  titheowner 
that  he  has  to  recover  a  tithe  from  the 
person  who  does  not  owe  it,  and  the 
farmer  from  the  grievance  that  though 
he  does  not  really  owe  it  he  is  called 
upon  to  pay  it.  I  am  aware  that  the 
farmer  is  put  into  that  position  by  his 
own  act — by  an  agreement  made  with  his 
landlord — out  the  inconvenience  of  the 
process  is  unquestionably  very  great, 
because  all  variations  in  the  amount  of 
tithe  fall  upon  the  farmer  and  are  felt 
by  him  in  bad  times,  causing  much  ex- 
asperation* owing  to  the  farmer  having 
to  bear  the  brunt  of  the  payment  at  a 
time  when  he  can  least  afford  it,  and 
leaving  him  subject,  if  he  does  not  pay 
it,  to  a  process — that  of  distraint — which 
we  know  from  experience  is  singularly 
calculated  to  excite  popular  feeling.  The 
agitation  is  going  on  in  Wales  and  in 


some  of  the  western  and  southern  coun- 
ties of  England  at  this  time.  I  could 
easily  produce  most  effective,  striking, 
and  I  might  almost  say  heartrending 
appeals  from  the  clergy  in  those  parts  of 
the  country,  asking  Parliament  to  come 
to  their  succour  by  providing  some  mode 
of  recovering  the  tithe  that  is  due  other 
than  that  of  levying  by  distraint,  as  the 
state  of  popular  feeling  makes  th  at  remedy 
almost  absolutely  useless,  involves  great 
expenditure,  and  leaves  a  bitterness  of 
feeling  behind  that  it  is  difficult  for  them 
to  overcome.  There  is  a  great  political 
danger  in  the  present  state  of  things.  It 
is  not  merely  that  the  clergy  cannot 
obtain  what  is  their  due,  and  that  a 
burden  is  placed  on  the  farmer  which 
appears  to  him  to  be  a  hardship,  but 
ill-feeling  is  thus  being  gradually 
fomented  against  one  of  the  institutions 
of  this  country  which  may  cause  great 
embarrassment  in  the  future.  It  is  to 
put  an  end  to  this  state  of  things  that 
the  present  Bill  is  introduced,  and  I  do 
not  believe  that  any  injustice  will  be 
caused  by  this  Bill.  There  can  be  no 
doubt  that  it  is  the  land  and  the  land 
only  that  is  liable  for  the  tithe.  The 
occupier  never  has  been,  and  is  not  now, 
by  law  liable.  What  is  liable  is  the 
gross  produce  of  the  land.  If  land 
yields  no  produce,  then  there  is  no  tithe 
due.  That  has  been  the  case  hitherto, 
and  that  will  still  be  the  case  under  this 
Bill.  Though  the  Bill  makes  the  land- 
owner liable  for  the  tithe,  it  really  only 
provides  a  change  of  procedure,  sub- 
stituting the  simpler  procedure  of  the 
County  Court  in  the  place  of  the  ancient 
and  exasperating  procedure  of  distraint. 
The  noble  Lord  raised  again  the  ques- 
tion whether  there  ought  not  to  be  a 
change  in  the  bargain  made  in  1836  on 
account  of  the  changed  circumstances 
since  that  time.  I  waited  for  him  to 
state  his  case,  and  I  expected  that  he 
would  produce  figures  to  show  that 
tithe  in  those  days  was  less  valuable 
than  it  has  become  since,  and  to  show 
the  difference  between  tithe  levied  under 
the  old  law  and  under  the  present  law. 
But  he  did  nothing  of  the  kind.  I  do 
not  think  that  this  can  be  shown.  I 
still  believe  that,  if  you  look  at  the 
prices  of  produce  as  it  is  now,  and  the 
prices  in  1836  you  will  find  that  prices 
are  still  higher  than  they  were  at  that 
time.  The  price  of  grain  has,  no  doubt, 
fallen,   but  the  other  produce  of  the 
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land  is  more  valuable  than  it  was  in 
1836,  and  therefore  the  settlement  of 
1836  is  more  advantageous  to  the  land- 
owner than,  if  he  remained  under  the 
old  law.  The  noble  Lord  did  not  make 
out  the  shadow  of  a  case  for  reopening 
the  question  of  valuation  and  tearing 
up  the  bargain  which  Parliament  made 
in  1836.  I  do  not  think  that  this 
Biiggostiou  of  the  noble  Lord  has  any 
support  in  this  House,  and  I  shall  not. 
therefore,  detain  your  Lordships  any 
longer  on  this  point.  I  acknowledge 
that  the  Bill  only  touches  the  fringe  of 
a  very  large  subject,  and  that  it  touches 
only  that  part  of  the  subject  with  which 
we  can  hope  most  successfully  to  deal 
with ;  but  I  deny  that,  because  the 
area  the  remedy  covers  is  small,  there- 
fore the  remedy  ought  not  to  be  applied, 
or  that,  because  certain  great  difficulties 
are  beyond  our  powers,  we  should  not 
address  ourselves,  where  we  can,  to 
solve  those  smaller  difficulties  which  are 
within  our  reach. 

Motion  agreed  to :  House  in  Committee 
accordingly. 

Clause  I  (Short  title). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Duke  of  Marl- 
iioRouoH,  Amendment  made,  in  page  1, 
line  23,  to  leave  out  C*'  personally  "). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 
Salirbuby,  Amendment  made,  in  page  1, 
line  5,  to  leave  out  (**  recovery"). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Personal  liability  of  owner 
of  lands  for  tithe  rent-charge). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  Amendment  made,  in  page  1, 
line  17,  to  leave  out  (**  occupier  of  the 
land  ")  and  insert  ('^  lands  liable  to  the 
payment  thereof  **). 

Amendment  moved^  in  page  1,  lines  19 
to  24,  leave  out  Sub-section  2. — {The 
Marquees  of  Salisbury,) 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY,  in 
opposing  the  Amendment,  said,  that  the 
Bill  gave  no  new  right  to  the  tithe- 
owner,  whose  only  remedy,  up  to  the 
present  time,  had  been  that  of  distraint. 
There  could  not  ba^greater  mistake 
than  to  assume  thajHjjmgland  was  par- 
oelled  out  among  large  landowners. 
Although  he  would  be  glad  to  see  a 
larger  number  of  owners,  there  were 
still  many  owners  who  were  not  large 
landowners,   and   it  was    really    those 

T^e  Marquees  of  Salisbury 


owners,  as  well  as  the  titheowners  and 
the  agriculturists,  who  were  suffering 
most  from  agricultural  depression.  They 
were  men  of  influence  in  their  various 
districts,  and  still  formed  a  yeoman 
class.  These  men  would  regret  the 
withdrawal  of  this  concession  as  a  great 
grievance,  and  the  withdrawal  of  it 
would  be  likely  to  prevent  the  passing 
of  the  Bill,  or  to  interfere  with  the 
working  of  it.  He  believed  that  the 
concession  embodied  in  the  sub-section 
was  only  a  just  and  wise  concession  to 
make. 

The  Bishop  of  LONDON,  in  support- 
ing the  Amendment,  said,  it  was  not  a 
one-sided  bargain,  because  account 
ought  to  be  taken  of  the  2nd  sub-section 
of  Clause  3 — which  limits  arrears  re- 
coverable to  the  profit  of  the  land.  That 
would  considerably  diminish  the  claims 
of  the  titheowner.  Hitherto,  his  claim 
had  stood  first,  replacement  of  farmers* 
capital  second,  the  profit  of  the  farmer 
third,  and  the  rent  of  the  landlord 
fourth.  But  the  2nd  sub-section  of 
Clause  3  put  the  tithe  rent-charge  after 
the  replacement  of  capital  and  after  the 
profit  of  the  farmer,  and  made  it  only 
precede  the  actual  rent.  At  present,  the 
claim  of  the  titheowner  was  a  perfectly 
clear  one ;  but,  under  the  Bill,  it  would 
be  a  question  for  the  Court  to  decide. 
There  was  no  doubt  there  would  be  a 
number  of  losses  under  the  2nd  sub- 
section of  the  3rd  clause. 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE,  who  had 
also  given  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  the  omission  of  this  sub-section, 
supported  the  Amendment. 

Lord  BR  AM  WELL  also  supported 
the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that  the 
titheowner  would  lose  5  per  cent,  for 
which  he  received  no  benefit  in  return, 
and  the  landowner  would  get  5  per  cent 
for  no  reason  whatever. 

LoLD  BRABOURNE  said,  he  hoped 
his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  consent  to  modif v,  in- 
stead  of  striking  out,  the  sub-section 
which  gave  the  5  per  cent  reduction  for 
prompt  payment.  Their  Lordships  could 
now  show  that  they  desired  to  benefit, 
not  themselves,  but  that  class  of  small 
owners  upon  whom  the  depression  of 
the  times  weighed  so  heavily.  He  would 
propose  that  the  section  should  be 
amended,  so  that  relief  should  be  given 
not  to  all  owners,  but  to  owners  of  less 
than  50  or  100  acres  of  land,  who  woulcl 
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noBNE,  the  following  Amendment  made:  The  MARQUBsa  of  SALISBURY  said, 

—In  Sub-section  5,   page  2,  line   39,  that  he  had  no  objection  to  accept  the 

after  ("therein  ")  add—  words. 

("  When  the  owner  of  any  land  in  his  own  Amendment  ogmd  to. 

occupation  haa  been  aaBPssed  to  the  poors  rate  «            i 

in  respect  thereof  on  a  valuation  oxceediog  tho  Amendment  moved, 

amount  of  tho  tithe  rcntcharge  for  any  such  In  line  30,  at  end  of  line  insert  as  a  separate 

period  of  twelve  months,  the  tithe  rentchargo  lub-seetion :  —  "  Arrears  of  tithe  rentiSarga 

shal!  not  be  deemed  to  eiceed  the  profit  of  the  may  be  recovered  in  tho  county  court  for  tha 

lands  during  such  period").  district  in  which  tha  knds  charged  with  such 

T          Tm  .  i-Ti-iTT  •irv)    ■         r              i  ^'^^^  rentcharge  or  any  part  of  such  lands  are  or 

L.*.KL  BEAUCHAMP,  in  reference  to  is  Bituate,  ani  may.  whatever  the  amount  of 

the  subject  under  notice,  said,  be  wished  such  arrears,  bo  recoverable  with  full  casta,  and 

to  point  out  that  the  section  which  gave  "l^^re  it  is  ahown  to  the  county  court  that  by 

tho  Court  power  to  make  orders  agaioal  ^"^"t""  "'"'«'■  "V.'T  ",■*'"'?. "' )''*  o-'ier  of 

.,      ,       .     *           ,. ,        .            -ji      f       ,i_  Buch  lands  or  of  the  aithciiliT  of  oscertuinmB 

the  landowner,  did  not   provide  for  the  (ho  person  vho  i.  thr  n^ner  thereof,  there  if 

ctisi'   of  rnrm«   ln'iiig    thrown  upon   the  lilirdy  tn  he  .Irlay  iu  tin:  piiyinint  i.f  any  sum 

landowner  in  a  bad  state  of  cultivation,  adjiiditMl  to  >"•  paid  f-r  aiu'b  iinnars.  the  court 

Bi.d   which   roqiiired   a   large   outlay   ti  ""'.''■  ''°  adjudginf-  i«ymcnl  of  the  arrears  .ir 

bring  them  int'.  a  good  atatr,  but  befon  *°>' '"™  '"/""P**'  **""^''  »''»«V'""  '"  '"■'" 

,,     .*         ,           ■     ?         ,        J             ,  event  of  the  non-pavmont  ot  suih  arruirB  or 

tbat  was  done,  had  produced  no  return  gam  within  tha  tiiuj  limited  l.v  the  judgment, 

During  the  pa^t  few  years  it  had  hap-  the  person  in  that  behalf  nuuicd  in  the  judjj. 
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mcnt  shall  be  receiver  and  manager  of  the 
lands  charged  with  such  tithe  rentcharge,  and 
upon  the  expiration  of  the  said  time,  without 
payment  having  been  made,  the  person  so 
named  shall,  without  any  further  order  of  the 
court,  become  a  manager  and  receiver  of  the 
said  lands  as  if  he  had  at  the  date  of  such  expi- 
ration been  apppointed  by  the  court.*' — {The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury.) 

LoKD  BRAMWELL  said,  he  thought 
it  important  to  distinguish  who  was  the 
owner,  and  he  would  suggest  that  some 
ohligation  should  be  put  upon  the  occu- 
pier upon  request  to  say  who  was 
owner.  The  Bill  in  some  cases,  he 
thought,  seemed  to  contemplate  that 
there  would  always  be  an  owner  and 
an  occupier,  not  bearing  in  mind  that 
a  person  might  be  both  owner  and 
occupier  in  some  instances. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  KEESCHELL  said,  cases  might 
arise  in  which  a  man  might  let  his  son 
or  some  other  person  into  occupation  of 
land  without  paying  rents,  or  where  in 
consideration  of  a  lump  sum  a  small  rent 
was  taken.  In  these  cases,  there  would 
be  no  profit,  in  the  first  instance,  because 
there  was  no  rent ;  and,  in  the  second,  a 
smaller  profit  than  was  really  due  by 
reason  of  the  reduced  rent.  These  were 
matters  which  would  require  considera- 
tion before  Report. 

The  Maeqitess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  there  would  be  a  beneficial  occupa- 
tion; but  the  question  would  receive 
consideration. 

The  Earl  of  SELBORNE  moved  an 
Amendment,  to  the  efiPect  that,  when  the 
owner  of  any  land  in  his  own  occupation 
was  assessed  to  the  poor  rate  on  a  valua- 
tion exceeding  the  tithe  rent-charge,  the 
tithe  rent-charge  should  not  be  deemed 
to  exceed  the  profit  of  the  lands. 

The  Earl  of  OAMPERDOWN  said, 
that  what  the  Amendment  meant  was, 
that  after  an  owner  of  land  had  exer- 
cised all  due  diligence  to  let  his  land 
and  had  been  unsuccessful,  thereupon 
becoming  the  occupier  himself,  the  Poor 
Law  valuation  was  to  be  taken  as  the 
net  profit  of  the  land.  He  objected  to 
that,  because  it  was  contrary  to  the 
whole  principle  of  the  Bill,  which  was 
that  the  owner  was  to  be  liable  for  what 
he  had  actually  received.  A  great  deal 
of  land  was  not  even  cultivated ;  but  he 
knew  of  no  case  in  which  the  Poor  Law 
valuation  regarded  land  as  worth  no- 
thing. 


The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  it  was  not  from  what  the  land  was 
estimated  to  bear  from  year  to  year  that 
the  assessment  was  determined,  but  from 
the  value  taken  over  a  long  average  of 
time.  The  practice  proposed  by  the 
Amendment  would,  therefore,  have  a 
disturbing  effect. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Amendment  moved^ 

In  page  2,  line  39,  after  Sub-section  o,  add 
following  paragraph : — •*  If  the  owner  of  tho 
lands  liable  to  tithe  rentcharge  shall  also  be 
the  occupier  thereof,  the  wages  of  labour  and 
all  other  expenses  of  cultivation,  including  inte- 
rest at  five  pounds  per  centum  upon  the  capital 
invested  in  the  stock,  implements,  and  similar 
things,  shall  be  charged  against  the  lands  for 
each  twelve  months  before  any  rent  or  profit  is 
deemed  to  accrue  from  the  said  lands.  — {Tke 
Earl  of  Camperdown.) 

Amendment  negatived. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Amendment  movedf  after  Clause  3,  add 
new  Clause  (A.) : 

(Attachment  of  rent.) 

''  (1.)  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  judge  of  any 
county  court  having  jurisdiction  in  the  place 
where  any  lands  on  which  tithe  rentcharge  is 
charged  are  situate,  although  no  action  for  the 
recovery  thereof  may  be  then  depending,  upon 
affidavit  made  by  the  person  to  whom  such  tithe 
rentcharge  is  due,  or  by  any   person  on  his 
behalf  who  can  swear  positively  to  the  facts, 
stating  that  the  tithe  rentcharge  charged  upon 
such  lands,  or  any  part  thereof,  has  been  due, 
and  in  arrear  for  not  less  than  three  months 
after  the  same  has  become  payable,  and  still  re- 
mains unsatisfied,  and  verifying  the  amount  so 
due  and  unsatisfied,  and  that  any  person  other 
than  the  owner  is  in  occupation  of  such  lands, 
as  a  tenant  holding  to  the  best  of  the  deponent's 
belief  under  such  owner,  and  liable  to  pay  rent 
to  him  in  respect  of  such  occupation,  to  order 
that  any  rent  then  due  from  such  occupying 
tenant  to  such  owner,  or  thereafter  to  become 
due  from  him  to  such  owner  until  all  such  tithe 
rentcharge  so  in  arrears  sball  be  fully  paid  and 
satisfied,  shall  be  attached  to  answer  and  pay 
the  tithe  rentcharge  so  in  arrear ;  and  by  the 
same  or  any  subsequent  order,  it  may  be  ordered 
that  such  occupying  tenant  shall  appear  before 
the  court  as  tbe  judge  thereof  may  appoint,  to 
show  cause  why  he  should  not  pay  to  the  per- 
son to  whom  such  tithe  rentcharge  is  due  the 
rent  then  due,  or  thereafter  to  become  due  from 
him  to  such  owner,  or  so  much  thereof  at  may 
be  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  amount  of  the  rent- 
charge  so  due  and  in  arrear  as  aforesaid. 

"  (2.)  Service  of  an  order  whereby  the  rent 
so  due  or  to  become  duo  as  aforesaid  to  the 
owner  of  such  lands  shall  be  attached,  or  notice 
thereof  given  to  such  occupying  tenant  in  such 
manner  as  the  court  shall  direct,  shall  bind  all 
the  rent  so  due,  and  which  shall  thenceforth, 
until  the  rentcharge  so  in  arrear  shall  be  folly 
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paid  and  satisfied,  accrue  or  become  due  in  the 
hands  of  such  occupying  tenant. 

*^(3.)  If,  out  of  the  rent  so  due,  or  which 
shall  have  so  accrued  and  become  due  as  afore- 
said, the  occupying  tenant,  on  whom  such  order 
for  attachment  of  rent  shall  have  been  served, 
or  to  whom  notice  thereof  shall  have  been 
given  in  manner  aforesaid,  shall  not,  on  demand 
duly  made  by  the  person  entitled  to  such  tithe 
rentcharge,  pay  the  same,  or  so  much  thereof 
as  such  rent  as  aforesaid  shall  extend  to  satisfy, 
the  person  entitled  to  such  tithe  rentcharge 
shall  be  at  liberty  to  proceed  against  such  oc- 
cupying tenant  by  wnt,  to  be  issued  on  an  ex 
parte  application  out  of  the  said  court,  calling 
upon  him  to  show  cause  why  there  should  not 
be  execution  against  him  for  the  amount  of  the 
tithe  rentcharge  so  in  arrear,  or  for  the  amount 
of  the  rent  then  due  from  him  to  the  owner  as 
aforesaid,  if  less  than  the  amount  of  the  tithe 
rentcharge  so  in  arrear,  and  also  for  costs  ;  and, 
unless  such  cause  shall  be  shown  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  judge,  the  court  shall  thereupon 
order  execution  to  issue  in  a  summar}'  way,  in 
the  same  manner  as  if  judgment  for  such 
amount  had  been  recovered  in  an  action  duly 
brought  in  such  court. 

'*  r4.)  Payment  by,  or  execution  levied  upon, 
an  occupying  tenant  under  any  such  attach- 
ment or  proceeding  as  aforesaid,  shall  be  a 
valid  discharge  to  him,  as  against  such  owner 
as  aforesaid,  to  the  amount  ot  the  rent  so  paid 
or  levied. 

**  (6.)  In  any  proceeding  taken  in  any  court 
under  this  section  notice  of  such  proceeding 
shall  be  given  to  the  owner,  or  left  at  his  last 
usual  place  of  residence  (if  known),  at  such 
time  and  in  such  manner  as  the  court  shall 
direct,  unless  there  shall  be  any  difficulty  iu 
ascertaining  or  discovering  such  owner,  or  in 
giving  such  notice,  in  which  case  the  court 
shall  have  power  to  dispense  with  the  same. 

'*  (6.)  The  costs  of  any  application  for  an 
attachment  of  rent  under  this  Act,  and  of  any 

Sroceedings  consequent  thereon,  shall  be  in  the 
iscretion  of  the  court."— (TA*?  £arl  of  Selbome.) 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  opposed 
the  insertion  of  the  proposed  clause. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbuby)  said,  he  thought  it  ought 
to  be  inserted,  so  that  a  fuller  opinion 
might  be  taken  as  regarded  it. 

Lord  MONK  BRETTON  said,  that 
if  the  new  clause  was  inserted,  much  of 
the  good  which  was  anticipated  from 
the  Bill  would  be  undone.  Under  the 
Irish  Tithe  Act  a  Receiver  was  ap- 
pointed. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
that  he  would  accept  the  clause.  On  the 
whole,  it  perhaps  would  be  better  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons upon  it. 

New  Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the 
Bill. 
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Clauses  4,  5,  and  6  separately  agreed 
to. 

Clause  7  (Facilities  for  discharge  of 
land  from  tithe  rent- charge). 

Amendments  made. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Sel- 
BORNE,  the  following  Amendment  made : 
— In  page  4,  line  10,  to  leave  out 
(''equal  to")  and  insert  (''not  being 
loss  than.") 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  4,  lines 
16  to  36,  to  leave  out  Sub-section  3. — 
{The  Lord  Bishop  of  London.) 

The  Archbishop  of  CANTERBURY, 
in  supporting  the  Amendment,  said, 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  the  plan 
proposed  in  that  sub*  section  as  to  en- 
dowment trustees  would  be  attended 
with  great  expense,  with  constant  change 
as  to  the  trustees,  and  also  with  great 
risks  as  to  the  securities. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  would  accept  the  Amendment,  re- 
serving to  himself  the  power  of  sug- 
gesting alterations  at  a  future  stage. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Bishop 
of  London,  the  following  Amendments 
made :  —  In  page  4,  line  38,  after 
("sole")  insert  ("or  aggregate,  or  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for 
England  ") ;  in  lines  40  to  43,  leave  out 

'* invested  by  them")  to  the  end  of 

ub- section  4,  and  insert — 

(**  Carried  hy  them  to  the  redeemed  tithe  fund 
herein-after  mentioned,  and  invested  together 
with  that  fund,  and  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners shall  pay  out  of  that  fund  to  the  person 
who  would  otherwise  have  heen  entitled  to  re- 
ceive the  tithe  rentcharge  redeemed  such  annual 
sum  as  at  the  time  of  the  redemption  the  Com- 
missioners may  determine  to  be  the  net  annual 
sum  availahle  for  such  person  out  of  the  re- 
demption money  ") ; 

and  in  page  5,  line  2,  leave  out  ("  par- 
son or  "). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Supplemental  provision  as 
to  endowment  trustees). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Bishop 
of  London,  Clause  struck  out  of  the 
Bill. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Bishop 
of  London,  the  following  new  Clauses 
agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  stand  part  of 
the  BiU. 

New  Clause  8  — 
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(Provision  for  redemption  of  tithe  may  at  any  time  determine  such   annuity  by 

rentcharge).  payment  of  a  capital  sum  of  such  amount  as 

•*(1.)  Anv  person  desirous  of  discharging  his  maybe   agreed  upon   with   the  Ecclesifistical 

lands  from  liability  to  tithe  rentcharge  payable  Commissioners.     Upon    payment  of    the   said 

to  any  ecclesiastical  corporation,  or  to  the  Eccle-  capital  sum,  the  determination  of  the  annuity 

siastical   Commissioners  for  England  (in  this  sball  be  certified  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 

Act  referred  to  as  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis-  sioners  to  the  Land  Commissioners,  and  there- 

sioners)  may  redeem  the  said  tithe  rentcharge  upon  the   Land   Commissioners  shall   issue  a 

by  the  payment  of  an  annuity  of  such  amount  certificate  of  such  determination,  and  the  certi- 

and  for  such  term  of  years  as  may  be  agreed  ficate  shall  discharge  the  lands  from  liability 

upon  with  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  ^or  the  annuity. 

"(2.)  The  annuity  shall  be  payable  to  the  "(8.)  The  said  capital  sum  shall  be  carried 

Ecclesiastical    Commissioners,     and     shall    be  to  the  redeemed  tithe  fund,  and  be  applied  in 

carried  by  them  to  a  separate  fund,  in  this  Act  like  manner  as  directed  by  this  Act  with  respect 

referred  to  as  the  redeemed  tithe  fund.  to  that  fund. 

"(3.)  There   shall  be  payable  in  perpetuity  ««(9.)  Any  tenant  for  life  or  person  having 

out  of  the  redeemed  tithe  fund  to  the  person  the  powers  of    a  tenant  for    life  under   the 

who  would  otherwise  have  been  entitled  to  re-  Settled  Land  Act,  18S2,  also  any  person  having 

ceive  the  tithe  rentcharge.  such  annual  sum  as  power  under  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation 

is  determined    in    manner  herein-after    men-  ^ct,  1845,  to  sell  land  by  agreement  in  pur- 

tioned  to  represent  the  net  income  derived  from  suance  of  that  Act  shall  have  power  to  agree 

the  tithe  rentcharge.  with  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  for  the 

*'  (4.)  The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  shall  redemption  of  tithe  rentcharge  under  this  Act, 

pay  out  of  the  redeemed  tithe  fund  all  sums  and  any  money  which  may  by  law  be  applied 

properly  incurred  by  them  in  or  incidental  to  i^  the  redemption  of  tithe  rentcharge  charged 

the  execution  of  this  section,  and  subject  thereto  on  any  lands  may  be  applied  in  payment  of  a 

shall  invest  the  same  in  any  securities  in  which  capital  sum  for  the  determination  of  an  annuity 

they  can  by  law  invest  their  common  fund,  and  charged  under  this  Act  on  such  lands." 
the  dividends  and  income  arising  from  such 

securities  shall  be  carried  to  the  redeemed  tithe  New  Clause,  to  follow  new  Clause  8  — 

fund  and  applied  in  like  manner  as  directed  by  (Compulsory  redemption  of  small  sums  of 

this  Act  with  respect  to  that  fund.  tithe  rentcharge  ) 

"  (.5  )  A  person  desirous  of  discharging  his  ..  (,     ^y^^^^  ^^^  ^^^■^  ^^^^^^  ^j  j^^^ 

Unds  from  any  titho  ren  charge  by  an  annuity  ^^^;-     ^j,;^^  j^          ,,jg  j^  ^„  ecclesiastical  cor- 

nnder  this  section  shall  apply  to  the  Lccle-  portion  or  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners, 

smstical   Commissioners,    and    those    Cou.mis-  |^^j  j^  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^j  ^^^  ^^^  ^          ' 

sioners  shall  thereupon  name  the  annual  amount  ^^  ^^^  ^^»^^  ^^„    ^^^^  ^^^     ^^^^  ^     ^^^ 

*hich  they  consider  ought  to  represent  the  net  ^j^^  being  entiled  to  the  tithe  rentcharge  may 

income  derived  from  that  tithe  rentcharge,  and  ^    „otico  in  writing  require  such  owner  to  re- 

the  amount  and  duration  of  the  «»»"ty  bv  g^^  ^^^  ^^^        s^     l^^^  ^^  ^^^  Ecclesiastical 

which  the  same  is  to  be  redeemed,  and  shall  Commissioners  either  of  a  capital  sum  equal  to 

send.  If  the  tithe  rentcharge  is  payable  to  the  ^„„,,       ,  tj^^  t^e  amount  of  tithe  renteharge 

parson  of  a  benefice  having  the  cure  of  souls,  fixed  by  the  apportionment  or    any    altered 

to  the  incumbent  and  the  patron  of  the  bene-  apportionment,  or  of  an  annuity  oi  Mv-t'co 

fice,  and  it  the  tithe  rentcharge  is  payable  to  ^^,  calculated  at  the  rate  of  one  nound  ,i><«» 

any  other  ecclesiastical  corpora  ion.  to  that  cor-  Shillings  for  every  two  pounds  of   tithe  rent- 

poration,  notice  of  the  annual  amount  which  charge    fixed   by   the   apportionment    or   any 

they  consider  ought  to  represent  the  net  income  ^^^J^^  apportionment, 

derived  from  the  tithe  rentcharge,  and  before  s  Tt     ■  x.-      • 

finally  determining  such  annual  amount  and  ^  *'(-)  ^^  within  six  months  after  such  notice 
agreeing  with  the  applicant  on  the  annuity,  t»a  been  served  on  the  owner,  the  said  capital 
shall  consider  and  have  due  regard  to  any  ob-  ^^^  ^^s  not  been  paid,  the  Ecclesiastical  Com- 
jections  to  such  amount  which  may  be  sent  to  missioners  may  certify  the  amount  of  the 
them  within  one  month  after  such  notice.  annuity  to  the  Land  Commissioners,  and  shall 
«'(6.)  When  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  satisfy  the  Land  Commissioners  that  the  said 
haveagreed  with  the  applicant  upon  an  annuity  notice  had  been  duly  served,  and  if  the  Land 
under  this  section,  they  shall  certify  the  same  Commissioners  are  so  satisfied,  the  provisions  of 
to  the  Land  Commissioners,  and  thereupon  the  *b»8  Act  shall  apply  as  if  such  annuity  had 
Land  Commissioners  shall  issue  a  certificate  ^een  agreed  upon  between  the  Ecclesiastical 
discharging  the  lands  from  liability  to  the  tithe  Commissioners  and  the  owner  of  the  land, 
rentcharge  redeemed  by  the  annuity,  and  *'('^.)  A  notice  for  the  purposes  of  this  sec- 
charging  the  lands  with  the  annuity,  and  there-  tion  shall  be  served  on  the  owner  by  serving 
upon  the  annuity  shall  during  the  specified  the  same  either  on  him  or  on  the  person  actually 
period  be  a  renlchai'ge  issuing  out  of  the  said  receiving  the  tithe  rentcharge  whether  as  agent 
lands,  and  be  charged  thereon  in  priority  to  all  or  otherwise,  and  by  so  serving  tlie  same  cither 
other  charges  and  incumbrances  whalsocvrr,  on  snrh  n\vn<^r  <>r  person  ]>(  r.sonnlh-,  or  by 
•  'xcej»t  land  tiix,  down  rent."*,  chief  rents,  an'l  Icnvini^  tljc  .smu-  at  his  iiio.st  u.snal  or  ]h.<1 
ijuit  nnt«,  and  I'C  r«^(ov»'iHl»lp  in  like  manner  a!s  known  ))lafc  of  alxulr  in  j'ni-land.  Siuh  notice 
any  oth«  i  r»*ntcliai  i^i-  i.««  rr'«'ri\-,.r.il»lr  by  law.  an<l  mkiv  -.iUn  h*-  s.Mvrfl  ],y  post,  an'l  it  sIihH  1>c 
.■*ha]I  not   l>o  lialtle   to  any   |H)«ir   or  other    loral  l  .^iiMicirnl  in  jirovini.'  snc)»   -"^rvif.;  to  prov»>  thai 


rate  or  to  laud  tux 

*'  (7.)  The  owner  of  any  lands  charged  with 
the  payment  of  an  annuity  under  this  section 


the  notice  was  prf-paid  and  propcily  addros-^rd 
and  put  into  the  post  office,  and  the  same  shall 
be  d(;emed  to  be  properly  addressed  if  addressed 
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to  such  owner  or  person  at  his  most  osual  or 
last  known  place  of  abode  in  England. 

*  *  ( 4 . )  The  sums  received  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners  under  this  section  shall  be  car- 
ried to  the  redeemed  tithe  fund,  and  applied  in 
like  manner  as  directed  by  this  Act  with  respect 
to  that  fund,  and  the  Commissioners  shall  pay 
in  perpetuity  out  of  that  fund  to  the  person 
who  would  otherwise  bo  entitled  to  receive  the 
tithe  rentcharge  redeemed  under  this  section 
such  annual  sum  as  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners may  at  the  time  of  the  redemption  de- 
termine to  bo  equivalent  for  the  purposes  of 
such  redemption  to  the  net  income  derived  from 
the  tithe  rentcharge." 

Clause  9  (Savings)  verbally  amended, 
and,  as  amended,  agreed  io. 

Clause  10  (Meaning  of  owner,  and 
liabilities  of  several  owners  and  mode  of 
service  of  writ  on  owner). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 

Salisbury,  the  following  Amendments 

made :  — 

In  page  6,  lino  31,  leave  out  the  first  (*'or"), 
and  insert  ("  means  the  Commissioners  of  Her 
Majesty's  Woods,  and  in  case  of  lands  belonging 
to'*);  in  line  32,  leave  out  ("Commissioners 
and  ")  ;  in  Une  33.  after  (*♦  1836  *')  insert  ("so 
however  that  the  provisions  of  this  Act  with 
respect  to  persons  holding  lands  in  trust  for  a 
public  purpose  shall  apply  to  suchCommissioners 
and  oftic(}rs,  and  any  sums  recovered  from  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods  under  this  Act  shall  bo 
deemed  to  bo  part  of  the  expenses  of  the  manage- 
ment of  the  land  revenues  of  the  Crown,  and 
shall  be  payable  out  of  such  money  and  in  such 
manoer  as  those  expenses  are  by  law  payable"); 
and  in  line  33,  at  end  of  foregoing  paragraph 
("  Any  reference  in  this  Act  to  a  person  en- 
titled to  tithe  rentcharge  shall,  in  the  case  of 
tithe  rentcharge  belonging  to  the  Queeu  in  right 
of  her  Crown,  mean  the  Commissioners  of 
Woods,  and  in  the  case  of  tithe  rentcharge 
belonging  to  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  or  to  the 
Duchy  of  Cornwall,  mean  the  officers  mentioned 
in  section  thirteen  of  the  Tithe  Commutation 
Act,  183G"). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of   Sel- 

BORXE,    the      following  new     Clauses 

agreed  to^  and  ordered  to  stand  part  of 
the  Bill:— 

New  Clause  (B.)— 

"Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  alter  or  aflfect 
the  order  or  priority  of  any  tithe  rentcharge, 
as  a  charge  upon  any  land,  as  between  the 
person  entitled  thereto  and  any  persons  entitled 
to  other  charges  upon  the  same  land.'* 

New  (Jiausi*    0.)  — 

"(I.;  T}»c  jmrchuMt  uiuurv  *)i  laml  .ioM  I'V  a 
iiniver!>ity  oi  collcgo  un<ler  the  Univor!»il.ic.s  anrl 
rnlloufj*  katiti^s  Act,  1S.)S,  or  ;my  other  Act 
amonding  the  same,  may,  with  the  consent  of 
the  Land  Commissioners,  be  applied  by  the  uni- 
versity or  college  in  the  discharge  of  any  lands 


belonging  thereto  from  liability  to  tithe  rent- 
charge  in  manner  provided  by  this  Act. 

"  (2.)  The  consent  of  the  Idind  Commissioners 
shall  bo  evidenced  by  an  order  under  their  hands 
and  common  seal  in  the  form  or  to  the  effect  set 
forth  in  the  third  schedule  to  this  Act.'* 

Clause  11  (Definitions). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  the  following  Amendment 
made  : — In  page  7,  after  line  29,  insert 
as  a  separate  paragraph  (*'The  expres- 
sion *  parson  '  means  rector,  vicar,  or 
other  incumbent "). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  io, 

Eemaining  Clauses  agreed  to,  with 
Amendments. 

Memoraxdum  as  to  new  Clauses  Pro- 
posed BY  the  Bishop  of  London. 

*'  The  new  clauses  have  been  prepared  with 
the  view  of  providing  facilities  for  the  redemp- 
tion of  tithe  rentcharge  without  any  advance  of 
capital,  and  upon  terms  as  easy  as  possible  to 
tbe  landowner. 

*'  It  is  proposed  to  effect  the  redemption  by 
converting  the  permanent  payment  varying  wim 
the  *  averages    into  a  fixed  payment  by  way  of 
terminable  annuity,  including  principal  and  in 
terest,  for  a  limited  number  of  years. 

"In  order  to  make  the  annual  payment  as 
small  as  possible,  it  is  proposed  to  extend  the 
l)ayment  over  a  term  of  fifty -two  yeaw,  and  to 
reduce  the  rate  of  interest  below  tho  rates 
iisually  charged  by  tho  Public  Works  Loan 
Commissioners  for  advances  made  by  them. 

* '  The  rate  of  interest  proposed  to  be  charged 
in  computing  the  terminable  annuity  is  three 
and  five- eighths  per  cent.,  about  one  half  per 
cent,  less  than  the  rate  which  is  usually  charged 
by  the  insurance  offices  for  advances  repayable 
by  instalments  over  a  term  of  fifty  years. 

*'  The  extinction  of  a  tithe  rentcharge  of  the 
'  commuted  value  *  of  one  hundred  pounds  per 
annum  could  be  secured  upon  these  terms  by  a 
fixed  annual  payment  of  ninety  pounds  for  a 
period  of  fifty-two  years. 

*  •  The  landowner  would  pay  for  a  limited  num- 
ber of  years  a  fixed  payment  ten  per  cent, 
below  the  commuted  amount,  and  should  he 
at  any  time  during  the  term  be  desirous  of  dis- 
charging his  land  from  the  payment,  he  could 
do  so  by  paying,  without  notice,  the  balance  of 
capital  remaining  unpaid  at  the  end  of  any  half 
year  of  the  term. 

* '  The  above  terms  are  not,  except  as  respects 
tithe  rentcharge  under  two  pounds,  stated  in 
the  new  clauses,  as  some  variation  in  the  terms 
must  necessarily  be  required  to  meet  exceptional 
cases. 

**  The  payments,  whether  of  capital  or  by  way 

of  annuity,  would  b«  madn  to  thoEcrlr'«!iH!<ti».'Hl 

1  ('.uiimij«sioner!«.   in^  (.iini*''!  l».v  lh(;ni  to  .»   ."'••p.t- 

•  rat*:  i'lmd  to   be  <!i1I«mI  the  '  Kedoouio.!   'i'jilic 

;  rund.*     Out   of  tliia  fund  payments  would  I"; 

i  made  half- vearlv  by  the  Commissioners  to  tho 

owner  of  tho  titlio  rodceraod  r.r  m  course  of  r<:- 

demption.     Tho  payment  to  tho  tithe-owner  in 

respect  of  each  one  hundred  pounds  of  *  com- 
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mated  amount '  of  tithe  rentcharge  would  be 
seventy  pounds,  free  of  all  deductions  excepting 
income  tax.  This  would  be  the  exact  equi- 
valent of  a  sale  at  twenty  years  purchase,  the 
money  being  paid  down  and  invested  in  a  three 
and  a  half  per  cent,  stock  at  par. 

'*  These  payments  would  be  charged  upon  the 
<  Redeemed  Tithe  Fund,'  and  the  proportions 
of  the  annuities  which  would  provide  the  re- 
quired capital  by  the  end  of  the  term  would  be 
invested  half  yearly  as  they  were  paid. 

"  The  clauses  relating  to  the  compulsory  re- 
demption of  amounts  under  two  pounds  have 
been  prepared  upon  the  same  terms,  and  would 
ensure  the  extinction  of  these  small  payments 
without  inflicting  any  hardship  upon  the  small 
freeholders,  as  they  would  only  have  to  pay  a 
fixed  payment  for  a  definite  number  of  years 
equal  to  nine- tenths  of  the  '  commuted  amount.' 
And  in  the  event  of  their  being  in  a  position  to 
discharge  the  outstanding  balance  of  the  pur- 
chase money,  it  could  be  paid  off  at  the  end  of 
any  half  year  without  notice. 

20th  May  1887." 


i< 


Schedules. 
Second  Schedules  severally  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Lobd  Bishop  of 
London,  the  following  new  Schedule 
agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
Bill  :— 

THIED    SCHEDULE. 

Form  of  Order  authorising  the  appiieation  of 
JPurehase  Money  in  the  Diachurye  of  Lands  from 
Liability  to  Tithe  Renteharge, 

Land  Commission. 

In  the  matter  of  the  Universities  and  College 
Estates  Acts,  1858  to  1880,  and  in  the  matter  of 
the  Tithe  Kentcharge  (Recovery)  Act,  1887,  ex 
parte  [here  state  title  of  university  or  college]. 

Whereas  there  is  now  standing  in  the  books 
of  the  Governor  and  Company  of  the  Bank  of 
England  to  the  credit  of  the  account  of  the 
Land  Commissioners,  ex  parte  [here  state  the 
particular  amount]  the  sum  of  £  [here  insert  the 
amount  of  cash  or  stock]  being  moneys  derived 
from  the  sale  of  certain  lands  belonging  to  the 
said  university  [or  college]  by  virtue  of  certain 
orders  heretofore  issued  by  the  said  Commis- 
sioners under  the  provisions  of  the  said  Acts. 

And  whereas  a  statement  has  been  submitted 
to  the  said  Commissioners  on  behalf  of  the  said 
university  [or  college]  containing  a  proposal  for 
the  application  of  the  said  sum  of  £ 
[or  the  sum  of  £  part  of  the  said  sum 

of  £  ]  to  [here  name  the  purpose   to 

which  it  is  proposed  to  apply  the  money]  the  said 
application  being  one  within  the  provisions  of 
the  said  Acts. 

Now  the  said  Commissioners  being  of  the 
opinion  upon  consideration  of  the  circumstances 
that  the  proposed  application  of  the  said  money 
will  be  advantageous  and  for  the  interests  of  the 
said  university  [or  college]  and  their  successors, 
do  hereby  direct  that  the  said  sum  of  £ 
[or  the  said  sum  of  £  to  be  paid  or 

raised  out  of  the  said  sum  of  £  ]  now 


standing  to  the  credit  of  the  said  account,  be 
applied  to  the  purpose  aforesaid. 

Witness  their  hands  and   common  seal  this 

day  of 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

The  Beport  of  the  said  Amendments 
to  be  received  on  Friday  the  1  Qth  of  June 
next ;  and  Bill  to  hQ printed  as  amended. 
(No.  110.) 

AFRICA   (SOUTH)— AFFAIRS  OF 
SWAZILAND. 

QUESTION.       OBSERVATIONS. 

Viscount  MIDLETON,  in  rising  to 
ask  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Government 
have  decided  upon  the  course  to  be 
adopted  with  respect  to  Swaziland,  and 
what  communications  have  been  ad- 
dressed to  or  received  from  the  Fresi- 
sident  of  the  South  African  Kepublic  on 
the  question?  said,  he  would  remind  their 
Lordships  that  a  continual  incursion  of 
Boers  into  Swaziland  was  going  on,  and  if 
no  steps  were  taken  very  soon,  it  would 
be  extremely  difficult  to  get  them  out  at 
all.  British  rights  were  largely  involved 
in  this  question ;  almost  all  the  mining 
rights  in  the  country  being  in  the  hands 
of  British  subjects,  and  not  only  our  own 
fellow-countrymen,  but  the  Natives  espe- 
cially needed  protection  against  a  large 
incursion  of  Boers.  He  hoped  to  hear  a 
satisfactory  assurance  with  respect  to 
Pondoland,  similar  to  that  whicH  was 
made  the  other  day  in  **  another  place  " 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonios 
with  regard  to  Zululand. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOR  the  COLONIES  (The 
Earl  of  Onslow)  said,  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  ascertained  that 
the  Swazi  King  had  made  complaints  to 
the  Transvaal  Government  of  the  action 
of  English  subjects,  precisely  similar  to 
those  made  to  the  Governor  of  Natal 
with  regard  to  the  Boers.  The  fact  ap- 
peared to  be  that  the  King  had  (chanted 
grazing  licences  to  the  Boers,  and  had 
also  granted  mining  licences  of  the 
same  ground.  The  time  of  year  had 
now  come  when  the  Boers  would  take 
advantage  of  these  grazing  concessions, 
and  would  drive  in  their  cattle,  and 
that  was  the  probable  reason  of  these 
rumours  of  Boer  raids.  The  Govern- 
ment of  the  South  African  Republic  had 
stated  their  belief  that  these  rumours 
were  unfounded,  and  had  telegraphed 
that  they  knew  full  well  the  obuga- 
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tions  which  the  London  Convention  of 
1884  imposed  upon  both  parties,  that 
they  had  always  kept  those  obligations 
in  view,  and  would  continue  to  do  so. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  in- 
formed that  the  Transvaal  Oovernment 
had  sent  a  Commission  to  investigate 
the  position  of  affairs,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  requested  to  be 
furnished  with  a  copy  of  their  Eeport. 
Looking  at  the  friendly  feeling  of  the 
Eepresentatives  of  the  Transvaal  Go- 
vernment, and  the  desire  which  they 
had  expressed  to  give  effect  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Convention  of  London, 
Her  Majesty's  Gt>vemment  had  ad- 
dressed a  despatcli  to  Sir  Hercules 
Hobinson,  inviting  him  to  consider  whe- 
ther some  joint  action  might  not  be  pos- 
sible between  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  Transvaal  Government  for  the 
maintenance  of  order  in  Swaziland. 

ALLOTMENTS  FOB  OOTTAOEBS  BILL.    [h.L,] 

A  Bill  to  make  better  provision  with  respect 
to  allotments  for  cottagers — Was  pretented  by 
The  Earl  of  Jersey  (for  The  Earl  of  Danraven) ; 
read  1*.     (No.  109.) 

PBIYATE  AND  PBOYISIONAL  OBDBB 

CONFIBMATION  BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  92.  and 
93.  be  suspended  ;  and  that  the  time  for  deposit- 
ing petitions  praying  to  be  heard  against  Pri- 
vate and  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Bills, 
which  would  otherwise  expire  during  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  at  Whitsuntide,  be 
extended  to  the  first  day  on  which  the  House 
shall  sit  after  the  recess. 

House  adjourned  at  Nine  o* clock,  to 

Thursday  the  9th  of  June 

next,  a  quarter  before 

Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday y  23rd  May,  1887. 
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MINUTES.]— New  Member  Sworn —William 
Alexander  M* Arthur,  esquire,  for  the  County 
of  Cornwall,  Mid  or  St.  Austell  Division. 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  FirsC  Beading  — 
Lieutenancy  Clerks  Allowances  *  [274]. 

Committee — Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 
[217]  [Ticelfth  Mffhtl—n.T, 

Provisional  Order  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First 
Heading— TmmwhjB  (No.  2)  •  [271] ;  Local 
Government  (Ireland^  (Ballyshannon,  &c.)  * 
1272]. 

Third  Heading — Commons  Regulation  (Ewer)  * 
[237],  and  pasied. 


MOTIONS. 


TBAMWAY8   PROVISIONAL   ORDERS    (NO.    2) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Baron  Henry  De  Worms, 
Bill  to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  made 
by  the  Board  of  Trade,  under  *'  The  Tramways 
Act,  1870,"  relating  to  Dudley,  Netherton,  Old 
Hill,  and  Oradley  Tramways ;  Newport  Pag^ell 
and  District  Tramways ;  Norwich  Tramways ; 
Wolverton  and  Stony  Stratford  Tramways 
(Deanshanger  Extension) ;  and  Worcester  Tram- 
ways, ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Baron  Henry 
De  Worms. 
^iM presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  271 .] 

LOOAL  GOVERNMENT  (iRELAND)  FRO- 
VISIONAL  ORDERS  (ballyshannon,  &0.) 
BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  King-Harman,  Bill 
to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  Ireland  relating  to 
Waterworks  in  Ballyshannon,  Greencastle,  and 
Kinlough,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel 
Eing.Harman. 
"Biii presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  272.] 

UEUTENANCT   CLERKS   ALLOWANCES    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Brodrick,  Bill  for  amending 
the  Allowances  payable  to  Clerks  of  Oenertd 
Meetings  of  Lieutenancy,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Brodrick,  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope, 
and  Mr.  Northcote. 
Bill  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  274.] 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 

• 

CANADA  AND  THE  UNITED  STATES— 

THE   ANGLO-AMERICAN    FISHERIES 

DISPUTES. 

Mr,  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  has  yet  received  a 
reply  from  the  American  Government 
to  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury's  Despatch 
of  the  24th  March,  and  which  contained 
proposals  for  a  settlement  of  the  Anglo- 
American  Fisheries  disputes ;  if  so,  will 
he  be  good  enough  to  favour  the  House 
with  a  synopsis  of  the  answer;  and, 
what  measures  (pending  existing  nego- 
tiations) Her  Majesty's  Government,  in 
conjunction  with  that  of  Canada,  intend 
adopting  for  the  purpose  of  preventing 
further  friction  and  ill  feeling  between 
the  two  Governments,  by  the  seizure  of 
American  ships,  during  the  approaching 
fishery  season  ? 

Thb  UNDEE  secretary  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  No  reply  has  yet  been 
received  to  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury's 
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Despatch  of  the  24th  of  March.    The  hon.  Baronet  has  put  this  Question  under 

measures  to  be  taken  during  the  ensuing  a   misapprehension.     The  Secretary   of 

fishing  season  for  the  protection  of  the  State  for  War  stated  the  other  day  that, 

inshores  will  be  similar  to  those  taken  inasmuch  as  a  certain   portion  of  the 

last  year,  which  were  warranted  under  expenditure  of  the  Ordnance   Depart- 

the  terms  of  existing  Treaty  arrange-  ment  was  exempted  from  the  financial 

ments  between  Great  Britain  and  the  control  to  which  all  other  expenditure  at 

United  States.     Her  Majesty's  Govern-  the  War  Office  was  subject,  he  proposed 

ment    entertain    no    doubt    that    the  hereafter  to  establish  a  stricter  control 

Canadian    Government    will    use    all  over  this  branch  of  outlay.     No  branch 

possible  moderation  compatible  with  the  of  expenditure  at  the  Admiralty  is  in 

protection  of  the  public  interests ;  and  this  condition,  all  being  equally  subject 

they  also  hope  that  vessels  from  the  to  the  same  financial  control  and  check. 
United  States  will  give  no  occasion  for 

interference  with  them.  ARMY    (INDIA)  -  INDIAN  AKTILLERY 

—THE  9-POUNDER  MUZZLE-LOADING 

METROPOLIS-THE     ROYAL     PARKS-  ^^^'• 

CONSTITUTION  HILL.  SiB  WILLIAM  PLOWDEN  (Wol- 
^r  T  A^TTorkxr  /QA  TD  Tir>  verhampton,  W.)  asked  the  Under 
Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras^  W.)  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  ^^  jg  ^^^^  ^^^^  notwithstanding  the  Go- 
Why  the  pubhc  are  debarred  from  the  ^ernment  of  India  admit  the  inferiority 
use  and  enjoyment  of  Constitution  Hill,  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^  9.pounder  muzzle-loading 
which  18  maintained  and  inspected  at  ^j^j^  ^^:^^^  ^^^  j^^:^^^  Artillery  is 
the  public  cost,  out  of  moneys  appro-  equipped,  to  the  Ordnance  it  would  have 
priated  to  the  Royal  Parks  ;   who  are  ^^  ^^^^  -^^  ^^^ion,  and  have  recommended 


m    ^wiLm  r./M.cTtrTacTnxrT'T>  /vr  ^17  are  to  be  provided  for  before  the  Ist 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr.  ^pril,  1888;  what  time  it  will  take  to 

Plunket)    (Dublin    University):    The  provide  the  armament  for  tlie  whole  of 

use  of  Constitution  Hill  by  the  public  is  ^^^  batteries  in  India ;  and,  what  is  the 

subject,  as  m  the  case  of  all  the  other  ^^^^^^  ^j^     ^^^  ^^^^^  batteries  which 

roads  in  the  Royal  Parks,  to  Rules  laid  ^^^^  ^^  y^^^^  ^^^^  supplied  by  the  31st 

down  in  purauance  of  the  Parks  Regu-  ^^^^^  j^^^  i,^^^  ^^^     ^^  ^^^^  3^^^  ^^^ 

lation  Act,   1872.     At  present,  all  foot  to  India  ? 

passengers  and  persons  riding  on  horse-  ^he    UNDER     SECRETARY      of 

back  can  pass  up  Constitution  Hill ;  but  gxATE     for     FOREIGN    AFFAIRS 

special  permission  IS  required  by  persons  ,gj^    j^^^^g    Fekousson)    .Manchester, 

using  carriages.     lam  not  aware  that  n.E.)  (who  replied)  said  :  The  answer 

It  IS  intended  to  make  any  change  in  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^  Question  is  in  the  affirmative, 

these  arrangements.  The  time  within  which  the  new  arma- 

Ma.   LAWSON    inquired    by  whom  ^^^^  f^^  ^^^e  whole  of  the  batteries  in 

permission  was  given  r  India  will   be   provided  depends  upon 

Mr.  PLUNKET  :  Through  the  Home  financial  and  other  considerations.     The 

^™^®*  three  batteries  will  be  shortly  despatched. 

The  reason    why   they    were    not    sent 

ADMIRALTY-PERMANENT  FINANCIAL  earlier   is    that    the    War   Department 

CONTROL.  could  not   get   them  ready  in  the  time 

Sir  WILLIAM   PLOWDEN   (Wol-  that  has  elapsed  since  the  receipt  of  the 

verhampton,  AV.)  asked  the  First  Lord  demand, 
of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  Qovern- 

TTient  have  it  in  rontemplatinn  to  cstab-  T^^>'>'^     T.AW    ^MF/PKnpoMS)- STRAND 

li.sh  at  the  Admiralty  a  pormanont  iinan-  ii(»Ai;l»    ob'    (tilAIMH  AN.S- rASK    i.K 

cial   Control,  similar  to  that  which   it   is  KLi/AUirni    SMITH. 

ofH<;iallv  statf-d  will  be  introduced  at  tlie  SruFTENMJV    TVLKl;     Gniu    Var- 


War  Otfiee  ': 

The  first   LOiiD    J.ord   Geokue 
II\milton)    (Middlesex,    Ealing)  :  The 

Sir  James  Fergimon 


mouth)  asktMl  tLt-  Prosident  of  the  Loral 
Government  Board,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  case  referred 
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to  in  the  following  extract  from  The 
Globe  of  the  12th  instant  (which  has 
been  verified  as  accurate  by  the  Super- 
i  ntendent  of  the  Strand  Union  Schools 
at  Edmonton) ;  and  whether  ho  will  con- 
sider of  the  advisability  of  giving  the 
Guardians  some  limited  discretionary 
power  in  dealing  with  such  a  case, which 
is  by  no  means  an  isolated  one,  or  take 
other  steps  to  protect  children  in  similar 
cases : — 

"  Yesterday,  at  the  Strand  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, a  woman  named  Elizabeth  Smith,  who 
was  wretchedly  attired,  applied  for  the  custody 
of  her  two  children,  aged  respectively  12  and 
14,  who  were  in  the  schools  at  Edmonton.  The 
Clerk  read  a  Report,  which  had  been  made  by 
one  of  the  officers  of  the  Union,  to  the  effect 
that  he  had  visited  Mrs.  Smith's  home,  and 
found  she  had  only  one  room,  in  a  wretched 
condition,  almost  devoid  of  furniture,  and  with 
a  very  little  bedding,  and  in  this  room  slept 
with  the  mother  a  daughter  aged  19,  and  a  son 
aged  16  years.  The  Chairman  strongly  advised 
the  applicant  not  to  take  her  two  boys  from  the 
schools  to  her  miserable  home.  One  of  them 
was  in  the  band,  and  would  become  a  good 
musician,  while  the  other  was  making  good 
progress  with  his  trade  as  a  shoemaker,  and 
both  were  very  happy.  Mr.  Bennett  said  it 
would  be  a  shame  to  give  these  children  up  to 
Mrs.  Smith,  who  spent  her  time  going  from 
public  house  to  public  house. — The  Relieving 
(Officer  said  that  Mrs.  Smith's  husband  poisoned 
himself  some  time  ago  owing  to  the  conduct  of 
his  wife.—  The  Chairman :  I  implore  and 
entreat  of  you,  Mrs.  Smith,  not  to  take  these 
children  away. — Mrs.  Smith  :  Can't  I  have  my 
children  if  I  want  them  ? — The  Chairman  :  I 
must  tell  you  if  you  insist  upon  it  you  can  have 
them. — Mrs.  Smith:  I  do  insist  upon  it,  and  I 
will  have  them. — The  Chairman  ;  Very  well,  if 
YOU  say  so  you  must  have  them,  and  we  cannot 
help  it?'* 

The  president  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  My 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  case 
referred  to  in  the  Question.  Legislation 
would  be  necessary  to  empower  a  Board 
of  Guardians  to  retain,  against  the  will 
%t  the  parent,  the  custody  of  his  child, 
although  in  consequence  of  destitution 
the  child  had  been  chargeable  to  the 
rates.  No  doubt,  there  are  some  instances 
in  which  the  interests  of  children  are 
prejudiced  by  their  parents  claiming 
them  from  the  Guardians  ;  but  I  should 
not  be  prepared  to  propose  legislation 
which  would  enable  a  Board  of  Guar- 
dians to  withhold  a  child  from  its  parent 
when  claimed  by  him.  If,  after  a  child 
has  been  taken  charge  of  by  its  parent, 
there  are  any  circumstances  which  would 
bring  the  case  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Xadustriivl  Schools  Acts,  proceedings 


might  be  taken  for  sending  the  child  to 
an  industrial  school. 

EVICTIONS    (IRELAND)— MONAG HAN 
GUARDIANS. 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has 
any  objection  to  state  from  whom  he 
received  the  information  relating  to 
threatened  evictions  in  Monaghan  that 
the  Guardians  reported  that  there  was 
ample  accommodation  for  tenants  in  the 
workhouse  independent  of  the  portion 
occupied  by  the  Militia ;  if  this  JReport 
was  furnished  by  the  authority  of  the 
Board,  when  was  the  meeting  held,  and 
if  supplied  by  individual  Guardians, 
whether  he  will  give  their  names,  and 
state  whether  they  were  electc^d  or  ex- 
officio  Guardians ;  whether  it  is  true  that 
the  Master  of  the  workhouse  reported 
to  the  last  meeting  of  the  Board  that 
the  Militia  had  smashed  the  windows  of 
one  wing  of  the  building,  and  that 
fever  had  broken  out  in  one  of  the  wings 
occupied  by  the  Militia;  and  whether 
considering  that  a  considerable  time 
will  be  required  to  repair  the  damage 
done,  and  for  disinfecting  the  building, 
before  evicted  tenants  could  be  with 
safety  received,  he  will  refuse  to  place 
Forces  of  the  Crown  at  the  service  of 
Miss  Rose,  Mr.  Dacre  Hamilton,  and 
Colonel  Forster,  for  the  purpose  of 
evicting  those  60  families,  until  the 
Militia  are  disbanded,  and  the  work- 
house put  in  order  to  receive  them  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  information  was  received  from 
the  Clerk  of  the  Union.  The  Master  re- 
ported that  a  number  of  panes  of  glass 
had  been  broken  in  the  windows  of  the 
wing  occupied  by  the  Militia.  There 
had  been  no  outbreak  of  fever  among  the 
Militia  during  the  present  training.  The 
Government  did  not  see  any  reason  to 
interfere  with  the  pending  evictions, 
should  it  be  unhappily  necessary  to 
carry  them  out. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND) -CASE 
OF  JOSEPH  COMERFORD  —  BELFAST 
POLICE  COURT. 

Mb.  M^CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  case  of  Joseph 
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Comerford,  who  was  eentenced  by  the 
magistrates  at  Belfast  Police  Court,  on 
31  St  May,  1886,  to  upwards  of  21 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
for  assaults  committed  on  the  one  occa- 
sion ;  whether  the  extreme  penalty 
which,  according  to  the  law  in  Eng- 
land, can  be  inflicted  for  such  an  offence 
is  six  months'  imprisonment;  whether 
Comer  ford  has  now  been  in  gaol  for 
double  that  period;  and  whether  he 
will,  under  the  circumstances,  bring 
this  case  under  the  notice  of  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  ? 

The  PARUAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Habmaf) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  facts  appeared  to  be  substan- 
tially stated  in  the  Question.  The 
assaults  were,  however,  of  a  most 
serious  character.  They  were  five  in 
number,  and  spread  over  two  different 
periods  of  one  day,  the  prisoner  on  the 
first  occasion  having  effected  his  escape, 
on  which  occasion  ne  seized  the  baton 
of  a  policeman,  and  with  that  weapon 
attacked  the  police,  striking^  three  of 
them  on  the  head,  and  wounding  one  of 
them  so  seriously  that  he  was  unfit  for 
duty.  The  prisoner  was  of  previous 
bad  character,  there  being  20  previous 
convictions  recorded  against  him.  The 
Lords  Justices  had  had  this  case  fully 
under  review,  and  had  decided  that  the 
law  must  take  its  course. 

WAR  OFFICE  —  THE  FIRST  ARMY 
CORPS  -  THE  HORSES  OF  THE 
CAVALRY  REGIMENTS. 

Me.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  20  horses  have  been  taken 
from  all  Cavalry  Regiments  in  the  First 
Army  Corps  in  order  to  make  up  the 
number  required  for  the  Ammunition 
Column ;  and,  if  so,  how  the  deficiency 
will  be  made  up  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) : 
No  Cavalry  regiment  has  had  its  horses 
reduced  in  order  to  provide  horses  for 
the  Ammunition  Column.  It  is  true 
that  six  Cavalry  regiments  which,  in 
1886-7,  had  400  horses,  have,  in  the 
present  Estimates,  only  380.  The 
Cavalry,  however,  does  not  lose  these 
120  horses,  as  80  of  them  have  been 
added  to  the  establishment  of  a  seventh 
regiment,  and  40  to  that  of  the  Cavalry 
Depot,  Oanterbuxy. 

MrJPCartan 


LAW   AND    JUSTICE    (IRELAND)— 
FRANCIS   COOK,  DRUMSNA. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  (Roscommon,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  any 
steps  will  be  taken  by  the  police  to 
prosecute  Francis  Cook  for  riotous  con- 
duct at  Drumsna  on  the  2nd  of  March, 
and  for  presenting  a  revolver  at  Mr. 
Yeich  Simpson  and  a  number  of  persons 
drawn  together  by  Francis  Cook's  riot- 
ous conduct ;  Whether  this  Francis  Cook 
is  the  same  man  who  some  time  ago  was 
arrested  for  shooting  a  child  in  Mohill ; 
and,  whether  an  inquiry  will  be  ordered 
into  the  conduct  of  the  police  in  not 
prosecuting  Cook  for  disturbing  the 
public  peace  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  at  the  trial  of  the  case  the  wit- 
nesses produced  by  Mr.  Yeich  Simpson 
charged  Cook  neither  with  presenting  a 
revolver  at  him  or  at  anybody  else.  The 
police  stated  that  no  disturbance  took 
place  on  the  occasion  referred  to,  and 
the  sergeant  at  Drumsna  said  he  did 
everything  to  facilitate  the  prosecution. 
It  was  the  same  Francis  Cook  who,  five 
years  ago,  was  arrested  for  shooting  at 
a  child  in  Mohill.  He  was  not  put  on 
his  trial  at  the  ensuing  Assizes,  as  the 
Grand  Jury  ignored  the  Bill  sent  up 
against  him.  The  Irish  Government  did 
not  consider  it  necessary  to  interfere 
further  in  the  matter,  as  they  considered 
that  the  constabulary  had  done  their 
duty  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  0*KELLY  asked,  if  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  was  aware  that 
the  Judge  before  whom  this  case  was 
brought  stated  that  the  man  had  pro- 
duced a  revolver,  but  he  was  not  sure 
that  he  pointed  it  at  this  particular  man ; 
but  he  was  sure  that  he  had  produced 
it  and  presented  it  at  the  crowd. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  he 
had  answered  the  Question  put  before 
him — whether  he  was  charged  with 
presenting  a  revolver  at  Mr.  Yeich 
Simpson  ? 

THE  MARRIAGE   LAWS—THE  RECTOR 
OF  MUCH  WOOLTON,  LIVERPOOL. 

Mb.  E.  R.  RUSSELL  (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  he 
is  aware  that  there  is  being  circulated 
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b7  the  authority  of  the  Sector  of  Mud  cessors  absolutely,  for  ecolesiaatical  pur- 

WooltoD,  Liverpool,  the  following  state-  possH ;  whether  the  effect  of  this  vill  be 

ment : —  to  convert  a.  grant  to  the  Church  Mis- 

"  ManiaKM.     All  panons  reaiding  in  tht  eionary  Society,  held  at  the  pleaBuro  of 

parish  of  Much  Waoltoa  must  be  married  at  the  Crown,  into  a  permanent  endowment 

the  pariah  church,  unlew  one  of  the  partiea  tc  of  the  Bishopric :  whether  the  Ordinance 

be  parried  has  been  residing  for  li<l»rBpri<"  has  been  tranamitted  for  tho  approval 

to  the  granting  of  the  licence  or  the  publica-  ,    ,,     "  ,                   .    ,,         ,,       ~rr       *"■ 

tion  of  the  baSna  in  the  pariah  or  dieUiot  be-  o*   ^^^   Crown;    whether  the   Governor 

longing  to  the  church  in  which  they  wiah  to  be  has  also  forwarded  a   Petition  from  the 

married.     When  one  (or  both)  of  the  pirtiea  tc  Congregational  Union  of  British  Quiana 

be  married  is  [or  are)  residing  in  thia  parish,  opposing  such  Ordinance  ;    and  whether 

nnlosa  the  niamaire  be  by  licence,  the  banne     l      _'ii      3-  j-c .-  _    _r    lu. 

»,  rf  K»     v.r  1,  J       ti.™  .....n^.. L.  a.,„j.T..  he   Will   advise   a  modiiicat  on   of    the 

must  be  published  on  three  aucceaaive  Sunday!  "              "                ■   ii.       u-     .■         t  .i_ 

in  thia  church  ;  and  when  the  partiea  reaide  in  OrdinancB,  to  meet  the  objection  of  the 

different  pariahea  the  banna  mast  be  publiahed  unendowed    Beligious    Bodies    in    the 

in  both  churchea.     Note.— persona  infringing  Colony  ? 

the  Marriage  I*wa  are  liable  to  heavy  penal-  r^^^  8ECEETAET   oF    STATE  {Sir 

^',,  ,,  .  ,.  -.IT  Hebkt  HoLLA»D)(Hampstead):  I  have 
whether  there  are  in  the  parish  Non-  received  no  ofBcial  information  from  the 
conformist  places  of  worship,  as  weU  as  Governor  on  the  subject ;  but  it  appears 
a  Registrar's  Office  at  whicTi  mamagea  f,^  jhe  Colonial  newspapers  that  such 
maybe  Bgally  performed;  and  whether  ^^  Ordinance  has  been  passed  by  the 
steps  will  be  taken  to  prevent  the  eon-  Colonial  Legislature,  and  that  it  con- 
tinued ciMulalion  of  the  above  quoted  tains  practictlly  the  provision  mentioned 
statement  ?  „„„„™, .  ^.-^  in  the  second  part  of  the  Question.  The 
«T^»^^^,.  ,Y.^^^  ^w^^'^^Ts.."/  Ordinance  has  not  yet  been  transmitted 
STATE  Mr  STiiABT-WoRTi^YHShef-  ^^  ^j^^  i  Jf  t^e  Crown.  I  am 
field,  HaUam)  (who  replied)  said :  The  ^^^  prepared,  therefore,  to  express  an 
Secretary  of  State  has  received  a  letter  j^j^^  „  ^o  the  effect  of  that  provision, 
from  the  Hector  of  the  parish,  who  has  o,  to  consider  whether  I  wiU  advise  a 
explained  to  him  that  the  statement  modification  of  the  Ordinance  until  I 
circulated  by  him,  and  quoted  in  the  i^^ve  received  the  Ordinance  itself,  and 
Question,  was  intended  to  give  infonna-  the  Report  from  the  Governor  and  At- 
^°Vi?.*''^.°^'^^8e  law  to  members  tomey  General  upon  it.  The  Petition 
of  the  Church  of  England  only  The  referred  to  in  the  fifth  part  of  the  Ques- 
Circilar  is  only  issued  to  members  of  tion  has  not  been  forwarded  to  me. 
the  Church  of  England,  and  by    the 

parocisj  visitors  of  the  church.  In  order,  i_^^  ^uD  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— 

however,  to  prevent  any  misunderstand-  ..  KBVIL  •.  KINQ-HAEUAN."' 

ing  in  the  future  the  Eector  informs  jj^    rp.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) 

the  becretary  of  State  that  he   will  m  ^^^^  ^-^^^  d^j^j  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

re-prialiog  the  Circular  so  modify  its  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Has  his  atten- 

openmg  words  as  to  make  it  perfectly  ^j^j,  ^een  caUed  to  the  decision  of  the 

clear  to  everybody  what  is  meant,  and  Qu^^.g  Bench  in  the  case  of  "  Kevil  r. 

to  what  class  of  persons  the  statement  King-Harman,"  on  9th  May,  in  which 

applies.    There  are  in  the  parish  Non-  Thomas  Kevil.  who  had  been  summoned 

conformist  places  of   worship,  as  well  ^y  Colonel  King-Harman  for  cutting 

aa  a  Segistrar  s  Office.  ^^f  ^^  hU  own  holding  and  fined  there- 
for by  the  Boyle  Bench,   although  a 

BRITISH  U0IANA-ECCLE8IA8TICAL  question  of  title   was  raised   at  Petty 

AFFAIRS.  Sessions  by  his  solicitor,  Mr.  M'Morrow, 

Mr.  CB088LEY  (York,  W.B.,  obtained  a  quashing  of  the  conviction 
Sowerby)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  oa  certiorari ;  is  it  the  fact  that  Kevil, 
for  the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Court  in  his  affidavit,  swore,  in  reference  to 
of  Policy  of  British  Guiana  has  passed  Mr.  Charles  Webb,  J.P.,  the  agent  of 
an  Ordinance  for  the  establishment  of  a  Colonel  King-Harman,  when  his  soli- 
town  at  Bartika;  whether  it  provides  citor  filed  an  affidavit  that  he  applied 
that  one-third  of  the  sums  received  for  for  a  conditional  order  by  Kevil's  autho- 
the  lands  formerly  held  at  the  pleasure  ritj,  as  follows  : — 

of  the  Crown  by  the  Bishop  of  Guiana  •<  Beime   (Colonel    Eing-Harmsn'i    bailiff 

shoU  be  paid  to  the  Bishop  and  his  sac-  wme  to  me  in  Boyls,  and  infonned  me  that  said 
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Charles  Webb  required  me  to  attend  in  the 
estate  office.  I  thereupon  went  to  said  office. 
Said  Charles  Webb  said  to  me,  *■  We  have  been 
served  with  an  order  from  the  Queen's  Bench ; 
we  have  only  a  few  days  to  send  in  a  return ; 
and  what  I  want  you  to  do  is  to  make  an 
affidavit  that  you  did  not  instruct  Mr.  M*  Morrow 
for  this  Law.*  I  replied.  I  would  do  no  such 
thing,  and  immediately  left  the  office ;  " 

that  a  further  affidavit  was  made  by 
Mr.  M'Morrow,  that  he  had  asked  Mr. 
Webb,  J.P.,  by  letter,  if  this  were  true, 
and  it  was  not  denied  in  the  answer 
sent,  nor  in  the  counter  affidavits  filed 
on  Colonel  KiDg-Harman's  behalf ;  and 
will  the  Government  call  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor's attention  to  this  sworn  allega- 
tion against  a  magistrate,  that  be  had 
endeavoured  to  tamper  with  a  client  of 
a  solicitor  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (wbo  replied)  said,  that  per- 
haps the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  allow  him  to  answer  the  Ques- 
tion. He  was  informed  the  statements 
in  the  first,  second,  and  third  paragraphs 
of  the  Question  were  substantially  correct. 
He  was  also  informed,  with  respect  to 
the  subject  of  the  second  paragraph  of  the 
Question,  that  Kevil  informed  the  estate 
surveyor  that  he  did  not  want  law,  and 
that  be  did  not  instruct  his  solicitor, 
whereupon  he  was  naturally  asked  to 
verify  this  statement  by  affidavit.  This 
Kevil  declined  to  do.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, there  was  no  intention  of 
calling  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor to  the  case. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  would 
thank  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  say  if  it  was  true  that  this 
man  Kevil  had  filed  an  affidavit  swear- 
ing as  was  set  forth  in  the  Question?  He 
wished  also  to  ask  whether  that  sworn 
statement  remained  uncontradicted  by 
this  magistrate,  who  was  the  agent  of 
Colonel  King-Harm  an  ? 

Mr.  holmes  said,  he  had  answered 
the  Question  already. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  gave  Notice  that 
on  the  Estimates  he  would  call  attention 
to  this  attempt  on  the  part  of  an  official 
Member  of  the  Government  to  put 
pressure  upon  a  tenant  to  make  a  state- 
ment in  order  to  make  it  appear  that 
his  solicitor  was  a  perjurer. 

LABOURERS'  (IRELAND)  ACT— 
GRANARD  GUARDIANS. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  j 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  j 

Mr.  T.  M.  Healy 


Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  TTas  the  attention 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  been 
drawn  to  the  Resolution  of  the  Granard 
Guardians  protesting  against  the  delay 
in  making  a  Provisional  Order  for  the 
scheme  of  labourers'  cottages  in  that 
Union,  inquired  into  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  Inspector  nearly  six 
months  ago ;  and  will  attention  now  be 
given  to  the  matter,  as  the  summer  is  the 
best  time  for  building  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Habmax) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  Local  Government  Board  had 
received  the  Resolution  referred  to,  and 
the  delay  was  owing  to  the  extent  of  the 
scheme,  and  to  the  fact  that  further 
local  inquiry  was  necessitated  as  a  ques- 
tion of  a  change  of  site  arose,  and  a 
Supplementary  Report  was  required 
from  the  Inspector. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)— 
QUARTER    AND    LAND    SESSIONS    AT 

GRANARD. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  is  the  cause 
of  the  delay  in  replying  to  the  Memorial 
sent  three  months  since  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant from  Granard,  County  Longford, 
asking  that  the  Quarter  and  Land  Ses- 
sions should  be  held  in  that  town  ;  and, 
what  determination  have  the  Govern- 
ment come  to  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  that  before  this  Memorial  could  be 
considered  some  preliminary  steps  were 
necessary.  These  were  duly  carried  out, 
and  the  matter  was  laid  before  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  Council,  and  the  decision 
of  the  Privy  Council,  to  which  it  was 
referred,  had  not  been  come  to. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked,  if  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  could 
say  when  it  would  come  to  a  decision  on 
the  matter  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  the 
meeting  of  the  Privy  Council  was  to  be 
fixed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and  he 
had  not  yet  fixed  it. 

POST  OFFICE  CONTRACTS  (IRELAND)— 
MAIL  BETWEEN  BUNDORAN  AND 
BUNDORAN  JUNCTION. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  (for  Mr.  Mao  Nexll)  (Donegali 
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8.)  asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If  he 
would  have  any  objection  to  state  the 
terms  of  the  contract,  and  the  amount 
paid,  for  the  conveyance  of  the  mails 
by  car  between  Bundoran  and  Bundoran 
Junction  (orBallinamallard) ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  Post  Office  Authorities  consider 
the  present  arrangements  adequate  or 
satisfaotory  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
mail  car  in  question  works  in  connection 
with  the  night  mail  between  Omagh  and 
Enniskillen.  It  conveys  the  correspond- 
ence for  10  sub-post  offices,  and  the  dis- 
tricts dependent  thereon.  It  runs  at  the 
rate  of  seven  miles  an  hour,  and  the 
present  payment  is  £320  a-year.  The 
contractor  has,  however,  given  notice 
terminating  the  contract,  and  the  new 
tenders  are  at  the  present  time  under 
consideration.  The  present  arrange- 
ments are  the  best  of  which  the  circum- 
stances admit. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  —  VACANT 
BUILDING  LAND  IN  VICTORIA 
STREET,  WESTMINSTER. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  N.)  aske^ 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee 
Council  on  Education,  Whether  it  i 
fact  that  the  valuable  site  of  buiJ#Qg 
land  in  Victoria  Street,  belonginj^^  the 
United  Westminster  and  the  Ghi^  Coat 
Schools,  has  been  for  years /><5cupied 
simply  by  hoardings  with^^^ertise- 
ments;  whether  it  is  true  /^*^  several 
applications  have  been  mad^  ^^^  *^®  site 
for  building  purposes ;  an4»  whether  he 
can  say  what  rent  the  Charity  receives 
for  the  hoardings,  and  »f  ^^at  amount 
they  are  assessed  for  loo^  ^^^  Imperial 
taxation?  ^^^  ^.  „^ 

The  VICE  PEESIDF^T  (SirWiLLiAM 
Hart  Dyke)  (Kent,  i^artford) :  I  have 
no  information  upor  ^^©  ipomts  raised 
in  my  hon.  Friend'^  Question ;  but  I 
would  suggest  to  hi»"  *^®  advantage  of 
addressing  himself  ^  ^®  Governors  of 
the  Institutions  nan^®^*  several  of  whom 
are  Members  of  thi^  House. 

INLAND  REVENU^^-I'ENSIONS  IN  THE 
SECRETARY'ji  DEPARTMENT. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  i^^-  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  WT^^®',  owing  to  changes 
in  the  Secrf fj^j^  .^®P^tment  of  the 
Inland  ReVf  ?^  ^^°®  clerks  are  to  be 
placed  m  .F|  oiaP'  *^®  majority  of  whom 

VOL.  C         f •    [thibd  saaiEs.] 


have  less  than  40  years'  service ;  whe- 
ther they,  or  any  of  them,  are  to  receive 
pensions  based  on  full  40  years'  service ; 
whether  also  a  new  class  of  clerks,  with 
salaries  from  £725  to  £800  a-year,  has 
been  arranged,  in  addition  to  the  exist- 
ing class  of  principal  clerks,  whose  sala- 
ries range  from  £600  to  £700  ;  whether 
the  Treasury  Authorities  have  satisfied 
themselves  that  the  Service  could  not  be 
more  economically  provided  for;  and, 
why  such  large  establishment  changes 
are  being  carried  out  in  anticipation  of 
the  inquiry  by  the  Royal  Commission 
now  sitting  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  Treasury  have 
recently  sanctioned  a  re-organization  of 
the  Secretary's  Department  of  the  In- 
land Revenue  on  the  basis  of  seven 
hours'  work  a-day  instead  of  six.  The 
principle  which  underlies  the  change  is 
that  the  duties  of  the  Department  are 
in  future  to  be  discharged  by  fewer  men 
with  harder  work  and  better  pai(pil)lit  at 

a  reduoft^yiiMlii""^''^^^*'^  ^  ^^ 
Tnink  that,  acting  on  my  sug- 

lon,  the  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ent  have  been  able  to  introduce  a  re- 
form which  will  set  an  example  that  I 
hope  may  be  followed  with  great  advan- 
tage in  other  branches  of  that  and  other 
Offices.  The  staff  of  clerks  has  been 
reduced  by  nine,  and  consequently  nine 
clerks  retire.  One  of  these  has  already 
earned  his  fuU  pension,  the  other  eight 
will  receive  the  customary  abolition 
terms,  their  vacancies  not  being  filled. 
Five  of  them  will  receive  pensions  based 
on  40  years'  service.  Of  these  five  one 
will  have  actually  served  42  years,  one 
39J-  years,  and  the  remaining  three  up- 
wards of  30  years.  A  new  class  of  Com- 
mittee clerks,  at  the  scale  of  salary 
named  in  the  Question,  forms  a  part  of 
the  scheme.  The  salaries  involved  in 
the  new  organization  include  duty  pay, 
or,  as  it  has  been  defined,  special  extra 
rates  of  payment  attached  to  superior 
duties  and  work  of  a  special  character. 
This  system,  which  has  not  been  found 
to  work  well,  will  be  entirely  abolished 
under  the  present  scheme.  The  Trea- 
sury is  satisfied  with  the  economies  to 
be  effected  under  this  scheme.  The  new 
effective  staff  of  the  Office  will  cost  less 
than  the  old  effective  staff  by  £4,300. 
The  immediate  saving,  after  deducting 
the  whole  of  the  pensions  of  the  retiring 
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clerks,  is  £460 ;  but  if  we  deduct,  as  it 
is  more  correct  to  do,  only  that  portion 
of  them  which  is  not  already  earned,  the 
saving  amounts  to  £3,300.  In  view  of 
the  greatness  of  the  saving,  and  the  ob- 
viously desirable  character  of  the  reform 
in  all  respects,  I  h^.ve  not  thought  it 
well  to  postpone  its  introduction  pending 
the  Eeport  of  the  Eoyal  Commission. 


IRELAND -LAND  COMMISSION  COURT 
—JOHN  SMITH,  OF  CURREMBLA,  CO. 
SLIGO. 

Mb.  p.  M'DONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware 
that  John  Smith,  of  Currembla,  County 
Sligo,  tenant  of  Mr.  Arthur  Ormsby, 
Glen  Lodge,  County  Sligo,  applied  to 
the  Land  Commission  Court,  on  the  14th 
of  November,  1885,  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed  for  his  farm,  and,  on  the  31st  of 
January,  1887,  when  the  case  was  heard, 
a  reduction  was  made  from  £70  9«.,  old 
rent,  to  £40,  judicial  rent ;  whether  the 
said  Mr.  Ormsby,  since  the  service  of 
the  originating  notice  for  the  fixing  of  a 
fair  rent,  has  levied  three  sepafikiejdis' 
tresses  on  this  tenant ;  whether  the 
distraint  was  made  on  the  13th  of  May, 
with  £3  costs,  without  any  previous 
notice  or  demand  for  payment  of  rent ; 
whether  this  last  distraint  for  the  old 
rent  was  for  the  gale  falling  due  on  the 
Ist  of  May  last,  thereby  (as  there  is 
allowed  in  this  case  no  running  gale) 
distraining  without  notice,  and  with 
costs,  for  rent  falling  due  only  12  days 
previously ;  whether  the  Parliamentary 
Secretary  will  take  steps  to  prevent  a 
repetition  of  such  like  distraints  by  with- 
holding the  services  of  the  constabulary ; 
and,  whether  the  following  (publicly 
posted)  is  a  true  copy  of  the  **  distraining 
notice  " : — 

«  Copy  of  distraining  notice. 
"  To  John  Smith,  and  to  whom  it  may  con- 
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will  be  sold  according  to  Law.  Dated  this  13Ui 
day  of  May.  1887. 

"Half-year's  rent  to  the  Ist  May,  1887, 
£35  4«.  6(/. 

"  Signed  for  above,  29  sheep,  12  lambs,  John 
Gillespie  ?  " 

Thb  parliamentary  under 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  Land  Commissioners  stated 
that  the  application  to  fix  a  fair  rent  in 
this  case  was  made  in  the  end  of  Decem- 
ber, 1885,  and  the  case  was  heard  in 
January,  1887.  The  old  rent  was 
£70  9«.,  and  it  was  reduced  to  £45.  An 
appeal  was  lodged  by  the  landlord, 
which  was  still  pending.  The  policy  of 
the  Government  in  affording  protection 
to  Sheriffs  and  their  officers  in  the  execu- 
tion of  processes  of  Courts  of  Law  had 
been  already  fully  explained.  The  GK)- 
vernment  had  no  knowledge  as  to  the 
distraints. 

Mb.  p.  MCDONALD  said,  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  not 
answered  the  paragraph  inquiring  whe- 
ther the  levies  were  put  in  only  12  days 
after  the  rent  fell  due  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  he 
had  no  information  as  to  that. 


corn. 


"Take  notice,  that  I,  John  Gillespie,  of  Car- 
ramore,  in  the  County  of  Mayo,  have  this  day, 
as  bailiff  to,  and  upon  the  authority  of,  Arthur 
Ormshy,  esquire,  of  Glen  Lodge,  in  the  County 
of  Sligo,  distrained  on  the  lands  of  Currembla, 
North  County  of  Sligo,  which  you  hold  as  tenant 
to  the  said  Arthur  Ormsby,  the  sereral  cattle, 
ffoods,  and  chattels  found  upon  the  said  lands 
for  the  sum  of  £36  4t.  6rf.,  being  rent  due  for 
the  said  lands  and  premises  to  the  Ist  May, 
1887,  as  particulars  at  foot  hereof,  and  that  un- 
less vou  pay  the  said  rent  and  arrears,  with  all 
legal  oostsand  charges,  within  14  days  from  the 
date  hereof,  the  said  cattle,  ^ods,  and  ohattela 

Mr.  Oosehen 


ITROPOLITAN      POLICE  —  EXTRA 
)UTY  OF  THE  "A"  DIVISION. 

Mb?^HANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  tlEl®  Secretary  of  State  for   the 
Home  Ddftart°i®i^t,  Whether  on  Monday, 
9th  May,  itt®  constables  of  the  **A" 
Diyision  wh\  ^^<^  been  on  duty  all  night 
from  9.45  p. ml*  ^^  Sunday  till  6.15  a.m. 
on  Monday,  m®^®  compelled  to  attend 
parade  at  BucM^°g^«^°^  Palace  for  two 
hours  on  MondsLT  afternoon,  when  the 
Lord  Mayor  ancHp^^P^^*^^^^  ^^  London 
presented  an  adalf®®^  *^  ^®'  Majesty 
the  Queen,  and  th**  the  same  men  had 
to  go  on  night  dutA^^fi^*^*^  at  9.45  p.m. 
on  Monday;  whether,  on  Friday,   13th 
May,  the  night  dut 
Division  had  to  turn 
for  an  hour's  drill  a 
racks  ;  that  they  wen 
9.45   p.m.  on   Friday 
Saturday ;  that  they  h*^  *^  parade  again 
in  another  suit  of  clotlhes  at  12  midday, 
march  to  the  line  of  roiiite  on  the  occa- 
sion of  Her  Majesty  thdJ^  Quw's  visit  to 
the  East  End  of  London  J jnB^  ^  ^i*^  ^^ 
duty  for  eight  hours.  pN.     ^4^^^  ^ 
turn  out  on  ordinary  nig)NN0^^]d^4^ 
p.ni.  on  Saturday ;  what  j-iij,)  (fijp*^    ^ 
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Eegulations  for  the  Police  Force  as  to 
extra  hours  of  duty  and  extra  pay  for 
such  duty ;  and,  whether,  in  view  of  the 
health  of  the  men  and  the  necessity  for 
night  duty  being  efficiently  carried  out 
in  the  Metropolis,  he  will  recommend 
any  alterations  in  the  Regulations  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuabt-Wortlby)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied )  said :  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  is  informed  that  the  state- 
ment as  to  duty  done  by  the  police  in  ques- 
tion is  substantially  correct,  at  least  so  far 
as  a  portion  of  the  night  duty  men  are  con- 
cerned. The  extra  duty  on  the  9th  and 
14th  was  on  exceptional  occasions;  and 
on  such  occasions  extra  duty  must  neces- 
sarily be  undergone,  and,  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  believes,  always  has  been 
undergone  by  members  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Force  without  any  com- 
plaint. The  drill  of  Friday,  May  13. 
was  fixed  entirely  to  suit  the  comfort  and 
convenience  of  the  men.  There  are  no 
Regulations  as  to  extra  pay  for  extra 
duty.  Constables  are  liable  to  be  called 
upon  for  duty  at  any  time ;  but  if  a  con- 
stable gets  extra  duty  one  day  he  is 
compensated  by  getting  less  duty  another 
day.  The  Secretary  of  State  has  no 
reason  to  believe  that  the  health  of  the 
men  is  impaired,  or  that  the  night  duty 
is  inefficiently  carried  out. 

HIGH    COURT    OP     JUSTICE    IN    IRE- 
LAND— TRANSFER  OF  CLERKS. 

Me.  ARTHUR  0»CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
Mr.  Walter  Hare,  a  supernumerary  clerk 
in  the  Land  Judges*  Division  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland,  has 
been  appointed  a  junior  clerk  in  the 
Chancery  Division  of  the  said  High 
Court,  without  parsing  the  competitive 
examination  prescribed  for  such  clerks 
in  the  Irish  Judicature  Act  of  1877 ; 
whether  the  attention  of  the  Treasury 
has  been  directed  to  the  appointment 
by  nomination  of  clerks  in  those  Divi- 
sions of  the  High  Court,  where  the 
patronage  reserved  to  the  Judges  by 
said  Act  has  not  yet  lapsed,  and  the 
subsequent  transfer  of  these  clerks,  as 
vacancies  occur,  to  the  Divisions  of  the 
High  Court  where  such  patronage  has 
lapsed,  in  connection  with  the  provisions 
of  the  73rd  section  of  the  Irish  Judi- 
cature Act  of  1877 ;  and,  why  the  course 
adopted  in  1983  and  1885,  'm  filling  up 


vacancies  in  the  Chancery  Division,  was 
not  followed  in  the  present  case  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said :  I  understand  that  the 
question  of  the  validity  of  the  transfer 
of  a  clerk  from  one  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland  to  fill  a  va- 
cancy in  another  Division  has  been  sub- 
mitted for  the  opinion  of  the  Irish  Law 
Officers,  who  have  advised  that  the  re- 
quirement as  to  open  competition  relates 
only  to  the  appointment  of  a  person  for 
the  first  time  to  an  office  in  Court,  and 
does  not  exclude  promotion  among  the 
existing  offices. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked, 
whether  the  Treasury  Authorities  had 
considered  whether  this  system  was  not 
practically  an  evasion  of  the  Judicature 
Act;  and  why  the  course  adopted  in 
1883  and  1885  on  a  similar  occasion  had 
been  departed  from  on  the  present  occa- 
sion? 

Me.  JACKSON  said,  the  Treasury 
had  no  power  in  the  matter.  The  ap- 
pointment did  not  rest  with  them,  and 
the  legal  validity  of  it  had  been  decided 
by  the  Law  Officers. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  gave 
Notice  that  he  would  call  attention  to 
this  subject  on  the  Vote  for  Law  Charges 
in  Ireland. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  was  it  the  view  of  the  Treasury 
that  when  a  clerk  was  appointed  tempo- 
rarily he  could  then  be  transferred 
afterwards  over  the  heads  of  the  others 
without  passing  any  competitive  exami- 
nation? He  wished  to  know  if  the 
English  Law  Officers  had  been  con- 
sulted on  the  subject,  and  if  they  con- 
curred with  their  Irish  brethren  ? 

Me.  JACKSON  said,  he  was  not 
aware  that  the  question  had  arisen. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY:  That  is  the 
question. 

Me.  JACKSON  said,  this  related  to 
the  appointment  of  a  special  person 
over  whom  they  had  no  control.  If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  put  a  Ques- 
tion on  the  Paper  he  would  be  very 
glad  to  answer  it. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS— LOSS  OP 
THE  S.S.  "  CARMONA." 
Me.  EDWARDS-MOSS  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Widnes)  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has   been  called   to  th^  case  of 
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the  S.S.  Curmona,  3,714  tons  ^oss 
register,  a  vessel  built  especially  for 
cotton,  and  classed  100  A  1  at  Lloyd's, 
which  sailed  from  Barrow  on  February 
23rd  last,  with  a  cargo  of  pig  iron  for 
America,  and  has  lately  been  posted  at 
Lloyd's  as  missing ;  and,  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to 
institute  a  full  inquiry  into  the  loss  of 
this  vossel  ? 

The  SEORETAEY  (Baron  Henry 
De  Woems)  (Liverpool,  llast  Toxteth) : 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  ordered  a 
formal  inquiry  to  be  held  into  the  case 
of  the  steamship  Carmona,  which  is  re- 
ported as  missing.  I  may  add  that  a 
letter  has  been  received  from  the  owners 
stating  that  it  is  not  the  fact  that  the 
Carmona  was  a  vessel  built  especially  for 
cotton. 

POST   OFFICE— EAILWAY  AND  TELE- 
GRAPH  CLERKS-COMPENSATION. 

Me.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  Postmaster  Qeneral,  Whether 
he  has  yet  settled  the  amount  of  com- 
pensation to  be  paid  to  the  railway  and 
telegraph  clerks  who  have  been  de- 
prived of  their  commission  on  the  sale 
of  stamps  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raises)  (Cambridge  University) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  am  glad  to 
be  able  to  state  that  the  terms  of  com- 
pensation have  been  settled  with  several 
Kailway  Companies,  and  are  in  progress 
with  the  others. 

NORTH  BORNEO— OPERATIONS 
AGAINST  THE  NATIVES. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether 
the  attack  by  the  Governors  of  British 
North  Borneo  on  the  natives  of  Darvel 
Bay,  in  June  last,  was  reported  by  the 
authorities  of  the  North  Borneo  Com- 
pany to  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  was 
approved  by  him,  especially  the  burning 
of  villages,  and  destruction  of  paddy,  &c.; 
whether  the  authorities  of  the  North 
Borneo  Company  have  power  to  requisi- 
tion Her  Majesty's  Navy  to  assist  them 
in  wars  in  which  they  may  engage  with- 
out the  previous  consent  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government ;  and,  whether  there  is  any 
systematic  control  over  the  Political  and 
Military  operations  of  the  Nort^  Borneo 
and  Royal  Niger  Companies,  such  as 
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was  exercised  by  the  Board  of  Control 
over  the  East  India  Company  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  proceedings  of  the 
British  North  Borneo  Company  autho- 
rities in  Darvel  Bay  last  June  were  re- 
ported to  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
approved  by  them,  but  not  **  especially 
the  burning  of  villages  and  destruction 
of  paddy,  &c."  I  presume  that  the 
etcetera  refers  to  the  arms  and  war 
canoes.  A  Report  of  the  proceedings  was 
presented  to  Parliament  and  printed  on 
April  29.  Her  Majesty's  naval  officers 
are  directed  to  give  aid  to  the  Company 
in  cases  of  emergency  without  referring 
to  the  Admiralty  for  orders.  On  the 
occasion  in  question  prompt  action  was 
considered  to  be  justified.  The  circum- 
stances were  that — 

**  A  lawless  tribe,  several  thousands  in  number, 
notorious  for  their  acts  of  kidnapping,  piracy, 
and  slave-dealing,  attacked  a  settlement  of 
the  British  North  Borneo  Company,  which  they 
kept  in  a  state  of  siege  and  terror.  They  re- 
fused to  parley,  and  proceeded  to  attack  Her 
Majesty's  ships.  Commander  Hope's  prompt 
action  will  probably  result  in  the  cessation  of 
piracy  and  kidnapping  in  those  waters." 

There  is  a  systematic  control  over  the 
political  and  military  operations  of  the 
North  Borneo  and  Royal  Niger  Com- 
panies ;  but  these  are  not  yet  of  such 
dimensions  as  to  require  a  separate 
Department  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. 

ADMIRALTY  —  SPECIAL  NAVAL  PEN- 
SION TO  WIDOW  OF  STAFF  COM- 
MANDER W.  M.  SAVAGE. 

Mb.  NORRIS  (Tower  Hamlets,  Lime- 
house)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, If  he  will  state  why  the  Special 
Naval  Pension  of  £140  per  annum  is 
not  awarded  to  Mrs.  Savage,  the  widow 
of  Staff  Commander  W,  M.  Savage,  in- 
stead of  the  ordinary  pension  of  £80  per 
annum ;  whether  this  officer,  although 
serving  under  the  Board  of  Trade  at  the 
time  of  his  death,  had  not,  before  con- 
senting to  take  the  appointment,  stipu- 
lated for  and  obtained  official  sanction, 
that  such  service  should  be  considered 
as  "Full  Naval  Service,"  counting  to- 
wards increase  of  full  pay,  half-pay,  and 
retirement;  whether  the  Admiralty  re- 
quested the  Treasury,  on  14th  December, 
1882,  also  to  sanction  such  arrangement, 
and  whether  the  Treasury  granted  sucU 
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request  by  Treasury  Letter  of  8th 
January,  1883  ;  and,  if  the  non-award  to 
Mrs.  Savage  of  the  Special  Naval  Pen- 
sion of  £140  a-year  will  be  recon- 
sidered ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  A 
widow  is  only  entitled  to  a  special  pen- 
sion upon  proof  that  her  husband's 
death  was  directly  attributable  to  extra- 
ordinary exposure  or  exertion  on  service. 
The  circumstances  attending  Staff  Oom- 
mander  Savage's  death  do  not  come 
within  that  category.  I  cannot  re-open 
the  question. 

CURRENCY  — THE    SILVER    COINAGE. 

Mr.  E.  HARDCASTLE  (Salford,  N.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  Exchequer, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  the  great  inconvenience  arising  from 
the  insufficient  supply  of  small  silver 
coin  now  in  circulation  ;  and,  whether 
he  will  take  into  consideration  the  prac- 
ticability of  largely  increasing  the  issue 
of  shillings  and  sixpences,  instead  of 
addincf  to  the  already  excessive  supply 
of  largo  coins,  especially  florins,  by  the 
issue  of  double  florin  pieces? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  issue  of  shillings 
and  sixpences  can  be  largely  increased 
at  once  if  the  public  will  but  ask  for 
them  of  their  bankers.  Employers  of 
labour,  tradesmen,  and  other  persons 
constantly  requiring  change  can  at  once 
get  what  they  want,  and  will  assist  their 
customers  by  insisting  on  having  as 
many  shillings  and  sixpences  as  they 
require.  The  additional  trouble  of 
counting  the  smaller  coins  and  of  sort- 
ing appears  to  have  acted  as  a  deterrent 
to  the  free  issue  of  shillings  and  six- 
pences ;  but  there  is  no  reason  why  it 
should  be  so.  Silver  coin  is  not  issued 
by  the  Mint  direct  to  the  public,  but  is 
passed  into  circulation  in  England  and 
VVales  through  banks.  Every  country 
banker  has  a  banker  who  is  his  agent 
in  London »  and  every  London  banker 
has  an  account  at  the  Bank  of  England. 
If  in  any  district  there  is  a  deficiency  of 
silver  coin,  the  bankers  of  the  district 
are  the  first  to  find  it  out.  They  write 
to  their  London  agents,  who  obtain  what 
silver  coin  is  required  from  the  Bank  of 
England,  and  send  it  to  the  country 
bankers.  If  there  is  a  deficiency  in  Lon- 
don, the  London  bankers  can,  of  course. 


make  direct  application  to  the  Bank  of 
England  for  the  amounts  they  themselves 
require.     When  the  stock  in  the  Bank 
of   England    becomes    diminished,    it 
makes  appb'cation  to  the  Mint,  and  sup- 
plies of  coin  of  any  denomination  can  be 
obtained.    At  the  present  moment  there 
is  a  good  supply  of  both  shillings  and 
sixpences  awaiting  issue,  and  perfectly 
ready  to  perform  their  duty.  The  follow- 
ing are  the  amounts  of  each  coin  held 
by  the  Mint  and  the  Bank  of  England 
respectively: — Shillings. — In  the  Mint, 
£34,413  worth;   in  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, £264,600  worth;    total,  £299,013 
worth.  Sixpences. — In  the  Mint,  £31,004 
worth ;  in  the  Bank  of  England,  £10,900 
worth;  total,  £41,904  worth.     So  that 
there  are  shillings  of  the  value  of  nearly 
£300,000,  or  6,000,000  pieces,  and  six- 
pences  of  the    value  of    £42,000,    or 
1,680,000  pieces,  ready  for  immediate 
issue.     The  existence  of  this  large  stock 
at  the  Bank  of  England  is  due  to  a  part 
of  these  coins  in  circulation  having  been 
returned.      It    would    seem,   from  the 
above  figures,   that  the    public  should 
have  no  difficulty  in  obtaining  as  much 
coin  of  each  denomination  as  they  may 
require.     It  may  be,  however,  that  the 
practice  of  bankers  not  to  sort  the  silver 
coin  which  they  receive,  but  to  pay  it 
out  again  in   bags   containing   certain 
amounts  without  reference   to  the  de- 
nominations of  the  individual  coins,  may 
be  an  inconvenience  to  the  public,  who 
may,    in    this    way,    not    receive    the 
amounts  of  shillings  and  sixpences  which 
they  require.      The  remedy  for  this  evil 
is,  of  course,  in  the  hands  of  the  public 
themselves,  who  should  call  upon  their 
bankers  to  give  them  precisely  the  coins 
which  they  require  ;  but  communications 
will  be  at  once  made  to  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  London  Bankers,  and 
to  the  President  of  the  Country  Bankers' 
Association,  asking  them  to  co-operate 
in  meeting  the  legitimate  wants  of  bank 
customers.     With  regard  to  the  action 
of  the  Government,  it  is  unnecessary  to 
point  out  that  in  the  case  of  a  token 
coinage,  like  that  of  silver  in  this  coun- 
try, on  the   issue  of  which  the  State 
makes  a  large  profit,  and  which  cannot 
be  used  for  payments  of  more  than  40«., 
it  is  the  imperative  duty  of  the  Govern- 
ment not  to  permit  issues  to  be  made  in 
excess  of  the  bond  fids  requirements  of 
the  public,  lest  the  coins  should  become 
depreciated.     It  is  obviously  prudent| 
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therefore,  that  silver  coin  should  only 
be  issued  through  bankers,  who  are  best 
able  to  judge  what  those  requirements 
really  are. 

Mil.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  inquired 
whether  there  was  not  an  immense  num- 
ber of  foreign  silver  pieces  in  circulation 
in  the  country  ? 

Mb.  OOSOHENsaid,  he  did  not  think 
it  was  true  that  there  was  an  immense 
number  of  foreign  coins  in  circulation ; 
but  he  had  heard  of  the  appearance  of 
certain  false  coins,  though  not  to  any 
great  extent.  Of  course,  it  was  a 
matter  that  required  to  be  carefully 
watched. 

ROYAL  IRISH    CONSTABULARY—CON- 
VICTIONS FOR  ASSAULT. 

Mb.  FINUCANE(Limerick,E.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  Constables 
John  Goold  and  William  Crawford, 
Hospital,  County  Limerick,  and  John 
Barry,  Elton,  same  County,  were  con- 
victed, on  16th  April  last,  at  Limerick 
Quarter  Sessions,  by  a  jury,  of  an 
assault  on  three  members  of  the  Kil- 
teely  fife  and  drum  band ;  whether 
the  jury  awarded  the  plaintiffs  £10 
damages  against  the  constables;  whe- 
ther these  men  are  still  in  the  force ; 
and,  whether  the  Constabulary  authori- 
ties have  inflicted  any  punishment  on 
them  for  their  violation  of  the  law ;  and, 
if  not,  what  course  do  Government  in- 
tend to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

The  PAKUAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thaoet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  facts  were  substantially  stated 
in  the  Question.  These  men  were  still 
in  the  Constabulary.  Bills  would  be 
presented  against  them  at  the  forth- 
coming Assizes.  No  action  had  been 
taken  by  the  Constabulary  authorities, 
as  the  matter  was  still  suhjudice. 

CIVIL  SERVICE-THE  LOWER  DIVI- 
SION—EXAMINATIONS IN  DUBLIN. 
Mr.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  examinations  for  Men  Clerkships, 
Lower  Division,  Civil  Service,  usually 
held  in  Dublin  during  the  current 
month,  have  been  postponed ;  and, 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  incon- 
venience and  loss  which  the  delay  will 
inflict  upon  candidates,  an  early  date 
will  be  fixed  for  the  examiDations  ? 

Mr.  Ooschm 


The  secretary  (Mr.  Jaoksox 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  examinations  for 
Lower  Division  Clerkships  at  othe 
centres  as  well  as  Dublin  were  postponed 
owing  to  the  small  number  of  the  pro- 
bable vacancies  as  compared  with  the 
number  of  clerks  waiting  for  employ- 
ment. I  am  sorry  for  the  inconvenience 
caused  to  intending  candidates ;  but  it  is 
obvious  that  the  time  for  holding  exa- 
minations can  be  determined  only  by 
the  requirements  of  the  Service. 

Mb.  TUITE  asked,  if  the  hoD.  Gen- 
tleman could  give  the  probable  date  of 
the  next  examination  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  did  not  like 
to  fix  the  date,  for  the  very  obvious  rea- 
son that  that  date  must  be  determined 
very  largely  by  the  number  of  vacan- 
cies. But,  without  pledging  himself,  he 
thought  he  might  be  justified  in  stating 
that  it  was  intended  in  the  ordinary 
course  to  hold  one  about  August. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT—THE  RE- 
CENT DISTURBANCES  AT  EXETER 
TRAINING  COLLEGE. 
Mr,  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on 
Education,  What  was  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  instituted  by  the  Education  De- 
partment, through  Her  Majesty's  In- 
spector of  Training  Colleges,  into  the 
disturbances  which  lately  took  place  at 
Exeter  College;  whether  it  appeared 
that  the  complaints  of  the  second  year 
students  respecting  the  instruction  in 
mathematics  were  well  founded ;  whe- 
ther the  Principal  was  justified  in  rusti- 
cating two  students  ;  and,  whether  any 
subsistence  allowance  has  been  made  to 
these  students  during  their  enforced 
absence  from  the  College? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Hart  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford) : 
Apart  altogether  from  the  question  of 
the  capeioity  of  a  mathematical  lecturer, 
there  is  no  doubt  that  gross  acts  of 
insubordination  were  committed  by  stu- 
dents of  the  College.  The  Principal,  in 
my  opinion,  was  justified  in  rusticating 
two  students,  who  have,  so  far  as  I  can 
judge,  no  claim  to  a  subsistence  allow- 
ance. The  Inspector,  after  holding  his 
inquiry,  has  suggested  a  re-arrange- 
ment in  regard  to  the  lecturers  at 
the  College,  and  we  have  written  in 
support  of  the  suggestion  to  the  authori- 
ties. 
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tations  against  such  re-opening  of  the 
Slave  Trade  ? 

The  under  SECRET  ARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  Jambs  Fergusson).  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  I  stated  about  three 
months  ago  that  grave  abuses  of  the  sort 
had  occurred.  The  forced  shipment  of 
Natives  did  not,  however,  take  place 
from  a  port  in  French  occupation.  As  I 
then  informed  the  House,  energetic 
measures  had  been  taken  by  the  British 
and  French  Authorities ;  a  British  man- 
of-war  has  since  visited  the  port  in 
question,  and  it  is  believed  that  a  stop 
has  been  put  to  the  practice. 


LAW  AND  POLICE   (IRELAND)- DENIS 
LYNCH.  AN  '*  EMERGENCY  MAN/» 

Mr.  hooper  (Cork,  S.E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  received  any 
affidavits  to  sustain  the  allegation  that 
an  emergency  man  named  Denis  Lynch, 
engaged  at  the  eviction  of  a  tenant 
named  Barrett,  at  Monkstown,  County 
Cork,  while  under  the  inHuence  of 
drink,  presented  a  revolver  at  a  number 
of  women  in  Barrett's  house,  though  no 
resistance  was  being  offered  to  the  evic- 
tion ;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  the  Execu- 
tive will  order  in  the  matter  ? 

The  PARIJAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  that  no  such  affidavits  had  been 
received  by  the  Irish  Government. 

Me.  hooper  asked,  if  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  not  re- 
ceived that  evening  four  or  five  affidavits 
addressed  by  himself  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  he 
was  sorry  to  say  he  had  not.  He  saw  a 
note  addressed  to  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  just  now,  and  possibly  it 
contained  these  affidavits.  But  perhaps 
he  might  be  permitted  to  add  that  if 
these  affidavits  were  made  or  forwarded 
it  hardly  made  much  difference  ;  because 
in  a  matter  of  this  kind  the  proper  course 
for  aggrieved  persons  to  adopt  was  to 
make  informations,  and  proceed  by  sum- 
mons or  warrants. 

Mb.  hooper  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  state  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  will  be  in 
his  place  and  answer  the  Question  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  I  cannot 
say  that. 

MADAGASCAR— CAPTURE  OF  NATIVES 
BY  THE  FRENCH  AND  TRANSPORT 
TO  REUNION. 

Mb.  ATKINSON  (Boston)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  information  has  reached 
him  that,  as  stated  in  public  newspapers. 
Natives  are  captured  and  shipped  from 
the  port  which  the  French  hold  on  the 
Western  Coast  of  Madagascar  to  a 
French  Colony  on  the  Island  of  Reunion ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  make  inquiry 
as  to  the  truth  of  the  statement ;  and, 
in  case  the  report  is  true,  will  Her 
Majesty's  Government  make  represen- 


CROFTERS'      HOLDINGS     (SCOTLAND) 

ACT,  1886— EVICTION  OF  ALEXANDER 

TAYLOR,  CO.  ELGIN. 

Me.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  the 
Government  are  aware  that  Alexander 
Taylor  is  about  to  be  evicted,  at  Whit- 
suntide, from  his  croft  and  house,  at 
Lake  of  Moy,  in  the  County  of  Elgin, 
the  land  having  been  enclosed,  and  the 
house  built,  by  and  at  the  expense  of  the 
father-in-law  of  Taylor  50  years  ago; 
that  Taylor  has  occupied  the  croft  for 
several  years,  and  has  fulfilled  all  the 
conditions  required  by  **The  Crofters' 
Holdings  (Scotland)  Act,  1886;"  whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  fact  that  such 
an  eviction  could  not  take  place  in  the 
adjoining  County  of  Inverness  by  reason 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Crofters  Holdings 
Act,  the  Government  will  endeavour  to 
prevent  the  threatened  eviction  being 
carried  out  on  the  25th  May,  by  means 
similar  to  those  recently  used  in  Ireland 
by  Sir  Redvers  Buller;  and,  whether 
the  Gt)vernment  will  consider  the  ex- 
pediency of  extending  the  Crofters' 
Holdings  Act  to  the  crofters  and  cottars 
in  the  Counties  of  Elgin  and  Nairn. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robeetson) 
(Bute)  (who  replied)  said:  The  Lord 
Advocate  has  been  informed  that  Alex- 
ander Taylor  is  removing  from  the  Lake 
of  Moy  at  Whitsun  Day  on  an  arrange- 
ment by  which  he  receives  a  gratuity, 
and  he  is  to  occupy  other  premises  on 
the  same  property.  The  Government 
have  no  intention  of  interfering  in  the 
matter,  and  are  not  prepared  to  make 
any  proposal  to  extend  the  Crofters' 
Holdings  Act  to  any  other  parts  of  Scot- 
land. The  matter  was  debated  when 
the  Crofters'  Act  was  before  the  House 
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last  year,  and  an  Amendment  to  that 
effect  was  negatived. 

"THE  BOARD  OF  TRADE  JOURNALS- 
CONTRACT  FOR  ADVERTISEMENTS. 

Mr.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  What  precedents  exist 
for  the  insertion  of  advertisements  in 
Government  periodical  newspapers ; 
whether  he  is  aware  that  advertise- 
ments were  at  one  time  inserted  in  The 
Fostal  Guide  J  but  were  withdrawn  after 
representations  were  made  by  the  trade ; 
whether  the  Treasury  was  consulted,  and 
gave  its  authority  for  the  insertion  of 
advertisements  in  The  Board  of  Trade 
Journal;  and,  whether  the  contract  for 
advertisements  in  The  Board  of  Trade 
Journal^  made  by  the  Stationery  Office, 
was  put  up  to  tender  or  competition ;  and, 
if  not,  on  whose  authority  was  the  con- 
tract given  to  the  present  holders  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  (Baron  Henry  De 
Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth):  Ad- 
vertisements appear  in  the  Army  and 
Navy  Lists  and  the  Customs  Bill  of  Entry. 
The  Board  of  Trade  have  no  information 
as  to  the  statements  contained  in  the 
Question  with  regard  to  The  Postal  Guide, 
The  contract  for  advertisements  in  The 
Board  of  Trade  Journal  was  not  put  up  to 
tender ;  but  was,  as  is  usual,  made  by 
the  Stationery  Office,  with  the  authority 
of  the  Treasury,  and,  in  this  case,  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  Board  of  Trade. 

ARMY  —  AUXILIARY  FORCES  —  THE 
VOLUNTEER  CORPS  —  THE  NEW 
REGULATIONS  AS  TO  SHOOTING. 

Colonel  EYRE  (Lincolnshire,  Gains- 
borough) asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  What  will  bo  the  position  of 
those  Volunteer  Corps  which  have  com- 
menced their  musketry  course  on  the  old 
system,  in  consequence  of  the  delay  in 
the  issue  of  the  New  Regulations  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Ilomcastle): 
For  the  present  year  Volunteers  will 
shoot  under  three  different  conditions. 
First,  individual  Volunteers  who  have 
completed  their  musketry  course  under 
the  old  Regulations  will  be  classified  for 
efficiency  according  to  those  Regulations ; 
secondly,  individual  Volunteers  who  have 
commenced,  but  not  finished,  their  course 
under  the  old  Regulations  may  complete 
their  course  and  be  classified  for  efficiency 
according  to  either  the  old  or  now  stan- 

Jfr.  /.  F.  B.  Bobsrtson 


dard,  at  the  discretion  of  the  Commanding 
Officer;  thirdly,  individual  Volunteers 
who  had  not  commenced  their  practice 
before  the  issue  of  the  New  Regulations 
must  carry  out  their  musketry  course  ac- 
cording to  the  New  Regulations.  The 
full  grant  of  35s.  will  be  given  to  men 
who  qualify  in  any  of  the  above  ways. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE-DUTY  AT 

THE  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS. 
Mr.  O'HANLON  (Cavan,  E.)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  How  many  hours  constitute 
a  day's  work  for  constables;  will  he 
recommend  that  each  man  engaged  in 
and  about  the  House  of  Commons  be 
paid  for  any  overtime ;  and,  whether  he 
will  say  the  reason  given  by  Sir  Charles 
Warren  for  refusing  to  pay  for  overtime 
(with  one  exception)  for  the  last  six 
months  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said:  The 
hon.  Member  seems  to  be  under  an 
entire  misapprehension  as  to  the  position 
and  duties  of  a  police  constable.  Like  a 
soldier  or  a  sailor,  a  police  constable  is 
at  all  times  liable  to  duty.  The  Com- 
missioner tries  to  arrange  the  duties  of 
his  force  in  such  a  way  that  no  man 
shall,  as  a  rule,  have  more  than  eight 
hours'  continuous  work.  The  Secretary 
of  State  has  nothing  to  add  to  his  reply 
of  Friday,  except  that  all  the  constables 
at  the  House  of  Commons  have  now 
been  asked  if  they  would  prefer  to  be 
paid  as  other  constables  are,  and  receive 
refreshment  allowance  for  overtime,  and 
each  man  prefers  the  present  arrange- 
ment. 

FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND)-FISHERMEN'S 
COTTAGES  ON  THE  EAST  COAST. 
Mr.  E8SLEM0NT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  has  yet  considered 
the  subject  of  dealing  with  the  present 
unsatisfactory  tenure  and  other  condi- 
tions of  fishermen's  houses  on  the  East 
Coast  of  Scotland ;  and,  if  so,  how  the 
Government  propose  to  deal  with  the 
subject  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson) 
(Bute)  (who  replied)  said,  that  the  matter 
was  at  present  under  consideration  ;  and 
it  was  not  yet  settled  whether  the  quea- 
tion  could  be  dealt  with  by  the  Govera- 
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ment,  and,  if  so,  in  what  manner  it 
could  be  dealt  with  to  the  best  advan- 
tage. 

NORTH  BORNEO-OPERATIONS 

AGAINST    THE    NATIVES  —  H.M.S. 

"  ZEPHYR." 

Mr.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wioklow  E.) 

asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 

Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 

to  the  Eeturn  just  laid  upon  the  Table 

relating  to  the   '*  recent  operations  of 

H.M.S.  Zephyr  against  the  Natives  of 

North  Borneo ;  "  whether  the  operations 

referred  to  have  arisen  out  of  a  dispute 

in  reference  to  the  collection  of  edible 

birds'  nests  by  the  Natives,  and  were 

taken  under  the    advice    of  Governor 

Treacher,    the  Assistant  President  of 

Silam,   and  two  officers  of  the  North 

Borneo  Company  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 

that  an  armed  party  from  the  Zephyr^ 

"  with  Governor  Treacher  at  their  head," 

destroyed  the  boats,  burnt  the  villages, 

and     destroyed    the    arms    and    food, 

having  first  shelled  the  Natives  out  of 

their  houses,  and  driven  men,  women, 

and  children  into  the  jungle;  whether 

he  has  noticed  the  following  passage  in 

the  Report  of  the  Commander  of  the 

Zephyr : — 

**  1  trust  my  action  in  this  matter  will  meet 
with  your  approval  and  that  of  the  Commander- 
in-Chief;" 

and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment has  expressed  approval  of  such 
action  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Geobge 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing):  I  am 
acquainted  with  the  contents  of  the 
letter  in  question,  from  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  correctly  quotes  certain  ex- 
tracts. He  has  omitted  to  notice  that 
the  Report  in  question  concludes  as 
follows : — 

**  From  what  I  heard  at  Silam,  I  certainly 
consider  that  any  delay  would  have  caused 
much  loss  of  life,  while  at  present  the  loss  on 
our  side  is  nily  and  I  imagine  the  pirates  are 
more  frightened  than  hurt.'' 

The  Government  approve  Commander 
Hope's  action. 

BURMAH— LICENSING   AND    REGULA- 
TION OF  IMMORALITY. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (Boston)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  arrangements 
are  made  in  Burmah,  with  a  view  of 
protecting  the  health    of   soldiers,  by 


which  prostitution  is  regulated;  if  he 
would  inquire  whether  such  regulations 
may  not  act  as  a  temptation  to  vice  to 
young  soldiers ;  and,  if  he  would  state 
by  what  department  such  regulations 
are  instituted  and  maintained  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham): 
Full  information  respecting  the  arrange- 
ments referred  to  was  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment in  a  Return  moved  for  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch.  The  regu- 
lations are  instituted  and  maintained  by 
the  Governor  General  and  the  Governors 
in  Council  under  the  authority  of  the 
Indian  Law.  The  Secretary  of  State  has 
no  reason  to  believe  that  the  regulations 
are  such  as  to  act  as  a  temptation  to  vice ; 
but,  out  of  regard  to  the  wishes  of  the 
hon.  Member,  he  has  referred  the  ques- 
tion to  the  Government  of  India  for 
report. 

LUNATIC  ASYLUMS  (IRELAND) -RICH- 
MOND  DISTRICT  LUNATIC  ASYLUM. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork.  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Under  what  authority  the 
Governors  or  Resident  Medical  Super- 
intendent of  the  Richmond  District 
Lunatic  Asylum  refuse  to  admit  into 
that  Institution  poor  persons  properly 
certified  as  insane  unless  certified  as 
dangerous  lunatics  by  Divisional  Magis- 
trates of  the  City  of  Dublin ;  whether  he 
is  aware  that  there  are  at  present  in  the 
wards  of  the  North  Dublin  Union  66 
female  and  27  male  lunatics,  for  whose 
proper  treatment  no  arrangements  exist 
within  the  union,  or  under  the  existing 
state  of  things  can  be  made ;  and  whe- 
ther he  will  direct  the  Governors  of  the 
Richmond  Asylum  to  receive,  as  far  as 
accommodation  will  permit,  all  lunatics 
properly  certified  as  such,  whether  vio- 
lent, or  dangerous,  or  otherwise  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  practice  with  regard  to  Rich- 
mond Asylum  appears  to  be  to  receive 
all  lunatics,  so  far  as  accommodation 
permits,  who,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Go- 
vernors, are  properly  certified,  and  suit- 
able cases,  whether  violent,  dangerous, 
or  otherwise.  One  of  the  Inspectors  of 
Lunatics  reports,  with  respect  to  the 
lunatics  in  the  North  Dublin  Union, 
that  they  are,  for  the  most  part,  aged 
and  inoffensive  persons,  who  can  with 
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due  care  be  satisfactorily  treated  there, 
and  that  when  necessity  arises  they  are 
transferred  to  the  Kiohmond  Asvlum. 

De.  KENNY  asked,  if  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  could  say  whe- 
ther the  Governors  of  the  Eichmond 
Lunatic  Asylum  actually  refused  to  re- 
ceive lunatics  from  the  North  Union, 
though  they  had  been  properly  certified 
as  lunatics  by  himself  ? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  could  not 
say  ;  but  he  would  deal  with  the  Ques- 
tion if  the  hon.  Member  put  it  down. 

Db.  KENNY  gave  Notice  that,  on 
g^ing  into  Committee  of  Supply,  he 
would  call  attention  to  the  subject. 

METROPOLITAN   POLICE-DUTIES    OF 

THE  POLICE  SERVING  IN  THIS 

HOUSE. 

Mr.  gent- DAVIS  (Lambeth,  Ken- 
nington)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  police  employed  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  doing  such 
long  hours,  are  sent  on  Sunday  to  do 
duty  in  Hyde  Park ;  whether  they  do  on 
an  average  some  16  hours' overtime  per 
week  ;  and,  whether  Chief  Commissioner 
Warren  has  any  claim  whatever  upon 
their  services,  the  men  being  paid  for 
by  the  Government  ? 

The  under  SECRETAEY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stuabt-Wortley)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  (who  replied)  said :  It  is  a 
fact  that  constables  employed  in  the 
House  have  occasionally  been  sent  to  do 
duty  in  Hyde  Park,  if  their  services  are 
required  there.  It  is  not  a  fact  that 
they  do  an  average  of  anything  like  16 
hours'  overtime  per  week,  although,  no 
doubt,  the  protracted  Sittings  of  the 
House,  and  the  repeated  meetings  in 
the  Parks,  have  of  late  thrown  some 
extra  duty  on  the  police.  All  police- 
constables  in  the  Metropolis  are  directly 
under  the  orders  of  the  Commissioner 
of  Police,  and  are  liable  to  do  any  duty 
which  he  considers  requisite. 

LABOURERS  (IRELAND)  ACTS— GUAR- 
DIANS OF  THE  CARRICKMACROSS 
UNION. 

Mb.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  can 
explain  the  delay  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  sending  their  Inspector 
to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  im- 
provement scheme  for  the  erection  of 
labourers'  cottages  adopted  by  the  Board 

Colonel  King-Harman 


of  Guardians  of  the  Carrickmacross 
Union ;  whether  he  will  cause  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  attend  to  this 
matter  without  further  delay  ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  can  name  the  date  upon  which 
the  inquiry  will  be  held  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETAKY  (Colonel  King-Hakman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  there  did  not  appear  to  be  any  un- 
necessary delay  in  this  case.  All  the 
documents  in  connection  with  the  case 
were  not  in  the  hands  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  until  the  14th  instant. 
They  hoped  soon  to  be  able  to  make 
arrangements  for  holding  an  inquiry, 
having  due  regard  to  the  claims  of  other 
Boards  of  Guardians. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked,  whether  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  had  any  objection, 
during  the  Recess,  to  look  into  the  ques- 
tion of  the  delay  in  making  Provisional 
Orders  by  the  Local  Gt)vemment  Board, 
and  ascertain  whether  that  was  owing 
to  a  want  of  Inspectors,  or  to  the  fact 
that  the  leged  preliminaries  took  an  un- 
necessarily long  time,  in  consequence  of 
the  fact  that  there  was  only  one  gentle- 
man in  charge  of  the  Legal  Depart- 
ment? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  he 
would  make  inquiry  into  the  matter, 
and  pointed  out  that  in  this  case  there 
was  no  unnecessary  delay,  as  the  neces- 
sary Papers  were  not  in  the  hands  of  the 
Local  Government  Board. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  that  what 
he  asked  was  that  there  should  be  an 
inquiry  into  the  subject  generally,  be- 
cause almost  every  Board  of  Guardians 
in  Ireland  was  complaining  of  the  de- 
lav 

Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  asked,  if  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  could  now 
say  when  the  inquiry  would  be  held  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  he 
thought  it  would  be  held  at  the  end  of 
the  month ;  but  he  could  not  absolutely 
fix  the  date. 

PARIS  EXHIBITION,  1889. 

Mr.  H.  T.  DAVENPORT  (Stafford- 
shire; Leek)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  What  are 
the  facilities  which  this  Government  are 
prepared  to  afford  at  the  coming  Paris 
Exhibition  to  English  exhibitors;  and, 
whether  he  is  aware  of  the  importance 
which  they  attach  to  the  appointment 
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by  their  Government  of  some  person  to 
assist  and  advise  them  and  to  protect 
their  interests  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  The  particular  facilities 
to  be  afforded  will  depend  chiefly  upon 
the  number  and  the  wishes  of  intending 
exhibitors  from  this  country ;  and  steps 
will  be  taken  to  ascertain  these  when 
the  arrangements  for  the  Exhibition 
proposed  to  be  held  in  1889  shall  have 
assumed  a  formal  shape. 

ADMIRALTY— SHEERS  AT  PEMBROKE 

DOCKYARD. 

Admiral  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest)  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  has  yet  had 
time  to  consider  and  decide  upon  the 
Estimate  for  erecting  sheers  at  Pem- 
broke, which  was  officially  sent  in  to 
the  Admiralty  on  the  31st  March  ;  whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  small  sum  for  which 
the  present  obsolete  sheers  can  be  re- . 
placed  by  efficient  ones,  he  still  intends  i 
to  run  the  risk,  which  must  to  some  ex- ; 
tent  exist,  of  sending  the  Aurora  and 
I^ile  to  another  port  without  their 
engines ;  and,  whether  sending  vessels 
built  at  one  port  to  bo  engined  and 
boilered  at  another  causes  delay  in  their 
completion,  and  consequent  additional 
expense  to  the  country  ? 

The  FIRST  EORD  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing) :  It  has 
been  decided  not  to  erect  the  sheers  at 
Pembroke  at  present.  It  is  believed 
that  arrangements  can  be  made  for  put- 
ting in  the  engines  and  boilers  of  the 
Ni^  at  Pembroke,  and  that  it  will  only 
be  necessary  to  send  the  Aurora  else- 
where. As  a  matter  of  economy,  there 
is  no  practical  difference  in  the  cost  as 
between  vessels  sent  from  Pembroke  to 
another  yard  before  they  are  engined, 
or  retained  at  Pembroke  till  the  stage 
of  progress  is  reached  at  which  they 
could  have  their  engines  placed  on 
board. 

PUBLIC  MEETINGS  (IRELAND)— INTER- 
FERENCE OF  THE  POLICE  AT  DUN- 
GANNON. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  By  what  right, 
and  under  what  authority,  a  party  of 
constables,  under  the  command  of  a 
Besldcnt    Magistrate    named    Mayne, 


broke  into  the  private  grounds  of  Mr. 
W.  Moffett,  of  Dungannon  House,  on 
Thursday  19th  instant,  and  attacked 
with  batons  a  number  of  persons  as- 
sembled therein ;  if,  at  the  same  time, 
and  notwithstanding  a  proclamation 
signed  by  certain  magistrates  and  pub- 
licly posted  up,  which  warned  people 
not  to  assemble  in  Dungannon  on  that 
day,  an  organized  crowd  gathered  at  the 
Eailway  Station  to  receive  the  Eev.  Dr. 
Kane,  a  prominent  Orangeman,  who 
came  from  Belfast  to  address  a  public 
meeting  at  Dungannon,  and  carried  out 
his  intention  without  interference  from 
the  police  or  magistrates;  and,  if  he 
will  state  why  the  measure  of  toleration 
extended  to  Orangemen  in  the  town  of 
Dungannon  was  refused  to  Nationalists, 
who  met  in  a  private  place  a  mile  dis- 
tant? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDEE 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kmo-HARMAN) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied)8aid, 
he  had  nothing  to  add  to  what  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  already  said 
with  regard  to  the  prohibition  of  this 
meeting  at  Dungannon.  The  reason  for 
the  interference  of  the  Resident  Magis- 
trate was  because  one  of  the  meetings 
was  being  held  out-of-doors,  on  the 
ground  of  Mr.  MofiPett,  in  defiance  of  the 
Proclamation.  There  was  really  no  at- 
tack by  batons  on  the  persons  assembled, 
and  the  meeting  was  subsequently  held 
in  a  building  without  being  interfered 
with.  There  was  no  attempt  to  hold 
the  other  meeting  outside.  It  was  held 
in  a  building,  and  there  addressed  by 
Dr.  Kane.  Practically,  the  same  course 
was  adopted  with  regard  to  both  meet- 
ings. 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  aaked,  did  the 
Orangemen  not  proceed  in  procession 
from  the  railway  station  to  the  Town 
Hall,  and  why  was  not  that  prohibited  ? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  the 
Question  on  the  Paper  had  only  refer- 
ence to  public  meetings,  and  he  had 
answered  it 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
if  the  light  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
was  awcure  that  Mr.  Moffett  had  com- 
menced proceedings  against  the  Resi- 
dent Magistate  for  the  recovery  of  £500 
for  damage  done  to  him  on  the  occasion  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  he 
was  not  aware  of  it. 

Mr.  WADDY  (Lincolnshire,  Brlgg) 
askedi  whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that. 
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although  they  had  been  informed  that 
Dungannon  was  to  be  proclaimed  for 
both  parties,  the  Orangemen  were  al- 
lowed to  assemble  and  walk  in  proces- 
sion through  the  street,  while  the  Na- 
tionalists were  prevented  from  doing 
so? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  that 
both  parties  had  a  sort  of  procession, 
but  one  party  held  their  meeting  in  a 
building ;  but  the  other  attempted  to 
hold  a  meeting  in  the  open,  which  was 
prohibited. 

SEA  AND  COAST  FISHERIES  (IRELAND) 
—TRAWLING  IN  DONEGAL  BAY. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  (for  Mr.  Mao  Neill)  (Donegal, 
S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
any  formal  order  as  to  the  result  of 
their  investigation  has  been  promul- 
gated by  the  Fishery  Commissioners 
who  held  inquiries  last  year  in  the 
towns  of  Donegal  and  Killybegs,  on  the 
question  of  permitting  trawling  in  Done- 
gal Bay;  and,  whether  he  is  aware  that 
in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  any 
authoritative  pronouncement  on  the  sub- 
ject the  peace  is  likely  to  be  endangered, 
m  consequence  of  disputes  between  the 
ordinary  fishermen  and  the  trawlers  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDEE 
BECEETAEY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  No  such  order  has  been  issued,  as 
the  case  of  Donegal  Bay  can  only  be 
dealt  with  in  connection  with  the  general 

?uestion  of  trawling  on  the  Coast  of 
reland,  which  will  be  considered  when 
the  necessary  inquiries  have  been  com- 
pleted. The  Government  are  not  aware 
that  the  peace  is  likely  to  be  endangered. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Chanok  (Kilkenny,  S.), 

Colonel  KINQ-HAEMAN  said,  he 
was  informed  that  the  Fishery  Commis- 
sioners had  not  the  facilities  afforded  by 
the  presence  of  a  steamer. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
asked  if  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman had  any  information  to  the  effect 
that,  owing  to  the  hostile  action  of  the 
fishermen  against  the  trawlers,  the  re- 
venue cutter  had  been  invited  to  protect 
the  trawlers  ? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  he 
had  no  information  as  to  that.  The 
only  information  he  had  received  was 
that  some  of  the  linesmen  would  oppose 
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by  every  Constitutional  means  the  course 
of  action  of  one  of  the  trawling  vessels. 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork) 
asked  why  the  Fishery  Commissioners 
had  not  issued  an  order  announcing 
their  decision  on  the  subject  of  the 
inquiry  held  by  them  ? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  he 
had  already  stated  that  they  did  not  in- 
tend to  issue  a  special  order  with  regard 
to  Donegal  Bay  until  they  issued  an 
order  with  regard  to  all  the  bays  on  the 
West  of  Ireland. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  IRISH  LIGHTS- 
LIGHTHOUSE  KEEPERS  AND  THEIR 
FAMILIES. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade,  If 
Eegulations  have  been  lately  issued 
by  the  Irish  Board  of  Lights  forbidding 
lighthouse  keepers  to  retain  boats  at 
their  stations ;  and,  if  so,  could  he  so 
modify  the  Eegulation  as  to  afford  the 
families  of  the  lighthouse  men  reason- 
able opportunities  of  attending  Divine 
Service,  attending  school,  and  calling 
for  medical  assistance  in  cases  of  emer- 
gency ? 

The  SECEETAEY  (Baron  Henry  De 
Worms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The 
Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights,  some 
years  ago,  found  that  the  habit  of  light- 
house keepers  absenting  themselves  from 
their  station  in  boats  was  often  the 
cause  of  interruption  to  the  service  and 
of  danger  to  the  men  themselves.  They, 
therefore,  decided  to  prohibit  the  keep- 
ing of  boats  at  lighthouse  stations.  The 
matter  was  again  under  consideration  in 
1885,  when  the  Commissioners  saw  no 
reason  to  alter  their  former  decision. 
To  meet  cases  of  emergency,  a  system 
has  been  arranged  by  which  keepers 
can  communicate  by  signal  with  the 
shore. 

Colonel  NOLAN  asked  if  there  was 
any  provision  made  to  enable  them  to 
attend  Divine  Service  and  school  ? 

Baron  HENEY  DE  WOEMS  said, 
the  only  opportunity  that  could  be 
afforded  would  be  the  one  which  arose 
when  a  steamer  called  at  the  lighthouse 
bringing  provisions  and  other  neces- 
saries. The  Commissioners  could  not 
alter  the  Eegulations  they  had  made 
prohibiting  boats  being  constantly  at 
lighthouses  for  the  reasons  he  had  stated. 
Colonel  NOLAN :  Am  I  to  under- 
stand that  they  are  to  have  no  oppor- 
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tunity  of  attending  Divine  Service  or 
Bohool  ? 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  said, 
these  Regulations  related  to  the  time 
when  the  men^were  on  duty. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)  — CARRIAGE 
OF  MAILS  TO  KILMALLOOK. 

Mr.  FI,NUCANE  (Limerick,  E.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Is  there 
a  day  mail  from  Bruff  and  Kilfinnane, 
two  of  the  most  important  towns  in  East 
Limerick,  to  Kilmallock ;  if  so,  is  there 
a  despatch  of  such  mails  from  Kilmallock 
to  Limerick,  the  capital  of  the  county ; 
and,  if  not,  could  one  be  despatched ; 
does  a  day  mail  to  Limerick  pass  by 
Bruree  Railway  Station,  which  is  con- 
venient to  Kilmallock ;  and,  has  a  car 
owner  at  Kilmallock  proposed  to  carry 
the  mails  to  Bruree  on  reasonable  terms ; 
and,  if  so,  will  some  such  arrangement 
be  made,  to  establish  a  day  mail  be- 
tween Limerick  and  the  above-men- 
tioned towns  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  There 
are  day  mails  from  BruffandKilfinnane 
to  Kilmallock.  These  mails  do  not  at 
present  reach  Kilmallock  in  time  for  the 
despatch  by  the  day  mail  to  Limerick, 
which  is  sent  by  way  of  Charleville. 
The  train  which  conveys  this  day  mail 
to  Limerick  passes  Bruree  Station,  which 
is  about  four  miles  from  Kilmallock. 
No  oflPer  for  the  conveyance  of  mails  from 
Kilmallock  to  Bruree  Station  by  car  has 
been  received.  A  later  despatch  to  Lime- 
rick might  be  afforded,  which  would 
include  the  day  mail  letters  from  Kilfin- 
nane  and  Bruff  if  the  bag  were  sent  by 
car  to  Bruree  to  catch  the  train  at  that 
point ;  but  a  still  bettor  service  might 
be  afforded  by  despatching  a  bag  from 
Kilmallock  by  the  up  day  mail  train 
vid  Limerick  Junction,  from  which  point 
there  is  now  a  train  to  Limerick,  reach- 
ing Limerick  at  4.30  p.m.  The  question 
of  making  this  arrangement  is  under 
consideration. 

PUBLIC    MEETINGS    (IRELAND)  —  NA- 
TIONALIST MEETINGS  IN  ULSTER. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  meet- 
ings lately  convened  by  Protestant  Home 
Rulers  at  Armagh  and  Galedon  were 
proclaimed  by  the  Government,  after 
the  aanouncement  of  ooonter  demonstra- 


tions, to  be  held  at  the  same  time  and 
place,  by  so-called  Loyalists ;  and,  whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  proclaim  all  meetings  of  Na- 
tionalists in  Ulster  whenever  other  per- 
sons thus  threaten  to  hold  counter  de- 
monstrations at  same  time  aiid  place,  in 
opposition  to  the  Constitutional  rights, 
of  peaceable  citizens  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  These  meetings  were  prohibited 
by  the  local  magistrates.  The  Gt)vem- 
ment  have  nothing  to  add  to  the  state- 
ment of  policy  made  on  their  behalf  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary during  the  debate  on  the  subject 
on  Friday  last. 

Mb.  chance  (KUkenny,  S.J  asked, 
whether  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman knew  that  the  magistrates  alleged 
that  any  illegality  or  breach  of  the  peace 
had  been  committed  prior  to  the  pro- 
clamation of  these  meetings  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  he 
presumed  not.  He  presumed  the  magis- 
trates acted  for  the  purpose  of  prevent- 
ing a  breach  of  the  peace. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY  ~  AL- 
LEGED  MISCONDUCT  OF  TWO  CON- 
STABLES, CO.  LIMERICK. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  (for 
Mr.  Finucane)  (Limerick,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  it  is  true  that  on  the 
night  of  the  29  th  of  last  March  two  police- 
men, who  are  on  protection  duty  in 
Limerick  in  an  evicted  farm  of  Major 
Hares,  Chester,  entered  the  house  of 
Mrs.  Ryan,  of  Cloonlusk,  Doon,  County 
Limerick,  in  a  state  of  intoxication,  and 
after  abuse  of  herself  and  family  broke 
her  windows;  if  Mrs.  Ryan  and  her 
son  followed  the  policemen  to  &eir 
barrack,  and  found  both  so  helplessly 
drunk  that  she  believes  they  mistook  her 
house  for  their  barrack ;  if  Mrs.  Ryan, 
reported  the  occurrence  to  District  In- 
spector Dunne,  Newpallas ;  and,  if  the 
Constabulary  Authonties  have  ordered 
an  investigation ;  and,  if  not,  will  the 
Government  direct  them  to  do  so  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harmax) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  only  foundation  for  this 
Question  appeared  to  be  that  Mrs. 
Ryan  reported  at  the  police  sti^tiou  that 
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about  10  o'clock  on  that  night  she  heard 
a  knooking  at  the  window,  and  that  a 
small  pane  of  glass  was  broken.  She 
got  up,  and  she  alleged  she  saw  two 
policemen  at  the  window,  and  she  sub- 
sequently pointed  them  out  in  the  bar- 
racks. She  also  alleged  they  were  not 
sober,  though  she  declined  to  say  that 
they  were  drunk.  Several  witnesses  de- 
clared that  these  policemen  were  sober 
both  when  they  left  and  returned  to 
their  quarters  that  night.  The  Inspec- 
tor General  had  instituted  a  further  in- 
quiry into  the  case. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork.  S.)  asked,  whe- 
ther  the  witnesses  who  declared  the 
policemen  to  be  sober  were  policemen 
themselves  ? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  :  They 
probably  were.    I  cannot  say. 

VACCINATION    LAWS  -  ASSAULT    ON 
THE  POLICE  AT  LEICESTER. 

Me.  PICTON  (Leicester)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  Joseph  Wright,  car- 
penter, Leicester,  and  George  Butler, 
labourer,  Belgrave,  were  convicted,  on 
Saturday  14  th  May,  before  the  Leicester 
County  Magistrates,  of  throwing,  the 
former  a  stone,  and  the  latter  a  rotten 
e^^f  at  policemen  engaged  in  protecting 
the  auctioneer  at  the  sale  of  goods  be- 
longiDg  to  Mr.  King,  of  Mere  Eoad, 
New  Evington,  and  distrained  in  en- 
forcement of  a  fine  inflicted  for  the  non- 
vaccination  of  a  child  dead  more  than  a 
year  ago ;  whether  Joseph  Wright  was 
fined  £10  18«.,  including  costs,  and 
George  Butler  £3  3«.  Qd. ;  whether  the 
evidence  against  the  accused  was  given 
solely  by  police  officers,  and  was  contra- 
dicted, in  the  former  case  by  three  and 
in  the  latter  case  by  four  bystanders; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  con- 
sider the  advisability  of  modifying  or 
remitting  the  sentence  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Mr.  Stxjart-Wortley)  (Shef- 
field,  Hallam)  (who replied)  said :  Wright 
and  Butler  were  convicted,  to  the  perfect 
satisfaction  of  the  Justices,  of  assault- 
ing the  police  in  the  execution  of  their 
duty.  This  assault  was  part  of  an  or- 
ganized attempt  made  in  the  locality  to 
prevent  the  law  from  taking  its  course 
by  threats  of  violence  to  the  auctioneer 
and  by  riotous  proceedings  at  the  auc- 
tion. The  Secretary  of  State  sees  no 
reason  for  interfering  with  the  sentence. 

Colonel  Eing-Harman 


PUBLIC   WORSHIP  RE  ;ULATION  ACT, 
1874—THE  REV.  J.  BELL  COX. 

Mb.  nOARE  (Norwich)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  Resolu- 
tions unanimously  passed  by  both  Houses 
of  the  Convocation  of  Canterbury,  and 
also  by  the  House  of  Laymen,  regard- 
ing— 

'*  the  inappropriatenesa  of  imprisonments  as  a 
penalty  ensmng  on  a  prosecution  concerning 
Ritual ;  " 

and,  whether,  taking  into  consideration 
that  a  clergyman,  the  Rev.  J.  Bell  Cox, 
is  at  present  undergoing  such  imprison- 
ment. Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
prepared  to  consider  such  alteration  of 
the  Law  as  may  be  necessary  to  abolish 
the  penalty  of  imprisonment  in  the  case 
of  '' prosecutions  concerning  Ritual?" 
The  hon.  Member,  in  putting  his  Ques- 
tion, expressed  his  pleasure  at  the  altered 
circumstances  brought  about  by  the  re- 
lease of  the  Rev.  J.  Bell  Cox. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
also  asked.  Whether  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's attention  has  been  called  to  the 
imprisonment  for  contumacy  of  the  Rev. 
James  Bell  Cox,  Vicar  of  St.  Margaret's 
Church,  Prince's  Road,  Liverpool ;  whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  Ritual  adopted 
by  Mr.  Cox  in  the  services  of  his  church 
was  approved  by  the  large  majority  of 
the  congpregation ;  and,  whether,  under 
the  circumstances,  Her  Majesty's  Gt>- 
vernment  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  introducing  in  this  House,  or  in 
<<  another  place,"  a  measure  to  amend 
"The  Public  Worship  Act,  1874,"  and 
other  Acts  on  the  same  subject,  with  a 
view  to  restrict  the  opportunities  now- 
existing  of  instituting  prosecutions  not 
supported  by  a  majority  of  the  parish- 
ioners or  congregations  directly  af- 
fected ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster) :  I  rejoice,  Sir,  in 
common,  I  think,  with  everyone,  that 
the  circumstances  under  which  this 
Question  is  put  have  been  changed  by 
the  release  of  Mr.  Bell  Cox  from  prison. 
The  facts,  I  believe,  are  generally  cor- 
rectly stated,  although  I  have  no  official 
information  as  to  the  Resolutions  passed 
either  by  the  Houses  of  Convocation  or 
the  House  of  Laymen.  I  regpret  very 
much  that  imprisonment  should  be  in- 
flicted as  a  penalty  under  circumstances 
of  this  character ;  but  the  hon.  Gentle* 
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each  is  independent  of  the  other ;  and, 
generally,  the  conditions  and  limitations 
of  Home  Kule  as  exercised  in  the  Channel 
Islands  and  Man  ? 

The    first   LORD    (Mr.   W.    H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  It  would 
be  better  to  refer  the  hon.  Member  to 
the  available  sources  of  information ; 
and  I  am  unable  to  express  any  opinion 
with  regard  to  the  relations  between 
these  Islands  and  the  Imperial  Legis- 
lature, as  that  relation  appears  uncer- 
tain.    For  particulars  of  the  powers  of 
the  British  Parliament  and  the  Man 
Parliament  respectively,  I  must  refer 
the  hon.  Member  to  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  of  Inquiry  into  the  Isle  of 
Man  in  1792  (not  numbered),  also  to 
Stephen^ 8  New  Commentaries  on  the  Laws  of 
England,  p.  98  of  eighth  edition  of  1880, 
and  to  Blackstone^ B  Commentaries^  p.  89 
of  edition  of   1857.      As  regards  the 
Channel  Islands,  Stephen^ e  Commentaries 
(p.   100  of  same  edition)  may  be  con- 
sulted,   and    Bhchstone    (p.   95,    same 
edition).    A  Royal  Commission  was  ap- 
pointed   in   1846  to  inquire    into  the 
Criminal  Law  in  the  Channel  Islands, 
and  reported  fully  as    to  Jersey  and 
Guernsey  in  1847.    As  regards  Jersey, 
questions  of  civil  organization  of  govern- 
ment are  better  elucidated  by  the  Re- 
port of  the  later  Royal  Commission  in 
1857. 

PURCHASE  OP  LAND  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1886— RETURNS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, What  were  the  undermentioned 
sums  in  connection  with  *'  The  Purchase 
of  Land  Act  (Ireland)  1885  "  up  to  30th 
April,  1887: — Total  advance;  sum  ap- 
plied for  and  refused ;  sum  applied  for 
respecting  which  no  decision  had  been 
arrived  at ;  sum  sanctioned  after  modi- 
fication of  terms  of  purchase,  with 
amount  of  such  modification  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The 
total  advance  sanctioned  is  £2,456,525  ; 
the  total  advances  issued,  £1,093,652; 
the  sum  applied  for  and  refused, 
£358,123;  the  sum  applied  for  re- 
specting which  no  decision  had  been 
arrived  at,  £475,265.  Of  the  sums  ap- 
plied for  and  refused,  the  amount  of 
£69,045  was  subsequently  sanctioned, 
the  sum  originally  applied  for  having 
been  £82, 669.  I  have  only  received  this 
information  by  telegraph. 
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man  must  be  aware  that  legislation 
affecting  the  Church  is  always  attended 
with  great  difficulties  in  this  House. 
Therefore,  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  enter 
into  any  engagements  of  the  kind  sug- 
gested in  the  Question. 

LONDON  CORPORATION  (CHARGES  OF 
MALVERSATION). 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Government  will  afford 
facilities  for  the  discussion  of  the  Report 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Charges 
against  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
London  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster) :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  place  on  the  Paper  the  terms  of 
any  Motion  he  may  desire  to  make  on 
the  subject  I  will  consider  them,  and 
see  if  it  is  possible  for  the  Government 
to  afford  him  facilities  for  their  discus- 
sion ;  but,  as  the  hon.  Member  is  aware, 
very  much  will  depend  on  the  progress 
made  with  Public  Business. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  In  consequence 
of  the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  beg  to  state  that  I  shall  put 
upon  the  Order  Book  of  the  House  the 
following  Notice : — 

*'That.  in  the  opinion  of  this  Honse,  the 
conduct  of  Gabriel  Prior  Goldney,  City  Re- 
membrancer ;  Sir  John  B.  Monckton,  knip^ht, 
Town  Clerk ;  of  the  members  of  *  the  Special 
Committee  '  of  the  Corporation  ;  and  of  other 
members  and  officials  of  the  City  of  London,  as 
disclosed  in  the  Report  of  the  Select  Committee 
on  London  Corporation  (Charges  of  Malversa- 
tion), is  derogatory  to  the  dignity,  and  deserves 
the  reprobation,  of  this  House.*' 

THE  BRITFSH  PARLIAMENT  AND  THE 
CHANNEL  ISLANDS  AND  ISLE  OF 
MAN. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c. )  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  there  is  anywhere  to 
be  found  an  authoritative  statement  of 
the  relation  of  the  British  Parliament  to 
the  Channel  Islands  and  the  Isle  of 
Man ;  particulars  of  the  powers  of  the 
British  Parliament  and  the  Man  Parlia- 
ment respectively  in  Man  ;  whether  any 
authority  is  exercised  by  the  British  Par- 
liament in  the  Channel  Islands ;  whether 
the  Channel  Islands  are  in  any  sense  a 
dependence  of  this  country ;  whether  the 
Island  authorities  claim  that  England  is 
a  dependence  of  the  Channel  Islands, 
representing  Old  Normandy;  whether 
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WALES— ANTI-TITHE  LEAGUE. 

Me.  J.  G.  HUBBARD  (London) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether,  in  view  of  the  renewed  agita- 
tion in  Wales  against  the  recovery  of 
tithe  rent- charge,  and  of  the  violent  re- 
sistance opposed  to  officials  fulfilling 
their  lawful  duty,  by  bands  of  men 
organized  and  directed  by  the  **  Anti- 
Tithe  League,"  the  Government  will 
issue  Proclamations  in  Welsh  and  Eng- 
lish, declaring  the  illegality  of  these 
tumultuous  proceedings,  and  will  also 
direct  prosecutions  to  be  instituted 
against  the  leaders  of  this  criminal 
conspiracy  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Sir,  I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order;  and 
wish  to  ask  whether  your  attention  has 
been  directed  to  the  form  of  this  Ques- 
tion ?  It  is  a  Question  about  the  agita- 
tion against  tithes  in  Wales ;  and  I  would 
direct  your  attention  to  the  latter  part  of 
the  Question — 

"  Declaring  the  illegality  of  these  tumultuouR 
proceedings,  and  will  also  direct  prosecutions  to 
be  instituted  against  the  leaders  of  this  criminal 
conspiracy.'* 

I  wish  to  know  whether  the  House 
should  keep  upon  its  records  a  Question 
which  assumes  that  the  agitation  which 
these  persons  are  engaged  in  is  a  *'  cri- 
minal conspiracy  ?  " 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  think  that  the 
assumption  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  alludes  ought  not  to  be  made 
in  the  Question. 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  In  re- 
plying to  the  Question  which  has  been 
put  to  me,  1  will  omit  all  reference  to 
the  character  of  the  agitation.  I  am 
very  glad  to  say  I  am  informed  that  the 
agitation  is  subsiding  in  Wales  with 
regard  to  the  tithe  rent-charge,  and  that 
people  there  are  beginning  to  see  the 
necessity  of  complying  with  the  existing 
law. 

WALES-INTERMEDIATE    EDUCATION 
—GOVERNMENT  ASSISTANCE. 

Mr.  CORNWALLIS  WEST  (Den- 
bigh,  W.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  prepared  to  offer  the  same 
measure  of  assistance  to  Wales  as  is 
given  for  educational  purposes  to  Scot- 
land and  Ireland,  by  an  annual  grant  of 
money  for  intermediate  education,  in- 


cluding Training  Colleges  for  teachers 
in  the  event  of  a  Bill  dealing  with  this 
subject,  and  commanding  the   general 
support  of  Welsh  Representatives,  being 
submitted  to  Parliament  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  Univer- 
sity Colleges  of  Wales  now  receive 
grants  of  £12,000  a-year,  as  against 
£16,000  paid  to  the  Scotch  Universities 
as  Teaching  Colleges,  and  about  £5,000 
to  the  Queen's  Colleges  in  Ireland.  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  while  recognizing 
the  importance  of  this  subject,  are  not 
prepared,  for  obvious  reasons,  to  pledge 
themselves  as  to  the  nature  and  amount 
of  the  financial  assistance  that  could  be 
looked  for  from  the  State  in  the  event  of 
any  Bill  being  brought  forward. 

WAR  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  DEPART- 
MENT)  —  ISSUE  OF  DEFECTIVE 
WEAPONS  —  THE  RESPONSIBLE 
OFFICIALS. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
as  seven  high  officials,  one  of  whom  is 
still  a  member  of  the  Ordnance  Com- 
mittee, and  another  is  the  First  Naval 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  have  been  named 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  as 
being  between  them  responsible  for  the 
manufacture  or  issue  to  almost  the 
whole  of  the  men  of  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  of  arms,  described  by  a  Special 
Committee  as  '*  absolutely  inefficient, 
untrustworthy,  and  unfit  for  service;" 
and,  as  Notice  has  been  given  of  a 
Motion  to  give  effect  to  the  statement  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  by  stop- 
ping or  reducing  the  pay  and  pensions 
of  such  officials,  if,  after  proper  discus- 
sion, this  House  should  be  of  opinion 
that  they  have  failed  in  their  duty,  he 
will,  under  these  circumstances,  arrange 
that  the  Votes  for  such  pay  and  pensions 
shall,  in  the  Army  and  Navy  Estimates 
respectively,  be  taken  on  an  early  day, 
and  be  brought  forward  at  such  a  time 
as  to  allow  of  ample  discussion,  and 
of  a  Division  being  taken  upon  each  of 
them? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am 
informed  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  that 
letters  have  been  written  by  his  direction 
from  the  War  Office  to  the  Army  officials 
mentioned  by  him  as  responsible  for  the 
issue  of  inefficient  arms,  calling  their 
attention  to  the  Report  of  the  Special 
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Commiltoe,  and  asking  for  any  observa- 
tious  they  may  Lave  to  o£Fer.  No  re- 
plies have  yet  been  received.  The  Ad- 
miralty deny  that  their  officers  are  in 
any  way  responsible  for  the  defects  in 
strength  or  material  of  the  weapons 
alluded  to,  their  responsibility  being 
confined  to  reporting  upon  the  pattern, 
80  far  as  its  weight,  size,  and  handiness 
were  concerned.  The  responsibility  for 
the  quality  of  warlike  stores  has  always 
rested  with  the  manufacturer  or  issuer 
of  such  stores,  and  not  with  the  user.  I 
understand  that  my  hon.  Friend  wishes 
to  raise  a  debate  and  take  a  Division 
upon  the  subject  generally.  I  shall  be 
very  glad  to  confer  with  him,  and  to 
arrange  that  an  early  day  shall  be  fixed 
for  the  discussion  of  an  Estimate  or  Esti- 
mates which  will  give  him  the  oppor- 
tunity of  raising  the  question  which  he 
desires  to  bring  before  the  House. 

THE    NEW  RULES    OF    PROCEDURE— 
RULE  2  (SITTINGS  OF  THE  HOUSE). 

Mr.  PEOVAND  (Glasgow,  Black- 
friars,  &c.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  When  he  intends  to  move  the 
Besolution  relating  to  Sittings  of  the 
House,  which  is  the  next  in  order  of  the 
New  Procedure  Rules  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply,  said, 
the  hon.  'Member  must  see  that  in  the 
present  state  of  the  Business  of  the 
House  it  was  not  psssible  to  give  any 
information  as  to  the  renewal  of 
the  discussion  upon  the  Rules  of  Pro- 
cedure. 

FISHERY  BOARD  (SCOTLAND)— CROF- 
TERS AND  COTTARS  FISHING  BOATS 
—LOANS. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
Government  are  aware  that  the  average 
cost  of  a  suitable  fishing  boat  and  nets 
is  about  £400 ;  whether,  in  view  of  the 
evidence  contained  in  the  Report  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Crofters  and  Cot- 
tars, as  to  the  inability  of  crofters  and 
cottars  to  furnish  such  a  sum  of  money, 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
continue  to  impose  the  conditions  stated 
in  the  Memorandum  of  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  in  January  last,  by  which 
crofters  and  cottars,  who  desire  to  borrow 
money  from  the  Fishery  Board  for  the 
purchase  of  fishing  boats  and  nets,  are 
compelled  to  pay  down  one-third  or  ome- 

YOL.  OOOXY.    [thibd  sbbies.] 


fourth  of  the  cost  of  fishing  boats  ;  and 
whether  any  money  has  yet  been  lent  to 
crofters  and  cottars  under  the  Crofters 
Act ;  and  if  the  present  conditions  are 
found  to  be  prohibitory,  will  the  Govern- 
ment re-consider  the  matter  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The 
average  cost  of  a  fishing  boat  and 
nets  suitable  for  fishermen  in  crofting 
parishes  is  about  £350.  Of  this  sum 
only  one-fourth,  or  about  £88,  need  be 
found  by  the  fishermen,  while  the  Fishery 
Board  advances  the  remaining  £262. 
As  from  six  to  eight  men  are  required 
as  a  crew  for  boats  of  this  kind,  the  sum 
to  be  provided  by  each  fisherman  would 
not  exceed  about  £  1 2.  These  terms  are 
more  liberal  than  those  recommended 
by  the  Royal  Commission  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member.  A  very  large  num- 
ber of  applications  have  been  received 
by  the  Fishery  Board  for  loans  on  the 
present  terms ;  but  no  money  has  been 
actually  advanced  as  yet.  As  the  pre- 
sent conditions  have  not  yet  had  a  fair 
trial,  the  Government  are  not  now  pre- 
pared to  reconsider  them. 

AGRARIAN  CRIME  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  I  wish  to  put  a  Question 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  of  which 
I  have  not  been  able  to  give  either 
public  or  private  Notice,  and  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  is  not  in  his  place,  per- 
haps I  might  ask  the  kind  attention  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  [At 
this  point  Mr.  A.  J.  Balfotjb  entered 
the  House  from  behind  the  Speaker's 
Chair.]  The  Question  is  simply  to  this 
efifect.  It  appears  to  me  that  it  would 
be  very  desirable  for  the  House  to  be  in 
possession,  during  the  remaining  dis- 
cussion on  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill,  of  the  latest  infor- 
mation in  regard  to  agrarian  outrages 
in  Ireland ;  and  I  wish  to  know  whether 
the  Gt>vernment  will  be  so  good  as  to 
arrange  that,  as  the  month  of  May  will 
have  expired  before  the  House  meets 
again,  the  agrarian  ofPences  reported  to 
the  Constabulary  in  May  shall  be  made 
known  to  the  House  when  it  meets 
again. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.J.  BaIiFOUb)  (Manchester, 
E.) :  Yes ;  I  shall  be  very  happy  to  lay 
the  information  before  the  House ;  but 
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I  can  now  give  Iho  Houea  the  Batisfoc-  private  Notice — namely,  Whether  any 
toiy  information  that  eiace  the  Criminal  deciaian  had  been  arrived  at  as  to  the 
L  iw  AmendmoDt  (Ireland)  Bill  has  been  local  expenditure  of  the  £50,000  in  Ire- 
introduced  there  has  been  a  marked  land;  and  whether  the  Oovemment 
decrease  of  crime.  would  provide  for  the  carrying  out  of 

_„  „  „  the  recommendations  of  the  Koval  Com- 

EGTPT-THE   ANGLO-TURKISH  ^^,„  ^„  p^^Uc  Worke  in  Ireland  ? 

CONVENTION.  i^b  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 

Mh.  BETCE  (Aberdeen,  8.)  asked  QljER  (Mr.  Oobohbn)  (St.  George's, 
tho  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  no  final 
Affairs,  Whether  he  could  now  inform  decision  had  been  arrived  at  aa  to  the 
the  House  if  the  Convention  which  had  disposal  of  the  £50,000,  The  Govern- 
been  negotiated  with  the  Porte  with  ment  intended  to  not  upon  the  Re- 
regard  to  Egypt  had  been  forwarded,  po^t  of  the  Eoyal  Commission  by  be- 
and  what  were  its  provisions;  and  if  ginning  the  necessary  surveys  which  had 
his  right  hon.  Friend  could  not  inform  to  be  taken  in  hand  with  a  view  of  carry- 
the  House  now  when  he  would  be  in  a  iQg  out  the  recommendations  of  the 
I)a8ition  to  give  the  House  full  informa-  Commieeion ;  but  they  did  not  pledge 
tion  with  regard  to  it,  and  lay  a  copy  of  themselves  to  the  adoption  of  the  whole 
it  upon  the  Table?  of  these  recommendations.     Thoy  in- 

Thb      under     SECEETAET     of  tended,    however,    to  proceed   at    once 

STATE  (Sir  James  Fkeodbson)  (Man-  „ith  the  survey  of  important  works  of 

Chester,  N.E.) :  Tho  telegrams  received  arterial  drainage. 
this  morning  from  Constsntinople  are 

somewhat  confused,  and  therefore  I  am  THE    ADillRALTY  —  DEPAKTStENTAL 

unable  to  give  any  definite  answer  as  COMMITTEE  ON  THE  CLERICAL 

regardstheoonclusion  of  the  Convention;  ESTABLISHMENTS, 

and,  naturally,  until  we  have  received  jj,  ^eply  to  Mr.  Abthoe  O'Cokkob 

positive  mtelbgence  I  cannot   name  a  (Donegal,  E.), 

time  for  informing    the   House  of  it.  ^       pj^g,,,  j^q^jj  ^^            ^jjyj_ 

Bat,  as  I  have  already  told  the  House  g^LTY     (Lord     George     Hamiltok) 

the  Government  wdl  fake  the  earliest  (Middlesex     Ealing)   said,   it  was    the 

CatnTnThSjl^"""  '""  "^  ^  that  4  ema,l%artmental  Com. 

J  mittee  had  been  appointed  to  inquire 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  YEAK  into  the  clerical  establishments  of  the 

OF  HER   MAJESTY'S   REIGN  —  THE  Admiralty.      When  he  was   preparing 

NAVAL  REVIEW.  the  Estimates  last  year,  he  found  that 

In  reply  to  Sir  Willuu   CaoesuAii  considerable  reductions  could  be  made 

(Portsmouth),  '"i  certain  establishments  if  the  Treasury 

The  first  LORD  of  the  ADMI-  would  give  the  Admiralty  a  free  hand 

EALTT     {Lord     Georoe     Hamilton)  'o'  ^^^  purpose  of  pensioning  those  who 

(Middlesex,  Ealing)  said,  that  the  Indian  ^^^  »<>*  sufficient  work.     Certain  corre- 

troopships  which   it   was    proposed  to  epondence  ensued,  and  a  short  time  ago 

flaoe  at  tho  disposal  of  the  Houses  of  the  approval  of  the  Treasury  was  ob- 

'arliament  on  the  occasion  of  the  Naval  tained.  so  far  as  to  justify  the  Admiralty 

Review  afforded  the  best  accommodation  i°  making  inquiry  ;  and  it  was  for  the 

of  any  vessels  over  which  the  Admiralty  purpose  of  aecertaining  how  far  rednc- 

had  control.     Their  draught,   however,  t^o^^  could  be  made  that  this  Committee 

was  not   such    that    they  could  enter  1>*^  "haea  appointed.    He  did  not  aup- 

Portsmouth  Harbour  at  all  states  of  the  P"^  •*  would  interfere  at  all  with  the 

tide ;  but  arrangements  would  be  made  Report  of  the  Eoyal  Commission. 

by  which  tugs  would  be  in  attendance  Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOli  inquired, 

for  the  accommodation  of   those  who  whether  the  First  Lord  would  lay  on 

may  wish  to  return  early.  ^^^  Table  a  statement  showing  what,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Admiralty  Authoritiea, 
would  be  an  adequate  allowance  for  the 
Admiralty  establishment  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  EU8SELL  (Tyrone,  8.)  Lord  UEOEQE  HAMILTON:  It  is 

asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for  that  object  the  Committee  vw  ap- 

a  Ouestion  of  which  he  had  girea  hiu  ^toiated. 
ifr.  4.  J.  BalfQut 
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CHURCH    OP     SCOTLAND  —  CHURCH  Cabinet,  sat  in  the  Irish  Court  of  Appeal 

BUILDING    IN     PITSLIGO,    ABER-  ^^^  ^^d  recently  given  a  judgment  with 

DEENSHIRE  reference  to  a  political  question. 

Me.    ESSLEMONT    (Aberdeen,   E.)  tt>^"A t^^TSI^^,?^  ^^^T^^r^rr^"? 

wished  to  ask  the  Solicitor  General  for  IRt-LAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 

Scotland  a  Question  ol  which  he  had  T'f  "^^  *'"*^'  x"^'"!   ^'^_x  ^^"""^^l"™ 

given    private    Notice.      Perhaps    the  had  always  sat  m  the  Court  of  Appeal, 

House  would  allow  him  to  expliSn  that  and  continued  to  do  so.    In  England, 

that  arose  out  of  a  misunderstanding  in  H''^  «  «>'ap*™t'^ely  recent  tune,  the 

an  answer  given  to  a  Question  by  the  J^'*.  Chancel  or  was  m  the  habit  of 

Lord  Advocate,  on  account  of  insufficient  hearing  appeals,  sometimes  sitting  with 

information.  It  was,  whether  in  Pitsligo  *^^  ^""^  Jurtices  and  sometimes  alone, 

parish  there  was  not  a  church  to  be  I^! 't"^'*  .''* /'^  ".°j*  ^o  so  now  was 

erected   by  an  old  Statute,  which  was  that  the  duty  of  presidmg  in  the  Appel- 

beyond  all  the  requirements  of  the  cir-  1*^  Court  of  the  House  of  Lords  was 

cumstances,  at  least  double  the  size  re-  8"ffi«««>t  to  occupy  his  time.     He  was 

quired  practically  for  the  whole  parish ;  °o*  »^?'«  ^\^^  }^fF^.  7*"  ^""^  difference 

and,  whether  an  assessment  of  10  l-lOrf.  ^ogarding  the  judicial  duties  of  the  two 

in  the  pound  was  levied  on  the  whole  „  ^i,*°,"/^^lS;  t  ir  •       •    a     x.  .x. 

parish  to  erect  this  unnecessary  build-  ,^^'  ^-  M.  HEALT inquired,  whether 

Iq„  2                                           ""  there  was  any  instance  of  any  previous 

The    SOLICITOR    GENERAL   fob  Lo'd  Chancellor  of  Ireland  sitting  in  the 

SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robketson)  Court  of  Appeal,  when,   at  the  same 

rBute)  :  The  question  of  re-building  this  ^^'^^'  ^^  T"  "^  ?i?"?^®^  °^  *^®  ^*^*°®* 

church  has,  I  understand,  been  brought  *°i*"4°i'7?,??i**'"Tv 

before  the  Court  of  Session  on  an  appeal  ,^  ^\  HOLMES  said,  he  was  not  aware 

by  the  heritors  against  the  decision  of  thattherewasanyinstanoe,  at  all  events 

the  Presbytery,  and  the  Court  affirmed  ^\^f^\  times,  of  an  Irish  Lord  Chan- 

that  decision,  the  law  being  that  a  new  fljor  being  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet ; 

church  must  be  of  sufficient  size  to  ao-  ^"^^  he  presumed  the  Lord  Chancellor, 

commodate  two-thirds  of  the  examinable  ^'"S  always  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 

population  of  the  parish.    It  is  not,  ™«1*'  ^'^  *'«°  ^?^'^""*°-  ,,,  .•      .-u  .. 

therefore,  possible  for  the  Government  ^«-  \^\-.  ^^J  *'^J?  Notice  that 

to  interfere  to  prevent  this  expenditure,  «"'  *^®  *^o*\°°  ^?'  ^^f  adjournment,  he 

which  does  not,  however,  fall  on  the  7°"]^  call  attention  to  the  position  of 

public,  but  on  the  heritors.  ^^  Ashbourne,  and  contrast  it  with 

Me.  ESSLEMONT  asked,  as  arising  *be  position  of  Lord  Halsbury  and  other 

out  of  the  same  Question,  whether  the  Previous  Irish  I^ord  Chancellors. 

^„o    .J  *  powers  sucn  as  tnose  whicn  ^gg  hqUSE-THE  WHITSUN  HOLI. 

Boemed  to  be  quite  unnecessary,  and  not  rvAvn 

desired    by  anyone    in    the  parish  to  .,      '  .„„tt^„-,-w„  ,„     , 

remedy  the  law  on  the  subject  ?  ^e.  LABOTJCHERE  (Northampton) 

Me.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  Perhaps  aaked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 

the  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  Notice  of  Whether  it  was   absolutely  necessary 

that,  which  is  a  somewhat  large  ques-  they  should  all  be  brought  down  here 

tion.  to-morrow  simply  to  move  the  adj'oum- 

ment  of  the  House ;   and  whether  some 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  convenient  arrangement  might  not  be 

^THE    COURT    OF    APPEAL  —  THE  made  at  the  close  of  to-day's  proceeding 

LORD  CHANCELLOR  OF  IRELAND.  to   move    the    adjournment    over    the 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  holidays? 

asked  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  a  The  FIRST  LORD  of  tee  TREA- 

Question  regarding  the  relative  positions  SURY  (Mr.   W.    H.  Sicith)  (Strand, 

of  the  English  and  Irish  Lord  Chan-  Westminster),  said,  he  was  in  the  hands 

cellors.    He  wished  to  know  whether  of  the  Hoiue  on  a  question  of  that  cha- 

the  English  Lord  Chancellor  ever  sat  in  racter.  It  had  been  usual  to  meet  on  the 

the  Court  of  Appeal?    At  present  the  day  of  the  adjournment  for  the  purpose 

Irish  Lord    Chancellor,   who  was    an  of  adjourning  the  House;  but  if  the 

active  politician  and  a  Member  of  the  House  thought  proper  the  adjournment 
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Father  Keller  was  arreatad  was  aa 
illegal  warrant,  and  the  rer.  ^ntlemao 
was  released ;  whether  Father  Keller  bad 
aufferedtwomoatha' imprisonment  under 
this  illegal  warrant;  whether  he  was 
aware  that  this  gentleman  had  been  put 
to  an  expense  of  close  on  £I00  in  ob- 
taining; hia  release  ;  and  whether  under 
all  these  circumstances,  and  in  view  of 
the  charges  which  had  been  made  in 
oonnection  with  this  case,  the  Govern- 
ment would  have  an  inquiry  instituted 
into  the  circumstances  attending  it  ? 

The  ATTOBNET  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holkkb)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) (who  replied)  said,  that  the  only 
information  which  the  Irish  Govemmeiit 
had  on  the  subject  was  that  which  they 
obtained  from  the  newspapers.  It  was  a 
matter  with  which  the  Government  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do.  It  was  not  one 
into  which  the  Government  could  in- 
quire, as  it  was  a  question  which  had 


should  be  moved  at  the  close  of  thi 
evening,  he  should  be  exceedingly  gla< 
to  agree  to  it. 

Subsequently, 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N. 
fteked,  at  what  hour  the  Governmen 
would  consent  to  report  Progress  witl 
the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland 
Bill?  IF  the  House  was  to  adjourn  tha 
night,  it  would  be  impossible  to  discus 
important  Motions  and  Orders  whici 
stood  upon  the  Paper,  unless  the  debab 
in  Committee  on  the  Criminal  Lav 
Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  were  ad 
journed  at  a  reasonably  early  hour. 

Ub.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  he  contt 
not  enter  into  on  engagement  to  adjoun 
at  any  particular  hour.  They  ought,  bi 
thought,  to  make  considerable  progresi 
with  the  Criminal  Law  Amend  men 
(Ireland)  Bill  that  evening.     It  was  not 

the  desire  of  the  Government  to  takt       ^ ., __^^ 

any  other  contentious  matter  after  th«  been  decided  by  successive  Law  Courts 
first  Order  of  the  Day.  If  the  second  in  the  ordinary  course  of  legal  pro- 
clause  were  passed  to-night  he  would  b(    cedure. 

exceedingly  glad  to  move  the  adjourn-  Ma.  DILLON  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
ment  of  the  House.  He  wished  to  poini  tary,  Whether  they  were  to  take  Uib 
out  that  he  acceded  to  the  demand  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
senior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr,  answer  as  final,  that  the  Government 
Labouchere)  in  the  belief  that  it  was  in     would  give  no  redress,  or  even  inquire 


harmony  with  the  v 


of  hon.  Mein-     into  the  merits  of  the  case,  in  which  a 


bers  opposite.     The  suggestion  did  nol     ™ntleman  had  been  detained  in  prison 


oome  from  the  Government. 


Mb.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid)  asked, 


for  two  months  under  an  illegal  warrant, 
and  put  to  an  enormous  expense  to 
obtain  his  release  ? 

The  chief  SECEBTARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub]  (Manchester,  E.)  said,  that  it 


whrtht^ommitC  on  the T/mr-d     ^'^  be  impossible  for  the  Government 

Navy  Estimates  would  be  nominated  ?        '°  '"^'^'^  "^'°  ^^^  '°''""'  "*  '^^  "*^«-  ^^ 
Thb  first   lord  or  the  TREA- 


SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  the  Motion  would  be 
made  after  Progress  was  reported  on 
the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 
Bill.  If  the  bon.  Gentleman  oould  give 
him  any  information  as  to  when  it  would 
be,  then  he  would  be  glad  to  answer 
him. 

LAW   AND   JtJ8TICB  (IRELAND)— THE 

IMPEISONMBNT  OF   FATHEE 

EELLEB. 

Ma.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E,)  wished  to 

ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  If 

his  attention  had  been  called  to  the 

i'lidgment  of  the    Ctourt  of  Appeal  in 
)ublin  on  Saturday,  in  which  it  was 
decided  that  the  warrant  under  whioh 
JTr.  W.  S.  8mm 


'  inquire  u 

id  never  been  under  their  consideration 
it  all ;  and  he  did  not  know  what  further 
answer  the  hon.  Gentleman  thought  that 
this  or  any  other  Government  could 
jfive. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.}  asked, 
(V^hether  the  Gfovemment  did  not  send 
i  number  of  policemen  to  arrest  this 
l^entleman  under  this  warrant ;  and 
whether  of  the  four  Judges  the  three 
lermanent  Irish  Judges  declared  the 
varrant  to  be  illegal,  and  only  one 
Tudge— the  Irish  Lord  Chancellor — held 
be  warrant  to  be  valid  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  be  be- 
ieved  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  had 
ireviously  declared  the  warrant  to  be 
egal;  but  they  had  nothing  to  do  with 
hat.  As  regarded  the  police,  all  the 
fovemment  did  was  to  send  down  the 
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police  to  protect  the  officers  of  the  Court 
in  the  execution  of  their  duty. 

Mr.  DILLON  said,  that,  under  these 
circumstances,  he  begged  to  give  Notice 
that  at  the  earliest  opportunity  he  would 
call  attention  to  the  conduct  of  the  Judge 
of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  in  Dublin  in 
this  particular  case ;  and  if  he  was  not 
permitted  to  call  attention  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Judge,  he  would  call  attention  to 
the  conduct  of  the  Official  Assignees  and 
other  officials  of  that  Court. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— THE 

IRISH  MILITIA. 
In  reply  to  Lord  Claud  Hamilton 
(Liverpool,  West  Derby), 

The  secretary  of  STATE  fob 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  said,  that  the 
issue  of  Martini-Henry  rifles  to  the  Irish 
Militia  would  be  commenced  almost 
immediately. 

THE  NEW  RULES  OF  PROCEDURE, 
1886-THE  CLOSURE. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  wish  to  put  a  question  to  you.  Sir, 
upon  a  point  of  Order — namely,  whether 
an  hon.  Member  who  in  the  course  of  a 
debate  has  spoken  on  the  Main  Ques- 
tion can  move  the  closure,  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  a  Member  who  has 
spoken  on  the  Main  Question  cannot 
move  an  Amendment  ?  I  also  wish  to 
know  whether  entries  cannot  be  made 
in  the  Journals  of  the  House,  or  in  the 
index  of  Hansard,  showing  whenever 
the  closure  was  applied  the  original 
amount  of  time  occupied  by  the  House 
on  the  Original  Motion,  and  the  num- 
ber of  speeches  made  upon  it  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  quite  compe- 
tent for  an  hon.  Member  to  move  the 
closure  in  the  circumstances  specified  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member.  •  With 
reference  to  the  hon.  Member's  second 
question  as  to  a  record  being  kept  of  the 
time  occupied  in  discussion  before  the 
closure  is  moved,  or  of  the  number  of 
speakers  who  have  had  an  opportunity 
of  speaking  before  the  closure  was  ap- 
plied, I  do  not  think  that  it  would  be 
advisable  to  accede  to  the  suggestion 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
made. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  would  like  to 
ask  whether  the  Government,  who,  I 
presume,  find  the  funds  for  the  publica- 
tion of  ITamardf  will  instruct  the 
managers  of  Hammrd  to  record  exactly 


in  future  volumes  the  number  of 
speeches  on  every  question  that  is 
closured,  and  the  time  occupied  in  the 
discussion  ?  It  may,  I  think,  form  a 
useful  precedent  for  Members  of  the 
Conservative  Party  to  refer  to. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  can  hardly  be  in 
earnest.  I  do  not  feel  able  to  g^ve  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  an  answer 
that  would  be  satisfactory  to  him. 

MOTIOirS. 


JUBILEE  THANKSGIVING  SERVICE 
(WESTMINSTER  ABBEY). 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  moved — 

**  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
consider  what  means  shall  be  adopted  for  the 
attendance  of  this  House  at  the  Jubilee 
Thanksgiving  Service  in  Westminster  Abbey 
on  the  21st  d!ay  of  June :  and  that  Mr.  William 
Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Childers,  Mr.  David  Flun- 
ket,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Viscount  Lewisham, 
Mr.  Maijoribanks,  >Ir.  Cavendish  Bentinck, 
Sir  Frederick  Mappin,  and  Mr.  Craig  Sellar  be 
Members  of  the  said  Committee ;  Five  to  be  the 
quorum." 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  he  had  no  objection  to  the  names, 
but  asked  why  there  was  no  representa- 
tion of  the  Irish  Members  ? 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Akeks-Douglas)  (Kent, 
St.  Augustine's)  explained  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Meath  (Mr. 
Sheil)  had  requested  him  not  to  nominate 
upon  the  Committee  any  Member  from 
the  ranks  of  hon.  Members  below  the 
G-angway  opposite.  The  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
had  been  withdrawn  from  the  list  of  the 
proposed  Committee  by  special  request. 
His  name  had  been  withdrawn  on  the 
ground  that  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  opposite  did  not  want  to  be 
placed  upon  me  Committee. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

JUBILEE  SERVICE  IN  ST.  MARGA- 
RET'S CHURCH, 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TEEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  I  desire  to  submit  a 
Motion  to  the  House  which  will,  I  am 
sure,  command  the  support  of  all  hon. 
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Members  who  were  in  St.  Margaret's 
Church  yesterday.    It  is — ' 

"  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be  given  to 
the  Right  Reverend  William  Boyd  Carpenter, 
D.D.  Lord  Bishop  of  Ripon,  for  the  Sermon 
preached  hy  him  on  Sunday  before  this  House, 
at  St  Margaret's,  Westminster,  and  that  he  be 
desired  to  print  the  same  ;  and,  that  Mr. 
William  Henry  Smith  and  Mr.  Secretary 
Matthews  do  acquaint  him  therewith.'* 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  1  have  great 
satisfaction  in  seconding  that  Kesolu- 
tion,  which  I  believe  to  be  both  reason- 
able in  itself  and  in  conformity  with 
the  usage  of  the  House  on  such  occa- 
sion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 
ORDERS    OF  THE  DAT, 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.— [Bill  217.] 
{Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews,  Mr, 
Attorney  Oeficral,  Mr,    Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.) 
COMMITTEE.    [/Vo^rM*  20th  May,'] 

[twelfth  night.] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Summary  Jurisdiction. 

Clause  2  (Extension  of  summary  juris- 
diction). 

The  first  LOED  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand. 
Westminster) :  It  may  be  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  House  if  I  were  to  state 
the  views  of  the  Government  with  re- 
ference to  the  remaining  Amendments  to 
be  considered  by  the  Committee  to  this 
clause.  The  Government  are  anxious 
that  their  views  should  be  known  to  the 
Committee,  with  the  object  of  advancing 
Public  Business  as  far  as  it  is  possible  to 
do  so.  Therefore,  we  have  carefully 
considered  the  Amendments  on  the  Paper, 
80  far  as  they  involve  any  question  of 
principle.  If  hon.  Members  will  look  at 
the  Amendments  they  will  see  that  from 
the  Amendment  numbered  60  down  to 
No.  69  all  the  Amendments  upon  the 
Paper  refer  either  to  questions  which 
have  been  already  adequately  discussed 
and  virtually  decided  upon  Clause  1,  or 
the  earlier  sections  of  this  clause,  or  are 
Amendments  which  have  no  very  sub- 
stantial character.  In  saying  this,  I  have 
no  wish  to  speak  with  any  disrespect  of 

Jr.  //;  E.  Smith 
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any  hon.  Members  whose  names  are 
attached  to  them ;  but  I  simply  draw 
attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Amend- 
ments No.  60  to  No.  69,  inclusive, 
involve  no  principle  which  has  not  been 
dealt  with  by  the  House.  yCriee  of 
*'  Oh,  oh !  "  ]  At  all  events,  that  is  the 
opinion  of  tne  Government,  and  hon. 
Gentlemen,  as  I  understood,  wished  to 
know  the  view  which  the  Government 
take  of  the  questions  which  are  still  to 
be  discussed  in  Committee.  The  Amend- 
ments Nos.  70  and  72  appear  to  me  to 
refer  to  questions  which  deserve  some 
consideration,  and  if  the  hon.  Members 
in  charge  of  those  Amendments  desire 
that  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  should 
be  taken  upon  them  no  objection  can  be 
raised.  The  Amendments  from  72  to  84, 
again,  are  not  of  a  very  serious  character. 
yCriee  o/  **  Oh  ! "  ]  Hon.  Gentlemen,  I 
understand,  had  no  desire  to  provoke 
unnecessary  opposition  on  their  part, 
and  we  desire  to  give  full  consideration 
to  every  Amendment  which  raises  a 
question  of  principle.  The  Amendment 
numbered  8&,  on  the  other  hand,  does  in- 
volve a  principle.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  proposes  to  leave  out  the  words 
**  unlawful  assembly,"  and  obviously 
that  is  a  very  proper  matter  to  submit  to 
the  consideration  of  the  Committee. 
There  is  also  another  question  raised  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Cork  (Dr. 
Kenny),  to  leave  out  that  part  of  the 
sub-section  which  relates  to  **  wrongfully 
take  or  hold  forcible  possession  of  a 
house  or  land."  The  Government  pro- 
pose, at  present,  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  ihe  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Russell), 
No.  105,  for  the  omission  of  Sub-section 
4,  which  relates  to  offences  under  the 
Whitebey  Acts.  We  consider  that  it 
may  be  right  to  specify  the  offences  in- 
cluded in  the  Whiteboy  Acts,  which  we 
desire  to  bring  under  the  operation  of 
this  Bill,  rather  than  to  include  them  by 
a  reference  to  the  Whiteboy  Acts 
generally.  That  is  a  question  which  is 
now  under  the  consideration  of  the  Gt>- 
vemment,  and  therefore  in  withdrawing 
the  sub-section  at  the  present  time  we 
reserve  to  ourselves  full  right  and  power 
to  reconsider  it  on  the  Report  if  it  should 
appear  desirable  to  do  so ;  either  to  in- 
clude offences  in  the  Whiteboy  Acts 
generally,  or,  as  we  wish  to  be  able  to 
do,  to  specify  the  particular  offences  iu 
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the  Whiteboy  Acts  which  will  come  under 
the  operation  of  this  Bill.  After  the 
Amendment  105,  there  is  nothing  of  con- 
sequence until  we  come  to  110,  which  is 
also  an  Amendment  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  South 
Hackney,  and  it  is  obviously  a  question 
which  may  fairly  be  considered  by 
the  Committee.  Then  the  Amendment 
numbered  112,  in  the  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler), 
is  also  of  some  importance.  But  when 
those  Amendments  are  disposed  of  there 
is  nothing  of  importance  until  we  come 
to  114,  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy),  which 
may,  perhaps,  receive  some  consideration. 
I  refer  to  these  Amendments  with  a 
view  of  assisting  the  Committee  to  arrive 
at  an  early  decision  on  the  clause  itself. 
They  are  the  only  Amendments  which 
raise  any  question  of  principle,  and  I 
venture  to  hope  that  we  can  be  allowed 
to  get  the  clause  passed  this  evening 
after  the  very  long  consideration  which 
has  been  given  to  the  early  parts  of  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  (Longford,  N.) : 
The  Whitoboy  Acts  are  of  an  extremely 
long,  vague,  and  involved  character;  and 
I  wish  to  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury proposes  to  have  the  matter  dis- 
cussea  on  the  Eeport  stage  with  the 
Speaker  in  the  Chair,  or  whether  he 
proposes  to  recommit  the  Bill  with  re- 
spect to  this  subject  ?  I  must  say  that 
the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  most  unsatisfactory. 

The  chief  SECEETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  We  in  no  case  propose  to 
embody  the  Whiteboy  Acts  in  the  Bill. 
What  the  Government  reserve  to  them- 
selves a  right  to  do  is  to  enumerate  the 
offences  not  already  in  the  Bill,  but  to 
embody  them  from  the  Whiteboy  Acts. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  Is  it  intended 
to  consider  this  enumeration  with  the 
Speaker  in  the  Chair  or  with  the  Bill  in 
Committee  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  With  the 
Speaker  in  the  Chair,  I  apprehend,  on 
the  Report. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Then,  in  that 
case,  I  shall  raise  the  entire  question  on 
the  Motion  to  omit  the  sub-section. 

Mr.  MARUM  (Kilkenny,  N.) :  I  have 
now  to  move,  in  page  2,  line  22,  after  the 
word  **Law"  insert — 


"Provided  also.  That,  for  the  purposes  of 
this  section,  every  offence  of  criminal  conspiracy 
shall  be  deemed  to  be* a  case  of  difficulty' 
within  the  meaning  of  the  inhibiting  proviso  of 
the  Commissions  of  the  Peace  of  Justices,  and 
in  that  regard  the  chairman  of  the  county  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  as  of  Her  Majesty's  Counsel 
learned  in  the  Law." 

The  object  of  this  Proviso  is  to  secure 
that  criminal  conspiracy  cases  which|  I 
believe,  will  be  very  infrequent,  should 
go  before  a  Judge  of  a  Superior  Court 
to  be  tried  in  Dublin  in  accordance  with 
ancient  precedent,  and  not  by  aBesident 
Magistrate.  The  inhibiting  Proviso  of 
the  Cofnmissions  of  the  Peace  of  Jus- 
tices forms  the  subject-matter  of  the 
Amendment,  and  defines  the  mode  of 
procedure  in  regard  to  important  trials 
— such  as  treason,  murder,  and  criminal 
conspiracy.  It  states  that  such  cases 
shall  be  heard  before  two  or  more  magis- 
trates, but  that  no  judgment  shall  be 
given  except  in  the  presence  of  one  of 
the  Judges,  or  by  a  counsel  learned  in 
the  law.  The  Commission  provides  all 
through  that  if  cases  of  this  kind  are 
brought  before  the  ordinary  Justices, 
such  Justices  shall  not  act  upon  them 
except  in  the  presence  of  some  person 
learned  in  the  law.  Am  I  to  be  told  that 
conspiracies  of  such  a  serious  character 
involving  political  matters — such  as  '*the 
Queen  v.  O'Connell,"  or  **  the  Queens. 
Parnell,"  or '  *  the  Queen  v.  Dillon,"  each  of 
which  was  tried  in  a  Superior  Court,  are 
not  very  serious  offences  and  worthy  of 
being  considered  by  a  Superior  Court. 
That  is  the  object  of  my  Amendment, 
and  my  contention  is,  that  if  you  allow 
Boycotting  and  the  lower  class  of  offences 
to  be  tried  under  the  summary  juris- 
diction of  the  Eesident  Magistrates, 
the  more  serious  offences  shall  not  be 
tried  by  summary  jurisdiction.  I  should 
like  to  know  whether  any  hon.  Member, 
knowing  that  a  Eesident  Magistrate 
possesses  his  authority  by  virtue  of  a 
Commission  which  contains  words  order- 
ing them  not  to  act  in  cases  of  difficulty, 
can  have  the  hardihood  to  say  that  con- 
spiracy and  matters  concerning  criminal 
conspiracy  are  not  cases  of  great  diffi- 
culty ?  In  the  Statute  referred  to  in  the 
Amendment  the  expression  used  is 
**  conspiracy  now  punishable  by  law," 
and  formerly  '*  the  law  "  dated  from  the 
first  day  of  the  Session  in  which  a  par- 
ticular Act  of  Parliament  was  passed ; 
but  by  an  Act  passed  in  the  33rd  of 
Geo.  III.  there   is   a  direction  to  the 
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Clerk  of  Parliament  to  insert  the  exact 
date  on  'which  an  Act  passed.     When 
this  Bill  passes  and  becomes  an  Act,  the 
Act  itself  will  date  from  the  period  put 
down  in  that  way  by  the  Clerk  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  may  be  argued  that  the 
words  **  now  punishable  by  law  "  refers 
to  the  entire  Act,  and  will  include  within 
them   not  merely    conspiracies  accord- 
ing to  Common  Law,  but  conspiracies 
under  the  Act  itself,  so  that  intimidation 
will  be  governed  by  the  Definition  Clause 
which  includes  intimidation — what  may 
be  called  technical  and  constructive  in- 
timidation.    In  other  words,  a  man  may 
be  brought  under  the   summary  juris- 
diction of  the  Hesident  Magistrate  in 
regard    to    matters  which    amount    to 
nothing  beyond  a  civil  inquiry.     Take 
the  case  of  a  temperance  meeting.     A 
licensed  victualler  might  suffer  injury 
by  the  adoption  of  temperance  principles, 
and  he  might  summo^  the  persons  who 
held   a  temperance   meeting    before  a 
Hesident  Magistrate,  declaring  that  he 
was  intimidated,  and  the  word  '*  intimi- 
dation "  would  cover  everything  calcu- 
lated to  put  him  in  fear,  so  far  as  his 
trade  or  business  was  concerned,  and  in 
that  way  the  case  might  be    held    to 
amount  to  an  offence  against  the  law 
and  to  a  criminal  conspiracy.       I  give 
that  as  an  illustration  to  show  the  nature 
of  a  case  of  difficulty"  which  the  Hesi- 
dent Magistrate  might  be  called  upon  to 
determine  as  being  a  case  of  criminal 
conspiracy  or  not.     Take  the  case  of  the 
land  which,  under  the  clauses  of  this 
Bill,  will  be  a  fruitful  subject  for  putting 
the  law  in  motion.      The  question  will 
arise  in  this  way.    A  combination  of  two 
or  more  tenants  not  to  pay  more  than  a 
certain  amount  of  rent  upon  a  particular 
farm  will  be  held   to  be  a  conspiracy, 
and  no  doubt  it  would  be  provided  the 
tenant  occupying  the  land  took  no  part 
in  it.     If  he  were  included  it  would  be 
illegal,  and  would  amount  to  a  criminal 
conspiracy.      I    only    mention   this    to 
show  the  kind  of  cases  which  will  come 
before  the  Hesident  Magistrates,  none 
of  whom  are  bound    to  belong  to  the 
Legal    Profession.      Questions   of    the 
utmost  nicety  will   have    to    be    dealt 
with.     Let  me  take    a  very  ordinary 
caso.     In  the  latter  part  of  the  clause  it 
is  made    a   criminal  conspiracy  to  in- 
terfere with   the  administration  of  the 
law.     In    the   case  of    *^the  Queen  v, 
O'Connell,"  one   of  the   counts  of  the 
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indictment  charged  0' Conn  ell  with  at- 
tempting to  supersede  the  Courts  of 
Law.  No  doubt,  that  was  an  indictable 
offence ;  no  doubt  it  was  conspiracy ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  allow  me  to  quote 
three  or  four  lines  from  the  judgment 
delivered  on  that  occasion  to  show  the 
great  delicacy  and  difficulty  of  the 
matters  which  these  Hesident  Magis- 
trates may  have  to  determine.  The 
learned  Judge— Lord  Denman — dealing 
with  the  eight  counts  of  the  case  of 
"  the  Queen  v,  O'Connell"  said — 

*'  I  am  by  no  means  clear  that  there  is  any- 
thing illegal  in  exciting  disapprobation  of  a 
Court  of  Law,  for  the  purpose  of  having  other 
Courts  substituted  more  cheap,  efficient,  and 
satisfactory." 

Another  learned  Judge  said — 

**  I  have  entertained  some  doubt  whether  the 
eight  counts  show  more  than  one  thing — 
namely,  a  desire  to  prove  the  inefficiency  of 
certain  tribunals,  and  to  point  out  that  others 
more  efficient  may  be  substituted  for  them  by 
the  Legislature." 

That  is  a  very  nice  question  of  law,  and 
yet  it  is  one  which  may  come  before  a 
Hesident  Magistrate  for  decision,  as  well 
as  other  questions  which  are  at  present 
tried  before  the  puisne  Judges  and  at 
bar  in  Ireland.     Questions  which  now 
engage  the    attention  of  special  juries 
may  be  dealt  with  in  the  same  way,  and 
am  I  to  be  told  that  the  summary  juris- 
diction of  two  Hesident  Magistrates  is 
quite    sufficient    to     deal    with    them, 
especially  when  such  delicate  issues  as 
are  involved  in   charges  of  conspiracy 
and  other  serious  offences  are  at  stake. 
In  a  multiplicity  of  matters  which  may 
arise  under  this  clause,  I  contend  it  is 
absolutely  essential  that  they  should  be 
dealt  with  by  the  Judges  of  the  Superior 
Courts.     The  proposal  of  the  G-ovem- 
ment  is  to  enlarge  enormously  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Hesident  Magistrates,  and 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that,  under  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill,  cases  of  conspiracy 
must  frequently  arise  which  would   be 
well  worth  the  presence  of  the  Judges 
of  the  Superior   Courts,  in  accordance 
with  the  ancient  traditions  of  the  law. 
That  is  the  object  of  my  Amendment, 
and  it  coincides  with  the  results  of  my 
own  personal  experience.     I  can  assure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for    Ireland  that  it  is  not  my 
intention  to  say  anything  disrespectful 
of,  or  offensive  to,  the  Hesident  Magis- 
trates of  Ireland.  I  have  been  associated 
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with  them  for  many  years,  and  it  would 
ill  become  me  to  say  a  word  against 
them ;  but  I  speak  with  knowledge 
when  I  assure  the  Committee  that  it  will 
be  necessary  to  act  with  extreme  caution 
in  entrusting  them  with  such  extreme 
powers  in  delicate  and  difficult  cases. 
In  1883,  when  the  Crimes  Preyention 
Act  was  in  operation,  there  was  a  case 
in  which  a  clergyman  was  summoned  to 
give  bail  for  his  good  behaviour  before 
the  Petty  Sessions.  I  was  in  the  habit 
of  attending  as  a  magistrate.  When  I 
reached  the  Court  I  found  two  Besident 
Magistrates  there,  one  of  whom  I  had 
never  seen  before.  The  regular  Besi- 
dent Magistrate  did  not  attend.  It  was 
proved  by  a  policeman  that  the  defendant 
had  issued  a  ** No-rent  manifesto"  in 
the  case  of  certain  tenants  of  Lord 
Castletown.  The  rev.  gentleman,  who 
was  not  defended  by  counsel,  denied  the 
charge  made  against  him,  and  proposed 
to  give  evidence  himself  either  by  affi- 
davit or  orally-  I  stated  to  those  Besi- 
dent Magistratesmy  own  opinion — which 
was  afterwards  justified  in  the  case  of 
*  'the  Queen  v,  Dillon" — that  that  evidence 
ought  to  be  received;  but  those  two 
gentlemen  would  not  accept  my  view  of 
the  law,  and  they  absolutely  refused  to 
receive  it,  although  the  summons  was 
in  the  form  of  requiring  the  defendant 
to  show  cause  why  he  should  not  be 
bound  over  to  be  of  good  behaviour. 
They  refused  to  hear  him  either  orally 
or  by  counsel.  I  said  I  thought  it  was 
desirable  that  the  rev.  gentleman  should 
be  allowed  to  come  forward  and  say  that 
he  repudiated  the  offence  with  which  he 
was  charged ;  but  the  Besident  Magis- 
trates ruled  against  me,  and  decided 
that  the  rev.  gentleman  should  enter 
into  bail  to  tho  extent  of  £500  for  his 
good  behaviour,  or  go  to  prison  for  six 
months.  The  rev.  gentleman  objected 
to  enter  into  any  bail  at  all,  and  I  pro- 
posed to  give  him  some  time  for  con- 
sideration. Since  then,  the  ruling  in 
the  case  of  **  the  Queen  v.  Dillon"  has 
shown  that  I  was  right  even  in  request- 
ing that  he  shoiild  have  time  to  delibe- 
rate whether  he  would  give  bail  or  not. 
That,  however,  was  also  refused  by  the 
Besident  Magistrates,  and  the  rev.  gen- 
tleman was  sent  to  the  common  gaol. 
The  town  was  filled  with  military  at  the 
time,  a  side  car  was  procured,  and  I 
saw  this  rev.  gentleman  placed  upon  it, 
and  alongside  of   him  was  one  of  the 


Besident  Magistrates,  who,  acting  in  a 
judicial  capacity,  had  ruled  as  I  have 
stated.  He  was  taken  14  miles  through 
the  country  in  the  custody  of  that 
magistrate,  who,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  he  had  just  been  acting  in  a 
judicial  capacity,  was  now  acting  in  an 
executive  capacity.  I  believe  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  (Mr. 
Holmes)  has  told  us  that  the  Govern- 
ment desire  to  sever  the  judicial  from 
the  executive  capacity.  I  think  that  is 
a  most  desirable  thing ;  but  the  cir- 
cumstance I  have  mentioned  actually 
occurred,  and  side  by  side  on  this  car 
was  the  Besident  Magistrate  with  a 
revolver  slung  around  him,  and  police- 
men on  either  side,  and  in  that  fashion 
this  rev.  gentleman  was  carried  14  miles 
across  the  country  to  a  common  gaol.  I 
saw  the  whole  circumstance  with  ex- 
treme pain,  and  I  sympathized  very 
much  with  the  magistrate  who  found 
himself  placed  in  that  painful  position. 
It  is  not  against  the  act  of  that  gentleman 
that  I  protest,  but  against  the  system 
which  requires  him  to  perform  such  an 
odious  duty.  I  have  only  mentioned 
the  circumstance,  in  order  to  show  how 
it  has  been  the  case  in  the  past — that  a 
person  performing  an  important  func- 
tion has  been  required  subsequently  to 
act  in  an  executive  capacity— almost  in 
the  capacity  of  a  gaoler  in  reference  to  a 
man  whom  he  had  previously  tried  and 
sentenced.  I  trust  the  Government  will 
be  prepared  to  accept  my  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  22,  after  *'  Law,"  insert 
**  Provided  also.  That,  for  the  purposes  of  this 
section,  every  offence  of  criminal  conspiracy 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  'a  case  of  difficulty' 
within  the  meaning  of  the  inhibiting  proviso  of 
the  Commission  of  Peace  of  Justices,  and  in 
that  regard  the  chairman  of  the  county  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  as  of  Her  Majesty's  Counsel 
learned  in  the  Law." — {Mr,  Marum,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  There  has  been  no  subject  in 
connection  with  the  Bill  which  has  been 
more  fully  discussed  than  the  question 
whether  Besident  Magistrates  should  be 
entrusted  with  the  jurisdiction  given 
them  by  the  1st  sub-section  of  the 
2nd  clause.  A  few  days  ago,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Elgin  and 
Nairn  (Mr.  Anderson)  moved  an  Amend- 
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ment  to  provide  that  these  questions 
should  be  referred  to  a  special  tribunal 
of  Judges.  That  Amendment  was  dis- 
cussed at  considerable  length,  and  was 
ultimately  withdrawn.  The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  pointed  out,  upon  that 
occasion,  that  the  same  question  would 
arise  at  a  subsequent  and  more  ap- 
propriate stage,  and  that  view  was  con- 
ceded by  the  Committee.  Therefore, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  must  excuse  me  from 
following  him  through  his  argument.  I 
will  simply  point  out  to  the  Committee 
that  it  is  impossible  to  accept  this 
Amendment.  I  am  quite  sure  that  no 
lawyer  would  be  able  to  understand  it. 
The  Commission  of  the  Peace  stands 
now,  I  believe,  in  the  form  in  which  it 
has  stood  for  some  400  or  500  years.  It 
gives  power  to  the  magistrates  to  deal 
generally  with  every  sort  of  crime.  I  need 
only  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
magistrates  have  simply  summary  juris- 
diction expressly  given  to  them,  and  no 
outside  jurisdiction  whatever.  If  the 
Amendment  were  accepted,  where  are 
you  to  get  your  Queen's  Counsel,  or  your 
County  Court  Judge,  or  your  barrister 
learned  in  the  law?  The  suggestion 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
is  not  a  practical  one  at  all,  and  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  one  which  will  be  more  ap- 
propriately met  at  a  later  stage  of  the 
JBili.  I  therefore  trust  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  will  not  press  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
do  not  think  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  is  rea- 
sonable in  the  request  he  now  makes 
for  the  postponement  of  the  general  dis- 
cussion, inasmuch  as  the  Goyernment 
have  made  no  concession  whatever  with 
respect  to  the  tribunal  when  it  comes  on 
for  discussion  at  a  later  stage.  If  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemem  were 
prepared  to  make  some  concession  of 
that  kind,  his  appeal  would  come  with 
great  weight;  but  in  the  absence  of 
some  engagement  or  promise  of  that 
kind,  I  hardly  think  the  request  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  makes 
to  us  is  reasonable.  In  discussing  the 
Amendment,  we  are  bound  to  assume 
that  the  rest  of  the  Bill  will  remain  in 
the  position  in  which  it  now  stands; 
otherwise,  we  should  never  know  where 
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we  were  exactly.  If  the  Government 
will  give  us  a  promise  that  they  are  pre- 
pared to  make  a  concession  on  this  par- 
ticular point,  no  doubt  that  would 
modify  our  opposition.  Otherwise,  we 
must  take  the  Bill  as  it  stands,  and  we 
must  now  discuss  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Kilkenny  on  the  assumption  that 
the  Government  do  not  intend  to  make 
any  concession  on  the  question  at  all. 
That  being  so,  I  think  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  was  called 
on  to  give  some  better  reply  to  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend's  Amendment  than 
he  has  done.  As  I  have  already  pointed 
out,  he  has  contented  himself  by  refusing 
to  discuss  the  Amendment.  Now,  it 
appears  to  me  that  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  is  one 
of  a  most  reasonable  character.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Ge- 
neral sneered  at  that  remark,  and 
he  has  taken  exception  to  the  docu- 
ment from  which  the  Amendment  is 
taken — namely,  the  Commission  of  the 
Peace  issued  to  magistrates,  on  the 
ground  that  that  Commission  is  of  a 
venerable  character.  He  should  have 
remembered  that  this  is  not  the  first  time 
the  Executive  of  Ireland  have  referred 
to  enactments  of  a  venerable  character 
to  enable  them  to  carry  on  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  In  one  case  the  Exe- 
cutive of  Ireland  found  itself  compelled 
to  go  back  to  an  enactment  of  the  Reign 
of  Edward  III.,  and  that  being  so,  surely 
we  are  justified  in  taking  up  this  old 
Statute  which  regulates  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  magistrates,  providing  that  we 
can  find  anything  in  it  which  is  calcu- 
lated to  mitigate  the  ferocity  of  this  Bill. 
On  the  question  of  the  Amendment  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  I  will  only 
say  this,  that  I  cannot  imagine  a  more 
dangerous  precedent  than  that  which  is 
stated  in  this  Bill,  in  handing  over  to 
any  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  the 
power  of  dealing  with  questions  of  cri- 
minal conspiracy.  It  is  the  first  time — 
as  far  as  I  know — that  Parliament  has 
ever  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Resident 
Magistrates  a  summary  jurisdiction  on 
the  question  of  conspiracy.  We  have 
had  numerous  Coercion  Bills  before, 
some  of  them  so  varied  in  thoir  provi- 
sions that  they  were  capable  of  being 
applied  almost  to  anything.  From  time 
to  time  the  Government  have  not  hesi- 
tated to  pass  provisions  to  enable  them 
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to   yindicate  what  they  call  law    and 
order ;  but  this  is  the  first  time  in  which 
the  Goyemment  haye  handed  oyer  to  a 
Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  powers 
of  this  kind  to  enable  Besident  Magis- 
trates to  deal  with  difficult  cases  of  con- 
spiracy.      That  being  so,  I  think  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  has  acted  in  a 
yery  reasonable  manner  in  suggesting 
that  when  the  Qoyernment  get  this  ex- 
traordinary   and  unprecedented  clause, 
they  should  fence  the  enactment  around 
with  the  protection  which  in  ordinary 
cases  of  summary  jurisdiction  exercised 
by  unprofessional  persons  has   always 
been  adopted  hitherto.     When  officials 
of  this  character,  who  are  not  learned  in 
the  law,  are  called  upon  to  decide  diffi- 
cult and  delicate  questions  which  may 
arise  in  regard  to  the  Law  of  Conspiracy 
it  should  be,  at  any  rate,  incumbent  upon 
them  to  seek  the  adyice  of  the  ordinary 
legal  tribunals  of  the  country,  or  to  haye 
associated  with  them  some  competent 
person  learned  in  the  law.    I  certainly 
think  that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
was  entitled  to  some  better  reply  than 
that  which  he    has  receiyed   from  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.     Let  us 
consider  what  the  yarious  difficulties  are 
which    may  possibly  arise    under  this 
clause.     I  do  not  intend  to  discuss  them 
in  detail,  but  in  order  to  show  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  task  the  Court  of  Summary 
Jurisdiction  will  be  required  to  perform 
under  this  Bill.    I  think  the  argument 
founded  on  that  difficulty  perfectly  rele- 
yant   and   proper.     The  sub-section  of 
this  clause,  which  is  now  under  discus- 
sion,   practically    includes    offences    of 
three    kinds.      First,    offences    arising 
from  the  letting,  hiring,  and  selling  of 
land;  secondly,  conspiring  to  Boycott; 
and  thirdly,  offences,  described  in  the 
yery  yague  language  of  the  sub-section 
as  to  '*  interfering  with  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law."     Let  me  point  out  to 
the  Committee  that  hardly  any  two  law- 
yers who  haye  spoken  on  this  subject — 
and  we  haye  had  a  great  many  legal 
speakers  —  haye   agreed  in  opinion  in 
regard  to  this  question  of   conspiracy. 
One  of  the  public  journals,  speaking  of 
the  Flan  of  Campaign,  pointed  out  that 
at  least  a  dozen  judgments  upon  similar 
questions  haye  been    delivered  by  the 
English  Courts,  all  of  which  are  of  the 
most  conflicting  character,  and  the  whole 
net  result  is  to  show  that  the  law  itself 


is  in  a  state  of  doubt  and  uncertainty. 
The  question,  hitherto,  has  neyer  been 
properly  settled,  and  the  difficulties 
which  haye  arisen  in  declaring  what  the 
law  really  is  haye  arisen  from  the  fact 
that  the  English  Judges  haye  neyer  yet 
come  to  an  agreement  as  to  what  the 
real  nature  of  a  conspiracy  is.  So  far  as 
one  yery  limited  branch  of  the  subject 
is  concerned  the  law  is  perfectly  clear — 
namely,  that  if  a  person  conspires  to 
commit  an  act  which  in  itself  is  an 
offence,  or  which  is  intended  to  effect  an 
illegal  object,  he  is  guilty  of  a  criminal 
conspiracy. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  rise  to  9rder. 
Is  the  hon.  Member  confining  himself 
to  the  question  raised  by  the  Amend- 
ment? 

The  chairman  :  The  argument  of 
the  hon.  Member  is  certainly  wider  than 
the  special  argument  inyolyed  in  the 
question. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  beg  to  moye, 
''  That  the  words  down  to  the  word 
Violence,'  in  line  24,  stand  part  of  the 
Bill,"  be  now  put. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  a  point 
of  Order.  I  wish  to  know  if  it  is  com- 
petent for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
interrupt  an  hon.  Member  in  the  middle 
of  his  speech  for  the  purpose  of  moying 
the  closure,  or,  indeed,  to  make  any 
other  Motion  in  the  middle  of  an  Amend- 
ment? 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  That  course  has 
already  been  adopted. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Yes,  Sir ;  but 
an  opinion  was  expressed  that  it  was  a 
most  inconyenient  course,  and  that  it 
ought  not  to  be  followed  as  a  matter  of 
practice. 

The  chairman  :  All  I  can  say  is, 
that  it  has  been  followed  as  a  matter  of 
practice,  and  has  been  construed  to  be 
within  the  Bule. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  Is  it  com- 
petent to  moye  the  closure  with  regard 
to  a  particular  portion  of  a  clause  until 
the  Amendment  under  discussion  has 
been  disposed  of? 

The  chairman  :  The  Rule  runs  in 
this  way- 

^'  That  if  a  clause  be  then  under  discussion,  a 
Motion  may  he  made  that  certain  words  de- 
fined-in  the  Motion  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

It  is  obyious,  therefore,  that  when  the 
clause  is  under  consideration,  there  must 
bo  some  preyious  Motion  before  the  Com- 
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mittee,  or  about  to  be  proposed,  which 
will  be  over-ridden  by  applying  the  Mo- 
tion for  closare. 

Mb.  MAUEIOB  HEALT:  May  I 
point  out  that  the  word  *^  then  "  in  the 
Kule  provides  that  the  closure  shall  only 
be  applied  to  the  particular  Motion  be- 
fore the  House.  In  my  view,  the  use 
of  the  word  "  then  "  means  that  the  clo- 
sure may  be  applied  to  the  Motion  then 
before  the  House,  and  to  nothing  fur- 
ther. 

The  chairman  :  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  is  right  upon  that  point.  It  is 
necessary  to  apply  the  closure  to  the 
special  Amendment  under  discussion. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY :  Then  I 
presume  I  shall  be  in  Order  in  resuming 
my  speech  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  (who  rose  amid 
cries  of  '*  Order ! ")  said :  I  claim  to  move, 
*'  That  the  Question  be  now  put.'' 

Question  put  accordingly,  ''  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  231; 
Noes  125  :  Majority  106.       [7.40  p.m.] 

AYES. 


A^g-Ghurdner,  J.  T. 
Ainslie,  W.  0-. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  Colonel  R. 

H.  L. 
Anstrather,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Atkinson,  H.  J. 
Ba^gallay,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Bartiey,  G.  C.  T, 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Beckett,  W. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

De  la  Poor 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 

R. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
BlundeU,Col.H.B.  H. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  0. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brookfleld,  A  M. 

TA$  Chairman 


Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  H . 
Burghlev,  Lord 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Chamngton,  S. 
Churchm,  rt  hn.  Lord 

R.  11.  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Coddington,  W. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Colomb,  Capt.  J.  C.  R. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Crossley,  Sir  S.  B. 
CroB8man,G^n.  Sir  W. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
De  Lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M.  P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimddale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon,  G. 
Dugdale,  J.  S. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 
^W.  H. 
Eaton.  H.  W. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 


Elliot,  G.  W. 
Elton,  C.  r. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Feurquharson,  H.  R. 
Feilden,    Lieut. -Gen. 

R.J. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finch  -  Hatton,     hon. 

M.  E.  G. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  W. 

J.  W. 
Fitz-Wygram,  General 

Sh-  F.  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fry,L. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Ghithome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Guthome-Hardy,  hon. 

J.S. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gibson,  J.  G. 
Giles,  A. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 
General  W.  T. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Greene,  E. 
Grimston,  Viscoimt 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
HaU,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hasting^,  G.  W. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  right  hon.  E. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.W. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  S. 
Holland,   rt.  hon.  Sir 

H.T. 
HoUoway,  G. 


Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Howard,  J. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  rt.  hn.  J.  G. 
Hughes,  Colonel  £. 
Hulse,  E.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  G. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kenyon,  hon.  Q.  T. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King  -  Harman,    right 

hon.  Colonel  £.  K. 
Knatchbull-Hogeasen. 

H.  T. 
Knowles,  L. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lees,  E. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Lethbridge,  Sir  R. 
Lewis,  Sir  C.  E. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
LleweUjm,  E.  H. 
Low,  M. 

Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  F.  W. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marriott,     right    hon. 

W.T. 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
MaxweU,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Milvain,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morrison,  W. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Noble,  W. 
N  orris,  E.  S. 
Northcote,  hon.  H.  8. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  W. 
Pitt-Lewis,  G. 
Plunket,     right     hon. 

D.  R. 
Powell,  F.  8. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  C. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Richardson,  T. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robertson,  W.  T. 
Robinson,  B. 
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Boss,  A.  H. 
Kussell,  T.  W. 
Sandys,  Lieut-Col.  T. 

M. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Selwyn,  Capt.  0.  W. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Spencer,  J.  £. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Townsend,  F. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 


Vernon,  hon.  G.R. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Waring,  Colonel  T. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
West,  Colonel  W.  C. 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Wilson,  Sir  8. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Yerburgh,  R.  A. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TELLBI18, 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.H. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 
Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Allison,  R.  A. 
Anderson,  C.  H. 
Asquith,  H.  H. 
Austin,  J. 
Barran,  J. 
Barry,  J. 
Blake,  T. 
Blane,  A. 
Bradlaugh,  C. 
Bright,  Jacob 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brown,  A.  L. 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
B5rme,  Q.  M. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M. 
Convbeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cossham,  H. 
Cox,  J.  R. 
Craig,  J. 
Craven,  J. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 

Esmonde,  SirT.  H.  G. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Flower,  C. 
Flynn,  J.  0. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Gane,  J.  L. 
Gaskell,  C.  G.  Milnes- 
Gilhooly,  J 
Gill,  T.  P. 


Haldane,  R.  B. 
Harringfton,  E. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Healy,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Hooper,  J. 
Howell,  G. 
Hoyle,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Hlingwoith,  A. 
James,  C.  H. 
Kenny,  0.  8. 
Kenny,  J.  E. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Leahy,  J. 
Lyell,  L. 

Macdonald,  W.  A. 
M*Cartan,  M. 
McDonald,  P. 
M'Donald,  Dr.R. 
M*Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M*Laren,  W.  S.  B. 
Mahony,  P. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Mason,  S. 
MoUoy,  B.  C. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0. 
Morgan,  0.  V. 
Morley,  A. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan.  J. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Kerry) 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Hea,  P. 
O'Kelly,  J. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pickard,  B. 
Piokersgill,  E.  H. 
Pioton,  J.  A. 
Power,  R. 
Priestley,  B. 
Pyne,  J.D. 


Quinn,  T. 

Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
Rowntree,  J. 
Russell,  E.  R. 
Schwann,  0.  E. 
Sexton,  T. 
Smith,  S. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stuart,  J. 


Summers,  W. 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Tuite.  J. 
Waddy,  S.  D. 
Wallace,  R. 
Warmington,  C.  M. 
Wayman,  T. 
WiU,  J.  S. 
Wilson,  0.  H. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Yeo,  F.  A. 

TBLLB&S. 

Biggar,  J.  G. 
Sullivan,  D. 


Question  put,  ''That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayes  126; 
Noes  217:  Majority  91.— (Div.  List, 
No.  170.)'  [7.65P.M.J 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  claim  now  to 
move  that  the  Question, ''  That  the  words 
'  any  person  who  shall  wrongfully,  and 
without  legal  authority,  use  violence  or,' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause,  be  now  put." 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  rise  to 
a  point  of  Order.  I  wish  to  ask  the  Oo- 
vemment  whether  a  number  of  Gentle- 
men who  have  paired  did  not  vote  in  the 
last  Division  ? 

The  OHAIEMAN:  That  is  not  a 
point  of  Order. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  :  Is  it  not  a  breach 
of  the  practice  of  this  House  for  a  num- 
ber of  Gentlemen  who  have  paired  to 
vote  in  a  Division  ? 

The  OHAIEMAN:  That  is  not  a 
question  upon  which  I  can  rule. 

Question  put  accordingly. 

The  Oommittee  divided: — ^Ayes  212; 
Noes  122:  Majority  90.— (Div.  List, 
No.  171.)  [8.15  P.M.] 

Question  put,  '^  That  the  words  '  any 
person  who  shall  wrongfully,  and  with- 
out legal  authority,  use  violence  or,' 
stand  part  of  the  Olause." 

The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayes  190; 
Noes  116:  Majority  74. — (Div.  List, 
No.  172.)  [8.30  P.M.] 

Mb.  MAUMOE  healy  (Oork) : 
The  Amendment  which  I  rise  to  move 
is  to  substitute  the  word  '^  threats  "  for 
the  word  ''  intimidation  "  which  is  now 
in  the  clause,  and  which  is  veiy  vague 
in  its  meaning.  I  am  of  opinion  Uiat 
the  Besident  Magistrates  may  be  inclined 
to  give  the  wora  a  meaning  which  it 
might  not  be  intended  to  bear,  and  that, 
therefore,  it  may  be  used  as  an  instru- 
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ment  of  great  tyranny  and  oppression. 
It  seems  to  me  that  if  the  Government 
accept  this  Amendment,  that  the  words 
**  violence  "  and  **  threats  "  will  be  suffi- 
cient for  bringing  to  bear  upon  the 
offences  specified  the  penalties  of  this 
Bill,  and  that  the  offence  which  is  popu- 
larly known  as  intimidation  is  one  which 
ought  not  to  be  admitted  into  an  Act  of 
Parliament  under  that  vague  designa- 
tion. Suppose  a  man  takes  an  animal 
to  a  fair  for  the  purpose  of  selling  it, 
and  suppose  the  people  at  the  fair  do 
not  fancy  the  animal  he  has  for  sale,  of 
course,  whatever  may  be  the  defects  of 
the  animal  he  is  offering,  he  may  go  to 
the  Eesident  Magistrate  and  allege  that 
he  has  not  been  able  to  sell  his  animal, 
and  that,  although  no  actual  threats 
have  been  used  to  him,  he  believes  there 
is  intimidation  in  the  air.  I  do  not  think 
that  when  a  man  makes  a  complaint  of 
that  kind,  and  is  not  able  to  show  some 
substantial  grievance  —  namely,  that 
violence  or  threats  have  been  used 
towards  him,  any  Besident  Magistrate 
should  have  it  in  his  power  to  imprison 
a  person  or  persons  upon  such  an  alle- 
gation. And  I  want  the  Government, 
if  they  intend  that  intimidation  is  to 
cover  something  beyond  violence  or 
threats,  to  tell  u^  what  other  act  is  to 
be  included  under  this  term.  Let  them 
tell  us  what  they  have  in  view,  and  what 
is  the  mischief  at  which  they  wish  to 
strike.  If  there  is  any  definition  in' any 
Act  of  Parliament  which  describes  what 
it  is  the  Government  intend  to  reach  by 
this  clause,  let  them  put  it  into  the  Bill ; 
but  I  do  urge  upon  them  not  to  place 
such  enormous  power  in  the  hands 
of  the  Eesident  Magistrates  by  the 
use  of  so  vague  a  term  as  ''  intimida- 
tion," which,  as  I  have  said,  may  be 
applied  by  them  in  a  very  improper 
manner.  I  will  instance  two  cases  which 
happened  under  the  recent  Coercion 
Act.  At  the  time  when  the  Act  generally 
associated  with  the  name  of  the  late  Mr. 
Forster  was  in  force,  a  number  of  tenants 
were  evicted;  the  Land  League,  which 
was  then  in  existence,  erected  some  huts 
on  the  roadside  for  the  use  of  these 
persons,  and  for  that  purpose  they  sent 
down  a  common  carpenter  from  Dublin. 
This  man  was  not  a  politician ;  he  knew 
nothing  about  the  state  of  affairs,  and 
was  simply  employed  as  an  ordinary 
artizan  to  do  the  work.  But  what  did 
Mr.  Clifford  Loyd  do  ?    He  argued  that 
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the  huts  might  in  son.o  way  be  used  to 
intimidate  the  landlord ;  he  arrested  the 
carpenter  who  was  doing  the  work,  put 
him  into  gaol,  and  the  man  was  bound 
over  to  be  of  good  behaviour.  Now,  it 
is  against  acts  of  this  kind  that  we  wish 
to  provide  in  seeking  to  have  this  Amend- 
ment put  into  the  Bill.  It  seems  to  me 
monstrous  that  this  constructive  intimi- 
dation should  be  imported  into  the  legal 
process  in  Ireland.  We  say  that  if  the 
Executive  can  find  any  actual  violence 
or  threats,  let  those  acts  be  punished ; 
but  we  say,  also,  that  acts  of  construc- 
tive intimidation  ought  not  to  be  struck 
at.  I  will  now  refer  to  another  case, 
which  occurred,  I  think,  in  the  County 
of  Limerick.  In  this  instance,  a  police- 
man summoned  a  boy  who,  he  said,  had 
whistled  at  him  as  he  was  passing  along 
the  street;  he  alleged  that  this  little 
boy  had  intimidated  him — that  he  was 
whistling  at  him  in  derision.  I  do  not 
know  what  the  result  of  this  case  was. 
I  think  a  good  deal  of  fun  was  made  of 
it  at  the  time,  and  I  only  use  it  as  a 
specimen  of  the  manner  in  which  we 
may  expect  that  an  Act  of  Parliament 
of  this  kind  will  be  used,  if  we  import 
into  it  words  which,  although  they  may 
have  a  meaning  in  the  dictionary,  have 
no  legal  meaning. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
24,  after  **or,"  leave  out  *' intimidation," 
and  insert  **  threats." — {Mr.  Maurice 
Mealy, ) 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  the  words 

S reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
lause." 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoue)  (Man- 
Chester,  E.) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  either 
asks  us  to  limit  the  operation  of  this 
clause  by  the  words  he  proposes,  or  he 
does  not.  If,  in  his  opinion,  the  terms 
*^  threats  "  and  **  intimidation  "  are 
synonymous,  his  Amendment  is  frivo- 
lous. If  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  turn 
to  Clause  19,  he  will  see  that  the  ex- 
pression '' intimidation  "  includes  any 
words  or  acts  intended  and  calculated  to 
put  any  person  in  fear  of  any  injury  or 
danger  to  himself,  or  to  any  member  of 
his  family,  or  to  any  person  in  his  em- 
ployment, or  in  fear  of  any  injury  to  or 
loss  of  property,  business,  employment, 
or  means  of  living.  Now,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  told  us  which  of  Uie 
clauses  of  that  definition  he  objects  to, 
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and  which  he  thinks  would  be  struck 
out  by  substituting  "  threats  "  for  **  in- 
timidation," for  the  Goyercment  are  of 
opinion  that  there  is  not  one  of  the  acts 
or  objects  speci6ed  in  that  definition 
that  we  can  afford  to  part  with  from  this 
Bill.  We  cannot  afford  to  restrict  by 
one  iota  the  words  of  the  clause,  and 
the  hon.  Member  will,  therefore,  under- 
stand that  it  is  impossible  for  us  to  ac- 
cept his  Amendment. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  (Bradford. 
W.) :  On  the  return  to  this  House  of 
my  late  Friend,  Mr.  Miall,  there  was, 
during  his  candidature,  a  good  deal  of 
exclusive  dealing.  I  want  to  know 
whether,  if  exclusive  dealing  occurred 
in  Ireland,  it  would  bring  the  unfortu- 
nate person  who  was  the  cause  of  it 
within  the  meshes  of  this  Bill  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  seems  to  suppose 
that  we  on  these  Benches  do  not 
know  the  meaning  of  words.  He  says 
that  the  definition  of  intimidation  is  in 
this  Bill.  Now,  I  say  there  is  nothing 
of  the  kind.  He  refers  us  to  the  Defi- 
nition Clause,  and  he  says  this  is  the 
definition  of  intimidation — 

*'  The  expression  '  intimidation '  includes  any 
words  or  acts  intended  and  calculated  to  put 
any  person  in  fear  of  any  injury  or  danger  to 
himself,  or  to  any  member  of  his  family,  or  to 
any  person  in  his  employment,  or  in  fear  of  any 
injury  to  or  loss  of  property," 

and  so  on.  ^^The  expression  'intimi- 
dation'includes" — exactly ;  but  where  is 
the  definition  ?  It  includes,  you  say, 
certain  things ;  but  what  does  it  exclude  ? 
It  may  mean  anything  in  addition  to 
what  it  includes.  This  is  no  definition 
at  all ;  but  the  Government  who  bring 
in  the  Bill  call  it  a  definition — because 
you  say  that  a  gallon  of  water  includes 
a  glass ;  that  is  a  definition  of  what  a 
glass  or  gallon  is.  Will  the  Govern- 
ment put  in,  instead  of  the  word  '*  in- 
cludes," the  word  "means?"  If  they  do, 
then  they  will  have  defined  intimidation ; 
but,  until  then ,  they  tell  us  nothing  as  to  the 
meaning  of  the  word.  I  ask  the  Solicitor 
General  for  England  if  it  is  a  definition 
of  intimidation  to  say  what  it  includes 
without  saying  what  it  excludes  ?  I 
venture  to  say  there  is  no  lawyer  on  that 

Bench,  unless  he  is  a  fool 

The  chairman  :  I  hope  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  will  pay  a  little 
more  respeot  to  the  dignity  of  the  House. 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  shall  observe 
your  ruling,  Mr.  Chairman.  I  wish  to 
point  out  the  way  in  which  this  clause 
has  been  worked.  And  as  an  instance, 
I  will  refer  to  a  case  which  occurred  on 
the  7th  of  October,  1883.  On  that  day 
a  man  was  charged  before  the  magis-* 
trates  with  having  used  threatening 
language.  The  words  complained  of 
were  used  towards  another  man  at  an 
auction,  and  they  were — "Leave  it  to 
me."  The  magistrate  said  that  the  man 
had  a  good  character,  but  that,  as  he  had 
used  threats,  he  should  send  him  to 
prison  for  seven  days.  That  is  one  in- 
stance of  what  the  definition  "  includes." 
Here  is  another  instance  of  intimidation. 
On  the  22nd  December,  1882,  three 
respectable  tenant  farmers  were  sen- 
tenced to  14  days'  hard  labour  for  stop- 
ping a  hunt,  the  Resident  Magistrate 
who  sentenced  them  being  himself  one 
of  the  huntsmen  on  the  occasion — that  is 
to  say,  we  have  a  number  of  tenant 
farmers  who  object  to  hunting ;  one  of 
the  magistrates  is  a  member  of  the  hunt, 
and  he  says  that  the  gathering  of  these 
people  means  intimidation,  and  he  gives 
them  each  14  days'  hard  labour.  Besides 
this,  10  respectable  young  men  were 
sent  to  prison  for  not  dispersing.  The 
magistrate  is  described  in  your  own 
list  as  a  man  without  any  qualification. 
Again,  on  another  occasion,  a  number  of 
tenant  farmers  and  labourers  protested 
against  the  Marquess  of  Waterford's 
hunt  at  Curraghmore ;  all  that  was  es- 
tablished against  them  was  that  they 
shouted — they  used  no  threats — and  yet 
they  were  sentenced  to  a  month's  im- 
prisonment with  hard  labour.  Will  any- 
one tell  me  that  there  is  anything  in  this 
Act  to  warrant  this?  And  yet  it  was 
done,  and  I  say  it  will  be  done  again 
under  your  definition  "  includes."  We 
object  to  '^  intimidation"  as  a  word ;  it  is 
not  an  English  word,  and  it  has  no  pre- 
cise meaning.  If  you  said  ''  frightens," 
you  would  make  the  matter  more  clear ; 
but  you  will  not  do  that.  Tou  put  in 
''intimidation,"  which  means  nothing. 
I  say  that  so  long  as  you  have  no  defini- 
tion of  this  word  in  the  Bill — of  words 
which  are  of  that  vague  character  that 
no  one  can  understand  them — so  long 
will  you  leave  to  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates an  enormous  amount  of  salvage 
over  and  above  the  wording  of  the  Bill. 
I  appeal  to  the  Solicitor  General,  the 
Home  Secretary,  or  the  First  Lord  of  the 
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Treasury,  to  say  whether  the  word  '*  in- 
cludes" has  any  value  at  all  as  a 
definition  ? 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) :  I 
challenge  the  Solicitor  General  to  say 
that  any  definition  of  intimidation  is 
given  in  the  Bill.  Will  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  deny  that  any  act 
that  may  he  complained  of  by  any  per- 
son will  be  sufficient  to  get  a  decision 
against  a  person  charged  with  intimida- 
tion ?  The  wording  is,  beyond  expression, 
vague — 

**  The  expression '  intimidation '  includes  any 
words  or  acts  intended  and  calculated  to  put 
any  person  in  fear  of  any  injury  or  danger  to 
himself,*' 

and  so  on.  I  will  undertake  to  say  that 
if  I  speak  at  the  next  election  dis- 
paragingly of  the  person  opposed  to  me, 
and  in  such  a  way  as  tended  to  the  loss 
of  his  seat,  I  should  come  under  this 
clause.  Tou  do  not  define  anything 
here,  and  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
points  to  these  vague  words  as  a  justifi- 
cation for  refusing  this  Amendment. 
Surely  the  Government  do  not  intend 
that  this  word  shall  be  used  in  the  same 
way  as  my  hon.  Friends  have  pointed 
out  the  word  ''intimidation"  has  been 
hitherto  used.  If  the  Government  do 
not  intend  that,  what  is  the  use  of 
their  retaining  the  word?  Why  does 
not  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  endeavour 
to  meet  our  views,  either  by  suggesting 
another  expression,  or  giving  us  a  defini- 
tion? It  is  oleeir  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land has  some  object  in  retaining  *'  in- 
timidation," although  I  presume  his 
object  is  not  to  retain  it  for  the  purpose 
referred  to  by  my  hon.  Friend  ;  but  if  he 
has  a  definite  purpose,  why  can  he  not, 
in  the  interest  of  fair  play,  meet  our 
views  ?  We  have  given  him  the  reasons 
why  we  object  to  the  term  ''intimida- 
tion." We  have  shown,  from  what  has 
happened  in  Ireland,  how  absurd  this 
word  is ;  we  have  given  the  case  of  the 
prosecution  of  a  little  boy  of  11  or  12 
years  of  age  for  having  whistled  a  tune 
to  intimidate  the  police,  and  which  boy 
was  kept  in  prison  for  one  day  at  least. 
No  doubt,  the  Government  do  not  want 
the  clause  to  be  used  in  that  way ;  but  it 
has  been  so  used,  and  I  see  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  used  in  this  way 
again,  considering  the  fact  that  the  ma- 
gistrates who  so  used  it  are  still  on  the 
bench.    We  appeal  to  the  right  hon. 

Jlr.  T.  M.  Jlealp 


Gentleman  to  accept  this  Amendment, 
and  if  he  does  not  do  so,  it  will  be  diffi- 
cult to  believe  that  the  object  is  to  use 
the  Bill  for  other  purposes  than  the  word 
"intimidation"  implies. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.) :  I  think  there  is  a  great  distinction 
to  be  drawn  between  the  two  words  "in- 
cludes "  and  "  means ;  "  much  more  so 
than  the  Gt)vernment  acknowledge.  I 
should  like  to  know  whether  this  section 
includes  public  meetings  at  which  it  is 
easy  to  imagine  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy)  and  others 
will  address  their  constituents,  and  give 
them  advice  generally  ?  When  we  have 
this  word  interpreted  by  the  Resident 
Magistrates,  I  am  inclined  to  think  that 
it  will  be  very  hard  to  escape  the  charge 

0  f  intimidation  under  those  circumstances. 

1  am,  also,  curious  to  know  whether  it  is 
to  include  aid  and  assistance  which  it 
may  be  necessary  to  give  to  evicted 
tenants  ?  We  know  that  the  landlords 
are  engaged  largely  in  issuing  notices 
to  quit ;  we  have  heard  how  a  certain 
tradesman  who  went  down  to  a  locality 
to  erect  huts  was  charged  with  intimida- 
tion ;  we  have  heard  that  the  erection  of 
huts  is  an  act  of  intimidation  in  itself, 
and  that  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  action 
of  a  labourer  who  seized  the  reins  of  the 
Lord  liieutenant's  horse  in  the  streets  of 
Dublin,  those  huts  would  not  have  been 
erected,  and  the  tenants  would  have 
been  to  this  day  devoid  of  shelter.  We 
think  that  the  Resident  Magistrates  will 
consider  it  an  act  of  intimidation  for  any- 
one to  bring  aid  and  assistance  to  tenants 
who  have  been  evicted,  and  a  person  en- 
gaged in  what  the  whole  world  regards 
as  an  act  of  charity  will  be  subjected  to 
the  very  severest  punishment  provided 
by  the  Bill.  I  remember  that  either 
the  Solicitor  General,  or  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  now  Secretarv  of 
State  for  India,  made  an  eloquent  speech 
against  the  arrest  of  a  young  lady  who 
was  engaged  in  this  work,  and  who  was 
sent  14  miles  by  road  to  gaol  in  charge 
of  policemen,  for  having  brought  assist- 
ance to  evicted  tenants.  These  neces- 
sary charitable  acts  have  been  and  will 
be  performed  again,  if  not  by  the  ladies 
in  Ireland,  by  gentlemen,  and  I  want  to 
know  whether  those  engaged  in  them 
will  be  liable  to  the  very  severe  penalties 
provided  against  the  offence  of  intimida- 
tion? I  do  not,  of  course,  presume  to 
argue  this  question  from  a  legal  point  of 
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view ;  but  I  am  rather  inclined  to  think 
that  if  this  Act  becomes  law  it  will  not 
be  long  before  I  and  others,  whom  I 
know  well,  will  come  under  its  operation. 
I  can  scarcely  conceive,  unless  this 
Amendment  be  admitted,  that  a  man 
will  be  able  to  turn  upon  his  heel  in  Ire- 
land without  coming  under  its  provisions. 
I  know  the  Eeeident  Magistrates ;  I  know 
the  conduct  of  the  men  who  are  engaged 
in  these  political  movements  in  Ireland, 
and  I  know  it  is  impossible  for  them  to 
avoid  this,  havinp:  regard  to  the  inter- 
pretation that  will  be  put  on  the  word 
*'  intimidation  "  by  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates, and  I  am,  therefore,  anxious  that 
there  should  be  some  clear  definition  of 
the  term.  I  should  like  the  word  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork 
(Mr.  M.  Healy)  to  be  inserted,  rather 
than  that  which  we  have  in  the  clause, 
in  order  that  we  might  know  our  posi- 
tion so  far  as  to  be  able  to  avoid  offend- 
ing against  the  Act  in  the  future,  be- 
cause, if  I  can  possibly  avoid  it,  I  do  not 
desire  again  to  see  the  inside  of  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  prisons. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  thinks  that 
by  referring  to  the  Definition  Clause  he 
is  giving  a  clear  idea  of  what  the  Go* 
vernment  intend  by  the  word  **  intimida- 
tion." That  word  has  a  historical  exist- 
ence. In  O'ConnelPs  case  it  was  de- 
clared that  the  word  did  not  import  any 
very  bad  meaning  ;  but  it  has  since  been 
recognized  to  import  a  harmful  meaning. 
The  Definition  Clause  of  the  Govern- 
ment explains  the  term  *'  intimidation" 
as  covering  that  which  it  never  covered 
before.  The  extent  of  ground  which  it 
is  now  made  to  cover  ought  to  have  been 
in  the  mind  of  the  draftsman  of  this 
Bill,  because  in  the  preceding  Definition 
Clause  you  have  a  saving  clause  for 
trade  unions,  and  that  saving  clause  is 
that  the  crime  of  combination,  which 
the  Trade  Unions  Acts  of  1871  and 
1875  dealt  with,  is  legal.  That  being 
so,  in  order  to  ascertain  what  the  drafts- 
man of  the  Bill  meant  to  include  by  the 
word  *  *  intimidation  "  you  must  go  back  to 
the  Act  of  1875.  The  7th  section  of  that 
Act  provides  penalties  for  intimidation, 
for  the  offence  of  violence  or  otherwise ; 
and  it  sets  forth  that  every  person  who 
by  intimidation  endeavours  to  compel 
any  other  person  to  abstain  from  doing, 
or  to  do,  any  act  which  such  person  has 
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a  right  to  do  or  abstain  from  doing 
rightly  or  wrongly  shall,  on  conviction, 
be  liable  to  the  penalties  in  the  Act. 
What  are  the  things  made  legal  intimi- 
dation by  the  Act?  They  are — using 
violence  to  or  intimidating  another  per- 
son, his  wife,  or  children,  or  injuring  his 
property,  persistently  following  such 
other  person  about  from  place  to  place, 
or  hiding  any  tools  or  clothes,  inter- 
fering with  him  in  his  work,  watching  or 
besetting  the  house  where  he  carries  on 
work,  or  approaching  such  place,  and 
the  following  of  any  such  person  by  two 
or  more  persons  in  a  disorderly  manner 
in  any  street  or  road.  That  is  the  defi- 
nition in  the  Act  of  1875,  and,  as  I  men- 
tioned before,  Section  18  says  that  no 
act  which  is  not  an  offence  of  intimida- 
tion under  that  Act  shall  be  an  offence 
of  intimidation  under  this  Bill.  What 
is  the  effect  of  the  Definition  Clause  if 
it  remains  in  the  phraseology  to  which 
we  have  been  referred  by  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland?  It  is  to  include 
any  word  or  act  calculated  to  put  any 
person  in  fear  of  injury  or  danger  to 
himself,  or  any  person  of  his  family,  or 
person  in  his  employment,  and  so  on. 
Now,  when  you  have  extended  the  mean- 
ing of  intimidation  in  such  a  manner  as 
that,  what  will  it  not  come  to  ?  Every 
form  of  language  which  the  person  to 
whom  it  is  addressed  may  not  like — 
words  conveying  only  advice— may  be 
considered  to  be  intimidation.  A  caution 
or  intimation  that  if  such  and  such  a 
course  is  followed  certain  results  will 
take  place — everything  of  this  sort,  how- 
ever bond  fide  it  may  be,  will  be  intimi- 
dation ;  and  when  we  consider  who  are 
the  men  to  administer  the  clause,  it 
appears  against  reason  to  place  such  an 
elastic  form  of  words  at  their  disposal. 
There  was  one  of  that  body  who  said — 
**  We  will  fight  the  Nationalists  down  to 
Hell ;  and  if  Hell  is  frozen  over  we  will 
fight  them  on  the  ice."  Men  who  are 
capable  of  using  such  language  as  that 
are  not  those  to  whom  the  interests  of 
the  Nationalists  should  be  confided,  and 
yet,  under  this  Bill,  you  will  enable 
them  to  construe  as  intimidation  what  is 
simply  meant  as  advice.  I  ask  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  whether  the 
construction  I  have  put  upon  the  clause 
is  not  perfectly  correct,  and  whether  the 
definition  of  '^intimidation"  is  not  so 
wide  that  no  Nationalist  can  reasonably 
be  held  to  be  safe  before  any  Resident 
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for     Donegal     (Mr.     Arttu     tion,"  and  that  if  thoy  were  to  snbsti- 
'      "  '    ■'  tute  the  word  "  threats "  it  would  moao 

the  handing  over  of  the  Bill  to  be  re- 
drafted by  Idembere  oa  these  Bencbes. 
That  means  nothing  more  than  that 
tbej  will  stick  to  everything  in  the  Bill. 
I  want  to  point  out  to  the  Committea 
the  gross  and  unjust  way  in  which  the 
people  of  Ireland  are  treated  in  this 
matter.  I  have  always  maintained  that 
where  there  is  a  free  Parliament,  and 
the  people  are  able  to  govern  their  own 
affairs,  intimidation  of  the  kind  you  are 
aiming  at  has  existed,  and  always  will 
exist,  whenever  the  people  have  before  it 
questions  of  interest.  I  maintain  there 
never  was  a  Bill  of  such  a  character  as 
this  driven  through  Committee  so  in- 
decently by  any  Government ;  and  if 
the  promoters  of  this  Bill  are  met  with 
prolonged  and  angry  opposition,  it  is 
entirely  due  to  the  heartless  and  un- 
feeling way  in  which  they  force  these 
provisions  through  the  House  by  means 
if  an  ignorant  and  mistaken  majority. 


Member  for  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthu 
O'Connor)  calls  on  me  to  say  whether  . 
thinkitrightthattheadminiatrationof  th 
Act  should  be  left  in  the  hands  of  a  gen 
tleman  who  is  alleged  to  have  used  som 
very  strong  language  with  referenc 
to  the  Nationalists.  But  I  would  poin 
out  that  hon.  Members  who  have  aske< 
the^e  questionB  have  all  lef  c  the  Housi 
without  waiting  for  any  answer  to  bi 
given,  and  that  the  questions  are  no 
Bucb  as  lead  in  the  slightest  degree  b 
the  elucidation  of  the  question  befon 
the  Committee.  With  regard  to  thi 
Amendment,  I  have  only  to  repeat  wha 
has  been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle 
man  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  that  i 
this  Amendment  is  intended  in  any  wa^ 
to  limit  the  meaning  of  the  word  "  in 
timidation  "  the  Government  could  noi 
accept  it. 

Ma.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  The  hon 
and  teamed  Gentleman  says  that  Mem- 
bers on  these  Benches  have  not  waited 
for   replies  to   their  questions ;    but  I 


point  out  that  this  is  the  result  of  oui  I  do  not   believe   there  are 

having  fallen  into  the  habit  of  not  ex-  on   the    opposite   Benches    who  have 

pecting  to   get  any  answers    from  the  read  the  Bill  from  beginning  to  end ; 

Government.     What  we  complain  of  ie  and,  if  that  is  so,  can  they  wonder  that 

that  the    definition    "includes"   is  ua  we  resist  tt  on  behalf  of  our  people  to 

definition  at  all ;  that  it  simply  stretchoe  the  ntmoet  of  our  power  1 

the  meaning  of  the  word  without  telling  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 

us  what  It  does  mean,   and   that   the  not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 

addibonal  meaning  given  m  the  Defini-  Members  being  found  present, 

tion  Clause  is  of  such  a  character  that  it  ,,     m  t>  nn  t   /t      .i.    o  x     t  i 

leaves  the  Government  open  to  punish  ^.  ^^-  ^-  ^-  ^^^  (I^"t>.  8-)  -  I  beg. 

anybody    in   Ireland  -  everyone   who  \'' '"  ^^PP""  **».«  Amendmeut.   Such  a 

^I#««  frnm  tho  a,^«™mo„f  «.iii  r.^«-  jbauge  will  not  involve,  on  the  part  of 


differs  from  the  Government  will  pi_ 
bably  fall  under  one  or  the  other  of  the 
meanings  given.  It  seems  to  us  that  a 
man  who  has  built  a  house  for  you, 
which  falls  down  afterwards,  could  be 
brought  under  this  BiU.  I  contend  that 
this  clause,  as  now  worded,  places  the 
liberty  of  every  man  in  Ireland  in  the 
hands  of  the  Executive,  and  that  the 
only  security  we  get  is  the  assurance 
that  the  clause  will  be  used  with  dis- 
oretion  j  and  we  know  by  that  that  it  '™P'6— 
will  be  used  for  political  purposes.  If 
a  man  goes  into  a  shop  and  buys  some- 
thing, and  tells  a  friend  that  what  he 
bought  there  is  bad,  that  will  bring 
him  under  the  clause;  but,  as  I  have 
said,  by  its  means  the  Government  will 
be  able  to  punish  every  man  in  Ireland. 
We  have  endeavoured  to  argue  this 
matter  with  the  Qovernment,  but  the 
only  reply  we  have  received  is  that  the 
Government  like  the  word  "Intimida- 
8ir  MtBori  Clarkt 


:he  Government,  any  sacrifice  as  to  the 
icope  of  the  powers  included  in  the 
slause,  if  the  Government  really  honestly 
nean  to  limit  the  operation  of  the  Act 
:o  the  means  that  are  defined  in  the 
Definition  Clause.  Kow,  I  find  in 
;he  Definition  Clause  that  the  word 
'  includes  "  occurs  three  times,  and  the 
vord  "  means "  seven  times  amongst 
be  paragraphs.      We   have  this    ex- 


ipression  '  Lord  Lientenant '  meftDs 
he  Lord  Lieut«iiaDt  of  IrelaDd  or  any  Chief 
lOvemor  or  Govemora  of  Ireland  for  the  time 
leing." 

Chen,  again,  we  have — 

"  The  expreanon  'aggravated  c 
eaee  agaiost  a  person '  means  an  ~ 
aueea  actual  bodil?  hann,"  &c. 
)ut  when  we  come  to  the  expreaaion 
'  intimidation  "  we  find  it  set  down  va, 
he  clause— 


n  aasault  which 
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gentlemen  who  will  have  the  adminis- 
tration of  this  Bill  intrusted  to  them. 
Then  there  is  another  case  brought  up, 
where  the  Eesident  Magistrate  appeared 
to  be  of  a  more  sensible  and  a  less 
tyrannical  frame  of  mind,  and  repri- 
manded the  police  for  bringing  up  the 
defendant.  It  was  the  case  of  Martin 
Hjan,  who  was  summoned  in  Westmeath 
for  calling  Patrick  Welsh  **  a  rogue,  a 
robber,  and  a  welsher,"  and  for  threaten- 
ing to  blow  out  his  brains  with  a  stone. 
That  case  was  dismissed;  but  it  is  a 
matter  in  the  discretion  of  the  Kesident 
Magistrates  how  they  shall  deal  with 
these  cases,  and  we  see  that  it  is  possible 
for  one  of  them,  in  a  case  so  trivial  that 
it  should  never  have  been  brought  be- 
fore the  magistrates,  to  sentence  a  man  to 
two  months  hard  labour  in  default  of 
finding  sureties  to  be  of  good  behaviour. 
An  euormous  number  of  these  cases 
could  be  brought  before  the  Committee ; 
but  I  am  sure  the  Government  would 
continue  to  treat  them  with  the  con- 
tempt they  have  already  manifested  to- 
wards those  which  have  been  mentioned 
in  the  course  of  this  debate.  This  dis- 
cussion has  gone  on  for  some  time,  and 
I  think  we  may  venture  to  appeal  to  any 
impartial  witness — to  yourself,  Sir,  for 
example — as  to  whether  the  statement 
made  from  this  quarter  of  the  House  of 
the  case  made  out  for  an  improvement 
of  this  definition  of  '*  intimidation  ''  is 
not  one  which  well  deserves  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government,  or  well  deserves 
the  attention  of  any  Party  in  the  House 
to  whom  this  argument  might  be  ad- 
dressed ?  I  think,  if  this  discussion  may 
be  deemed  by  anybody  to  have  gone  on 
at  a  length  which  in  these  days  of  curtail- 
ment 01  debate  is  unusual,  that  the 
fault  lies  with  the  Government,  who  will 
not  answer  one  of  the  statements  or  one 
of  the  arguments  made  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  but  simply  get  up  and  tell  us 
that  we  are  trifling  with  the  House,  or 
are  assuming  to  re-draft  the  Bill  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Government ;  and  the  Go- 
vernment merely  scoff  at  our  statements, 
as  if  they  were  unfounded,  instead  of 
repljring,  and  instead  of  making  some 
endeavour  to  carry  out,  by  the  accept- 
ance of  a  reasonable  Amendment  such 
as  this,  their  first  declared  intention  as 
to  the  method  in  which  they  intend  the 
Act  to  be  administered.  Sir,  I  would 
recommend  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  now  represents  the  Go- 


''The  ezpressflion  'intimidation'  includes 
any  words  or  acts  intended  and  calculated  to 
put  any  person  in  fear  of  any  injury  or  danger 
to  himself," 

and  so  on.  If  the  Government,  instead 
of  the  word  **  includes,"  would  put  in 
word  '*  means,"  it  would  be  limiting  the 
clause  to  the  offence  specially  defined, 
and  would  not  be  leaving  a  wide  margin 
for  the  discretion  of  the  Kesident  Magis- 
trates as  to  the  class  of  offence  that 
they  may  deem  intimidation  when  they 
come  to  work  this  Act.  As  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  [Resident  Magistrates  in 
this  matter,  when  an  hon.  Friend  of 
mine  awhile  ago  was  describing  certain 
cases — for  example,  the  boy  who  was 
punished  for  whistling  in  the  street — I 
saw  one  or  two  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
men sitting  on  the  Front  Bench  oppo- 
site scoff  at  it  as  if  it  were  an  incredulous 
matter.  I  can  quite  understand  their 
scoffing  at  it.  I  can  quite  understand 
the  Solicitor  General  for  England 
asking  whether,  in  the  case  of  that 
boy,  there  was  a  conviction  or  not.  I 
do  not  know  what  happened  in  the  case 
of  the  boy  referred  to;  but  there  is  a 
case  here  in  which  there  is  a  conviction 
— a  case  in  which  a  person  summoned 
was  sentenced  to  find  sureties  in  £40, 
and  to  enter  into  his  own  recognizances, 
or  in  default  to  go  to  prison  for  two 
calendar  months.  His  name  was  James 
M'Clusky,  and  he  was  summoned  before 
Major  Traill,  the  Eesident  Magistrate, 
who  is  rather  notorious,  and  what  was 
his  offence?  Why,  it  was  that  he,  on 
several  occasions,  in  the  public  streets 
of  Armagh,  had  put  out  his  tongue  in  a 
**  threatening  manner"  at  the  Sub-In- 
spector of  Police.  This  James  M'Clusky, 
by  putting  out  his  tongue,  threatened 
and  succeeded  in  intimidating  a  gentle- 
man who  had  at  his  hand  a  large  force 
of  Constabulary  armed  with  rifles  and 
bayonets  and  other  weapons  of  war.  The 
complainant,  in  course  of  his  examination, 
said  that  this  man  was  in  the  habit  of  in- 
timidating him  in  the  streets  in  this  way; 
and  the  result  was,  as  I  have  stated, 
that  the  man  was  sentenced  to  go  to 
prison  for  two  calendar  months  in  de- 
fault of  finding  sureties.  This  was  a 
case  in  which  a  monstrous  and  ridiculous 
charge  was  made  against  a  man  as  a 
matter  of  intimidation,  and  the  Eesi- 
dent Magistrate  who  sentenced  this 
young  fellow  to  prison  for  two  months 
in  this  absurd  way  will  be  one  of  the 
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vernment  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land) the  suggestion  I  have  made — 
namely,  that  in  Clause  1 9  we  should  go 
80  far — though  no  one  will  be  able  to 
say  it  is  going  very  far— as  to  leave  out 
the  word  **  includes,"  so  as  not  to  leave 
a  margin  to  the  Eesident  Magistrates  to 
take  any  cases  such  as  that  of  a  person 
putting  out  his  tongue  in  a  threatening 
manner,  and  to  put  in  the  word  *  *  means," 
which,  goodness  knows,  is  sufficiently 
wide  in  its  construction.  I  would  ask 
the  Government  whether  they  intend  to 
use  this  clause  and  this  definition  of  the 
word  ^*  intimidation,"  as  against  the 
action  of  landlords  who  do  what  the  Land 
Commission,  through  Judge  M*Carthy, 
recently  declared  the  landlords  were  in 
the  habit  of  doing — namely,  intimi- 
dating their  tenants  by  means  of  evic- 
tion, and  holding  over  their  heads  the 
species  of  terrorism  that  the  Irish  land- 
lords are  able  to  hold  over  the  heads  of 
their  tenants — whether,  I  say,  they  in- 
tend to  include  acts  of  intimidation  like 
that  in  the  action  they  propose  to  take 
under  this  measure  which  they  are  now 
passing  ?  I  should  like  to  have  an  an- 
swer to  that  question.  Is  it  within  their 
intention  to  do  so,  or  do  they  only  wish 
to  bring  charges  of  intimidation  against 
the  tenants  ?  I  would  call  your  atten- 
tion. Sir,  to  the  fact  that  one  of  the 
Amendments  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Leader  of  the  House  stated 
to-night  he  considered  to  be  of  no  im- 

Eortanco  is  one  which  is  moved  by  an 
on.  Friend  of  mine  on  this  Bench,  and 
which  refers  to  that  very  portion  of  the 
definition  of  intimidation ;  and  I  hope 
that  when  we  come  to  this  Amendment 
you  will  consider  it  of  sufficient  import- 
ance to  permit  a  discussion  to  take  place 
upon  it.  It  opens  up  a  question  which 
is  a  most  important  one — namely,  the 
question  of  intimidation  on  the  part  of 
the  landlords,  which  is  a  question  that 
has  not  yet  come  before  this  Committee 
for  discussion.  I  maintain  it  is  intimi- 
dation of  a  far  more  serious  character 
than  anything  which  in  done  by  the 
people  in  defence  of  their  rights. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  It  is 
a  curious  thing  that  none  of  the  many 
lawyers  who  obtained  seats  at  the 'last 
General  Election  in  the  Tory  interest 
have  addressed  the  Committee  in  defence 
of  a  single  word  of  this  Bill,  with  the 
exception  of  hon.  and  learned  and  right 
JbLon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  who  sit  on 

itr.  T.  P.  Gill 


the  Front  Bench,  and  who  are,  there- 
fore, more  or  less  pecuniarily  interested 
in  the  fate  of  the  measure  and  the  fate 
of  the  Government,  which  is  bound  up 
with  it.  I  think  it  is  a  significant  cir- 
cumstance that,  with  so  many  lawyers 
in  the  House,  every  one  of  whom  is  burn- 
ing to  distinguish  himself  iu  the  in- 
terests of  the  Government,  and  probably 
with  a  view  to  his  own  ultimate  interest, 
we  should  not  have  had  a  single  word 
from  any  of  them  in  defence  of  this  Bill. 
When  people  were  talking  very  large 
through  the  country  on  the  introduction 
of  this  measure,  when  they  were  speak- 
ing about  agrarian  crime  in  Ireland, 
about  the  atrocities  of  the  tenantry  cut- 
ting off  cows'  tails  and  so  on,  no  doubt 
many  of  the  Gentlemen  to  whom  I 
refer  did  speak ;  but  when  we  come  to 
the  details  of  the  Bill  they  do  not  ap- 
pear to  take  the  slightest  part  in  what 
is  going  on,  except  this — that  they  now 
and  then  come  in  for  the  purpose  of 
intimidating  us  and  to  vote  for  the  Mo- 
tion, **  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 
It  seems  to  me  that  this  word  '*  intimi- 
dation "  in  this  clause  cannot  be  justi- 
fied even  on  grammatical  grounds,  and 
ought  not  to  be  retained.  It  seems  that 
intimidation  to  be  effectual  requires 
that  someone  should  be  affected  by  it — 
that,  to  use  a  legal  phrase,  there  shoidd 
be  a  grantor  and  a  grantee.  You  can- 
not be  said  to  intimidate  the  world  in 
general ;  you  must  intimidate  some- 
body. When  you  look  at  the  next  few 
words  you  see  that  the  intimidation  is 
intimidation  **  of  or  towards,"  and  I 
confess  I  do  not  know  what  that  means. 
You  cannot  intimidate  towards  a  per- 
son  

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, in  the  observations  he  is  now 
making,  is  anticipating  an  Amendment 
lower  down  on  the  Paper  in  his  own 
name. 

Mr.  CHANCE:  Well,  Sir,  I  was 
simply  saying  this — that  intimidation  is 
an  offence  which  requires  to  be  abso- 
lutely complete.  I  do  not  know  what 
was  in  the  mind  of  the  draftsman  when 
he  put  down  the  words  as  we  find  them 
in  the  Bill,  because  lower  down  we  see 
a  number  of  acts  described  incompletely, 
and  I  do  not  see  how  intimidation  can 
possibly  be  used  in  their  regard.  When 
we  turn  to  the  Definition  Clause — Clause 
19 — I  £nd  a  similar  difficulty  in  under- 
standing it,  becaase  I  there  see — 
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**  The  expression  *  intimidation  '  inclades 
any  words  or  acts  intended  and  calculated  to 
put  any  person  in  fear  of  any  injury  or  danger 
to  himself,  or  to  any  member  of  his  family,  or 
to  any  person  in  his  employment,"  &c.  ; 

and  I  must  point  out  tliat  it  is  quite  a 
new  departure  to  use  the  word  *'  intimi- 
date "  in  that  manner.  If  you  look  at 
the  Trades  Union  Act  of  1876  you  there 
find  intimidation  dealt  with.  In  that 
Act  there  is  an  offence  clearly  defined, 
but  there  is  no  question  of  ''using  in- 
timidation towards,"  and  so  forth.  And 
if  you  look  at  the  definition  of  what 
may  be  reeisonably  termed  intimidation 
or  force — take,  for  instance,  intimida- 
tion or  an  assault  that  may  be  a  con- 
structive assault — you  find  that  an  act 
that  is  to  be  constructively  an  assault 
must  be  an  act  giving  to  the  person 
towards  whom  it  is  used  reasonable 
ground  to  believe  that  the  person  using 
it  means  to  apply  actual  force ;  but  in 
this  Bill  there  is  no  such  limit  or  safe- 
guard. Under  this  Bill,  if  any  person, 
even  the  fool  of  the  parish,  chooses  to 
say  that  he  is  put  in  fear  by  an  act 
which  is  perfectly  innocent,  it  will  be  a 
criminal  offence,  and  I  must  say  that  is 
absurdly  unreasonable.  You  should  not 
say  it  is  an  offence  unless  the  act  done 
is  calculated  to  put  in  fear  a  person  of 
reasonable  mind  and  of  sound  common 
sense ;  but  I  understand  why  the  Bill  is 
framed  in  its  present  shape.  Of  course, 
most  of  these  acts  of  so-called  intimida- 
tion will  be  alleged  against  Nationalists 
in  Ireland,  and  it  is  desired  on  the  part 
of  the  landlord  class  to  have  the  widest 
means  of  alleging  acts  against  these 
people  which  can  be  construed  by  the 
Hesident  Magistrates  into  acts  calculated 
to  produce  fear.  The  whole  thing  is 
utterly  unreasonable.  I  suppose,  how- 
ever, it  will  be  passed  by  the  usual 
majority,  who  stalk  in  at  the  beck  of  that 
living  danger  signal,  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  when  he  desires  to  put 
the  closure  on.  I  do  not  see  that  it  is 
any  use  arguing  the  matter,  since  I  have 
no  one  to  argue  .with. 

De.  KENNY  (Cork,  8.) :  I  would  like 
to  point  out  to  the  Committee  that  it  is 
not  what  the  Government  mean  which 
will  be  taken  into  consideration  in  Ire- 
land by  the  gentlemen  who  will  have 
entrusted  to  them  the  administration  of 
this  measure  when  it  becomes  an  Act  of 
Parliament ;  but  they  will  take  into  con- 
sideration what  oonne  is  most  acceptable 


to  the  powers  that  be.  It  is  necessary 
that  it  should  be  impressed  upon  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  shotdd  have  this 
clause  framed  in  definite  language — in 
language  as  precise  as  that  of  the 
English  law.  As  has  been  frequently 
pointed  out,  not  only  are  the  gentlemen 
who  will  administer  this  measure  re- 
movable at  pleasure,  but  they  are  always 
filled  with  gratitude,  and  gratitude  we 
know,  in  the  Parliamentary  acceptation 
of  the  phrase,  is  a  lively  expectation  of 
favours  to  come.  These  Resident  Magis- 
trates are  always  looking  forward  to  get 
some  fresh  expression  of  consideration 
and  approval  from  the  Government ;  and, 
as  persons  who  find  themselves  in  that 
situation  always  do,  it  will  be  found  that 
they  go  far  beyond  what  the  Government 
wish  them  to  do.  They  will  inevitably 
go  beyond  the  length  of  their  tether. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  ask  the 
Gt)vernment  to  say  what  they  mean  by 
**  intimidation."  If  they  mean  what  we 
mean  by  the  word  **  threats,"  why  do 
not  they  say  so  at  once,  and  accept  our 
Amendment?  This  word  ** threats" 
would  go  much  better  with  the  previous 
words  of  the  section.  "  Wrongfully  in- 
timidated" seems  to  have  a  contradic- 
tion in  it.  If  you  put  in  the  word 
"threats,"  instead  of  ''intimidation," 
you  will  facilitate  the  passage  of  the 
Bill,  and  the  Eesident  Magistrates  will 
find  themselves  with  a  very  necessary 
curb  put  upon  them. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  168; 
Noes  111:  Majority  57. — (Div.  List, 
No.  173.)  [9.50  P.M.] 

Mr.  CHANCE :  I  beg  to  move,  in 
page  2,  line  25,  to  leave  out  the  words 
**  or  towards."  I  am  glad  to  be  able  to 
announce  to  the  Committee  on  this  occa- 
sion that  I  speak  by  the  leave  and  full 
concurrence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  I  hope, 
therefore,  that  the  discussion  on  the 
Amendment  will  be  a  short  one.  We 
have  already  passed  without  discussion 
the  most  serious  points.  We  have  de- 
cided that  amongst  the  criminals  who 
are  enumerated  in  this  section  shall  be 
found  any  person  who,  wrongfully  and 
without  legal  authority,  uses  violence  or 
intimidation ;  and  now  we  come  to  the 
words  "to  or  towards."  I  confess  it 
puzzles  me  how  we  can  use  the  words 
**  to  or  towards  any  person  or  persons  " 

iTwelfth  NighL''^ 


943 


Criminal  taw  {OOMMONg}       Amendment  {Ireland)  Bill.     944 


in  reference  to  such  an  offence  as  intimi- 
dation. Intimidation  is  distinct  from 
violence,  and  it  is  used  here  as  some- 
thing by  which  you  produce  an  effect 
on  the  mind  of  someone.  You  cannot  be 
said,  therefore,  to  use  it  **  towards" 
some  one.  People's  minds  do  not  reside 
outside  them.  To  have  intimidation 
you  must  produce  an  effect  on  the  mind 
of  some  solitary  individual:  and,  that 
being  so,  I  cannot  conceive  what  is  the 
meaning  of  '*  intimidation  towards." 
Intimidation  is  not  like  a  shot  gun, 
which  you  can  fire  off  in  the  air.  This 
is  an  example  of  the  latitude  which  it  is 
intended  to  give  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates— an  example  of  the  free  hand  you 
give  them  to  enable  them  to  put  anyone 
they  like  into  gaol.  I  hope  tne  Qovern- 
ment  will  not  be  unreasonable  enough 
to  insist  upon  the  use  of  these  words. 
In  the  Conspiracy  and  Protection  of 
Property  Act  of  1875  you  used  the  word 
**  intimidation ; "  but  you  did  not  say 
''intimidation  towards  a  person,"  as  if 
intimidation  was  a  weapon  held  up  and 
brandished.  Perhaps  it  meant  that 
though  you  may  not  intimidate  a  person 
himself,  you  may  do  something  to  some 
member  of  his  family  and  thereby  in- 
timidate him;  but  that  does  not  justify 
the  use  of  words  which  are  puerile;  and, 
therefore,  I  trust  the  Government  will 
leave  them  out. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
25,  leave  out  **or  towards."  —  {Mr, 
Chance.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  re- 
ferred to  the  Act  of  lb75,  and  he  points 
out  that  it  differs  from  the  wording  of 
the  clause  which  we  are  now  consider- 
ing. That  Act  is  liable  to  be  evaded.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  were  to  read  the  de- 
bates which  took  place  in  this  House  in 
1882  he  would  find  it  there  stated  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  have  had  considerable 
experience  in  Ireland  that  though  the 
section  of  the  Act  of  1 875  to  which  he 
refers  was  a  good  one,  so  far  as  it  went, 
it  did  not  meet  the  difficulty  in  Ireland 
at  that  time.  It  does  not  meet  the  diffi- 
culty which  exists  now.  The  provision 
of  that  section,  which  forms,  to  some 
extent,  the  basis  of  this  section  of  the 

Mr.  Chance 


Bill  we  are  now  considering,  is  not  suffi- 
cient to  deal  with  every  form  of  intimi- 
dation in  Ireland  which  has  existed 
since  1881,  more  or  less  extensively, 
down  to  the  present  time.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  asks,  what  is  the  meaning  of 
introducing  these  words  ?  The  meaning 
of  introducing  the  words  is,  as  I  ex- 
plained in  the  House  hours  ago,  that 
intimidation  might  not  be  directed  to 
the  individual  himself — that  is,  that  it 
might  not  be  intimidation  used  by  the 
person  using  it  in  the  presence  of  the 
person  against  whom  it  is  used — they 
might  not  be  together — but  it  may  be 
directed  against  a  man  through  other 
channels,  and  by  being  directed  through 
other  channels  may  prevent  that  person 
from  doing  a  great  number  of  things 
which  he  has  a  legal  right  to  do,  by 
reason  of  this  intimidation  being  brought 
to  bear  upon  him.  There  might  be  dis- 
cussion as  to  the  best  way  of  framing 
the  clause  to  meet  that  point ;  but  it  has 
been  considered  before  that  the  phrase 
we  here  use  does  meet  the  difficulty.  It 
has  been  clearly  shown  that  there  are 
many  cases  where  the  condition  of  things 
would  not  have  been  reached  if  it  had 
not  been  for  the  adoption  of  these  words. 
Under  the  circumstances,  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  see  their  way  to  the  ac- 
ceptance of  the  hon.  Member's  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  CHANCE:  I  understand  that 
the  case  of  the  Government  is  a  very 
short  and  simple  one.  The}"*  admit  that 
**  intimidation"  is  the  production  of  an 
effect  by  one  person  upon  the  mind  of 
another  person,  but  they  wish  to  punish 
intimidation,  while  they  are  unable  to 
point  out  a  single  individual  on  whose 
mind  this  effect  has  been  produced.  I 
leave  the  Committee  to  judge  of  that 
position.  I  ask  the  Government  if  they 
have  any  other  reason  to  advance  for 
the  retention  of  these  words  ?  If  what 
I  have  stated  is  their  admission  it  is  a 
very  grave  one.  It  is  that  they  mean 
that  •*  intimidation  in  the  air"  is  an 
illegal  act,  and  that  they  wish  to  punish, 
by  six  months*  imprisonment,  people  for 
doing  acts  which  do  not  involve  violence, 
and  by  which  no  single  individual  has 
been  restricted  in  his  action. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  :  The 
next  Amendment  which  is  in  my  name 
is  in  lino  30,  after  **  persons,"  to  insert 
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**  specified."  The  point  involved  in  this 
Amendment  has  already,  in  an  indirect 
way,  formed  the  subject  of  discussion. 
There  is  the  example  of  a  number  of 
cases  in  which  prosecutions  were  insti- 
tuted under  the  corresponding  provisions 
of  the  Crimes  Act.  A  number  of  parties 
were  charged  with  intimidating  persons 
unknown,  and  summonses  were  issued 
making  a  charge  of  intimidation,  but 
without  specifying  the  persons  intimi- 
dated. It  is  needless  to  point  out  that 
that  is  a  very  unsatisfactory  and  im- 
proper course  to  take.  In  one  of  these 
cases  an  appeal  was  taken  to  the  County 
Court  Judge,  and  the  County  Court 
Judge  decided  that  such  a  summons  was 
bad  in  law.  and  refused  to  confirm  the 
conviction  of  the  magistrates,  on  the 
ground  that  the  persons  intimidated 
ought  to  have  been  stated.  But  in  an- 
other case,  where  a  number  of  appeals 
were  made  to  the  County  Court  Judge, 
where  the  same  course  had  been  taken 
by  thosA  issuing  the  summonses,  the 
County  Court  Judge  declined  to  take 
that  view,  and  decided  that  the  sum- 
monses were  good  in  law.  Whether  or 
not  such  a  course  as  that  is  good  in  law, 
the  Bill  ought  to  be  made  dear  and  pre- 
cise on  the  point.  I  do  not  know  what 
the  intention  of  the  Government  is ;  but, 
at  any  rate,  the  matter  should  be  here 
debated  and  clearly  decided.  I  may  give, 
as  a  sample  of  the  improper  way  in  which 
the  clause,  as  framed,  may  work,  this 
fact.  An  hon.  Friend  of  mine  went  down 
to  Westmeath  and  made  a  speech  there. 
At  that  time  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
agitation  in  the  country  with  reference 
to  the  question  of  the  labourers  of  Ire- 
land, and  the  action  taken  under  the 
Labourers'  Act  by  the  Poor  Law  Guar- 
dians. A  favourite  allegation  of  the 
landlords  was  that,  however  anxious 
they  themselves  might  be  to  make  con- 
cessions, the  tenants  were  not  disposed 
to  accept  them.  Well,  my  hon.  Friend, 
in  making  a  speech  in  Westmeath,  dis- 
cussed this  view  of  the  matter,  and  urged 
the  County  Authorities  to  treat  their 
labourers  properly,  and  said  that  if  they 
did  not  take  a  proper  view  of  the  situa- 
tion and  treat  their  labourers  as  they 
ought  to  be  treated,  there  was  a  danger 
that  the  force  of  the  agitation  would  be 
turned  against  themselves.  For  using 
these  words  he  was  brought  up  before 
two  Resident  Magistrates,  charged  with 
intimidating  the  farmers  of  We;jtmeath, 


and  those  two  magistrates  sen  tenced  him  to 
two  months'  imprisonment,  an  imprison- 
ment that  was  confirmed  on  appeal  by  the 
County  Court  Judge — an  individual  who 
had  himself  got  at  variance  with  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  T.  Harrington) 
in  local  politics  in  the  County  of  Kerry.  I 
think  that  is  a  very  unsatisfactory  state 
of  things,  and  we  have  reason  to  believe 
that  a  similar  state  of  things  will  arise 
under  this  Act  unless  precautions  are 
taken.  A  clause  against  intimidation, 
general  in  its  character,  may  be  abused 
by  the  Resident  Magistrates.  Therefore, 
when  the  Government  are  re-enacting  a 
provision  of  this  sort,  we  have  a  right  to 
ask  them  to  insert  some  safeguard  against 
an  improper  use  of  the  section. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
30,  after  **  persons,"  insert  **  specified." 
— {Mr,  Mauriee  Bealy.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  specified '  be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  hon.  Member  who  has 
moved  this  Amendment  has  himself 
stated,  in  the  course  of  his  observations, 
what  must  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
Committee — namely,  that  this  subject 
has  already  been  discussed  at  consider- 
able length.  The  discussion  took  place 
on  one  of  the  Amendments  on  Wednes- 
day, I  think,  on  a  previous  portion  of 
the  clause.  An  Amendment  was  dis- 
cussed on  the  same  basis  as  that  on 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  now  dis- 
cussing this  proposal. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
It  was  not  on  the  same  point. 

Mr.  HOLMES:  Practically  it  was 
the  same  point.  The  very  instances  the 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment were  then  quoted. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  But  not  on  the 
same  point. 

Mr.  holmes  :  That  may  be ;  but, 
as  I  say,  the  same  instances  were  used. 
Our  object  in  framing  the  clause  as,  it 
stands  is  a  very  simple  one.  If  intimi- 
dation is  charged  against  certain  persons, 
or  against  a  certain  class  of  persons,  it 
may  be  utterly  impossible  to  have  it 
stated  on  the  face  of  the  summons 
what  the  names  of  the  persons  so  inti- 
midated are.  Intimidation  in  Ireland  is 
constantly  being  directed  not  against  a 
particular  individual  who  can  be  named, 
but  against  several  individuals — a  class 
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of  individuals  residing  in  a  particular 
place  or  district ;  and  we  conceive  that 
form  of  intimidation  should  be  punished, 
and  therefore  it  would  be  impossible 
to  limit  the  clause  as  suggested.  The 
hon.  Member  refers  to  action  which  was 
taken  under  a  previous  Act.  It  would 
be  impossible  for  us  to  check  the 
difficulties  the  hon.  Member  referred 
to.  because  they  are  not  in  our  know- 
ledge ;  but  this  I  do  know — that  under 
the  Act  of  1882  proceedings  were  fre- 
quently taken,  and  taken  with  success, 
against  persons  who  intimidated  a  num- 
ber of  individuals,  none  of  whom  could 
be  named,  or  none  of  whom  it  was  pos- 
sible to  name  at  the  time.  The  Govern- 
ment must  insist  on  retaining  the  clause 
as  it  is  drawn  for  the  reasons  that  we 
urged  when  the  matter  was  discussed 
for  three  hours  on  Wednesday  last.  It 
is  not  necessary  for  me,  neither  do  I  in- 
tend to  reiterate  the  arguments  then  used. 
Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  entirely 
mistaken  the  case  of  the  previous 
Amendment  to  which  he  has  referred  ; 
and  I  am  surprised  that,  with  his  legal 
acumen,  he  should  have  attempted  to 
debauch  the  Committee  with  his  legal 
opinion  in  a  sense  contrary  to  the  fact. 
What  was  the  previous  Amendment  ? 
Why,  that  you  should  compel  the  indi- 
viduals intimidated  to  take  out  the  sum- 
monses themselves.  That  is  a  very 
different  thing  to  the  point  involved  in 
this  Amendment.  It  would  be  a  reflec- 
tion on  the  Chairman  of  Committees  to 
suppose  that  he  would  allow  a  discus- 
sion to  take  place  on  an  Amendment 
identical  with  one  already  disposed  of. 
The  object  of  the  present  Amendment  is 
that  when  you  take  out  a  summons 
against  a  person  for  conspiracy,  the  per- 
son intimidated  shall  not  be  a  person  in 
the  air,  but  a  real  individual.  The 
Amendment  really  proceeds  from  the 
Conservative  side  of  the  House.  The 
Conservative  Party  will  have  a  great 
respect  for  Mr.  Cross,  now  Lord  Cross, 
especially  as  he  is  a  Peer.  What  my 
hon.  Friend  asks  for  was  inserted  in  the 
Act  of  1875,  because  in  that  Act  the 
persons  complaining  of  intimidation 
were  bound  to  nominate,  so  to  speak, 
the  individuals  whose  conduct  they  com- 
plained of.    That  Act  said — 

"  Any  person  who  with  the  view  of  prevent- 
ing any  other  person  from  doing  or  abstaining 
from  doing." 

Mr.  MolmeM 


[^Interruption.']  I  do  not  complain.  I 
rejoice  at  interruptions  which  we  can 
understand,  and  can  deal  with  in  frag- 
ment. If  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  again 
favour  me  with  his  interruption  I  shall 
be  delighted  to  deal  with  him.  But  ho 
will  not.  The  section  of  the  Act  I  re- 
ferred to  goes  on  to  say — 

'*  Uses  violence  to  or  intimidates  such  other 
person,  or  his  wife  or  children," 

thereby  showing  that  these  persons  to 
bo  intimidated  must  be  particular  per- 
sons, or  their  wives  or  children.  They 
must  be  intelligible,  individual  persons, 
such  as  John  Smith,  or  W.  H.  Smith, 
or  anyone  else.  That  being  so,  so  long 
as  you  are  able  to  deal  with  them  as  in- 
dividuals of  flesh  and  blood,  it  is  pos- 
sible for  a  defendant  to  rebut  the 
charges.  The  Judges  in  all  these 
actions  pro  and  con  must  depend,  to  a 
large  extent,  upon  your  proofs ;  but  if 
you  say  you  are  **  intimidated  in  the 
air,"  how  is  it  possible  that  you  can 
rebut  the  charges?  If  I  am  charged 
with  intimidating  a  spirit — I  will  not 
say  the  spirit  of  any  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite — but  of  a  person  unknown — I 
cannot  bring  up  that  person  unknown 
to  prove  that  the  charge  is  false,  or  I 
cannot  cross-examine  that  person  in 
proof  of  my  position.  But  if  I  am 
accused  of  intimidating  John  Smith—  I 
will  not  mention  anybody  else,  I  will 
stick  to  John  Smith — I  could  bring  up 
John  Smith,  and  could  show  whether  he 
was  a  person  intimidated  or  not.  That 
is  a  material  point,  and  I  will  put  that 
case  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General,  who  always  attends  intelligently 
to  what  takes  place  in  Committee,  and 
does  not  give  that  perfunctory  attention 
to  what  has  taken  place  which  some 
hon.  Members  upon  that  Bench  do.  If 
you  are  accused  of  intimidating  A  or  B, 
you  can  bring  up  evidence  to  disprove 
that  accusation ;  but  if  you  are  accused 
of  intimidating  Julius  Caasar,  or  some 
person  who  is  dead,  or  some  person  who 
is  unknown,  how  is  it  possible  for  you 
to  defend  yourself?  I  maintain  that  it 
is  in  that  view  that  this  Amendment 
ought  to  be  pressed.  Suppose  I  am 
accused  of  intimidating  a  person  un- 
known, how  can  I  prove  a  negative  ? 
But  you  look  about  for  certain  classes  of 
persons,  and  you  say  this  class  of  indi- 
viduals has  been  intimidated.  I  say, 
produce  one  specimen.    You  do  nothing 
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of  the  kind ;  and  I  do  put  it  to  the  Oom- 
mittee  whether  that  is  a  reasonable  and 
a  proper  Code  that  is  to  exist  for  all 
time  ?  I  myself  have  intimidated  people 
in  speeches  that  I  have  made  over  and 
oyer  again,  and  I  am  happy  to  say  that 
I  have  brought  them  in  that  way  into 
courses  which  are  right.  Lord  Salis- 
bury endeavours  to  intimidate  the  Con- 
servative Members,  and  successfully,  to 
go  against  that  which  they  believe  to  be 
a  right  and  just  course.  We  say  to  the 
people  of  Ireland,  if  you  grab  land  you 
are  doing  wrong,  and  certain  regrettable 
consequences  will  follow.  You  say  that 
is  intimidating  a  person  unknown ;  and, 
being  the  master  of  legions,  you  say  it  is 
wrong,  and  it  shall  be  punished.  I  ask 
you  again  to  re-clothe  yourselves  in  your 
Conservative  mind  as  it  existed  in  Anno 
Domini  1875,  when  you  had  no  Liberal 
Unionists  witb  you,  when  you  were 
purely  Conservative — before,  so  to  speak, 
the  primrose  had  been  crossed  by  the 
orchid.  I  do  ask  in  these  circumstances, 
if  simply  on  the  ground  of  defence,  that 
you  should  allow  us  to  defend  ourselves. 
I  have  defended  a  good  many  men,  and 
most  of  them  unsuccessfully,  I  must 
confess,  because  most  of  the  juries  have 
been  **  rigged."  It  may  have  been  my 
fault.  I  do  beseech  the  Committee  to 
allow  us  to  have  some  opportunity  of 
defending  ourselves  ;  but  if  we  are  to  be 
accused  of  intimidating  persons  who  are 
unknown,  I  say  it  will  be  wholly  impos- 
sible to  have  any  line  of  defence  under 
the  circumstances.  I  therefore  do  hope 
that  the  Government  will  say  that  the 
Conservative  Act  of  1875,  which  was 
the  intelligence  and  the  wisdom  of  Par- 
liament of  that  day,  and  which  is  not 
yet  out  of  date,  shall  guide  them  on  the 
present  occasion.  And  I  do  hope  that 
the  Government  will  see  their  way  either 
to  accept  this  Amendment,  or  to  effect 
its  object  in  some  way  more  suitable  to 
themselves. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.) :  I 
regret  that  the  Attorney  General  is  not 
here,  as  he  might  infuse  a  little  common 
sense  into  the  arguments  from  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  If  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  resisted  the 
addition  of  this  word  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  not  necessary  I  could  have 
understood  him,  though  I  could  hardly 
agree  with  him ;  but  when  he  contends 
that  an  intimidation  which  intimidates 
nobody  is  to  be  a  crime  and  a  mis- 


demeanour punishable  with  six  months' 
imprisonment  with  hard  labour,  it  is,  to 
my  mind,  maintaining  a  very  reductio  ad 
aheurdum  of  law.  No  one  is  injured.  If 
anyone  is  injured  he  can  be  specified. 
No  one  is  intimidated.  If  anyone  is  in- 
timidated he  can  be  named.  It  is  in- 
timidation in  the  abstract,  and  intimida- 
tion that  intimidates  nobody,  no  human 
being  being  injured.  No  human  being 
being  produced,  that  is  what  you  call 
applying  English  law  to  Ireland.  I 
was  glad  to  hear,  a  few  moments  ago, 
that  the  last  Amendment  was  passed  on 
the  ground  that  English  law  was  not 
strong  enough  for  Ireland,  and  yet  pre- 
viously we  were  told  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  relying  on  the  application  of 
English  law  to  Ireland.  This  is  not 
the  law  of  England  or  of  Ireland,  or  of 
any  rational  country  at  all,  and  I  hope 
hon.  Members  will  go  to  a  Division  on 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  CLANCY:  I  rise  to  reply  to 
the  remarks  of  the  Irish  Attorney  Ge- 
neral. I  may  say,  as  many  were  not 
here  a  while  ago,  that  some  evidence 
was  given  of  the  working  of  the  Intimi- 
dation Clause  of  the  Act  of  1882.  We 
then  instanced  several  cases  of  a  most 
extraordinary  character,  and  no  answer 
whatever  was  attempted  to  be  given  to 
these  illustrations.  The  illustrations 
which  we  have  given  have  been  taken 
from  the  reports  in  the  public  news- 
papers of  Ireland,  including  the  Tory 
papers  of  Dublin — the  organs  of  Dublin 
Castle.  They  are  perfectly  impartial 
newspaper  reports.  This  collection  of 
cases  has  been  before  the  Irish  public 
for  several  years,  and  so  far  as  I  know 
no  effective  criticism  has  been  directed 
against  their  truth  or  accuracy.  These 
reports  show  that  the  most  preposterous 
use — the  most  extravagant  use — has  been 
made  of  the  Intimidation  Clause  of  the 
Act  of  1882,  persons  being  prosecuted 
who  really  committed  no  offence  at  all ; 
and  now  we  have,  for  the  first  time,  a 
defence  suggested — namely,  that  these 
cases  probably  do  not  exist  at  all.  If 
that  is  the  only  answer  that  can  be  given 
I  am  afraid  it  is  a  very  insufficient  one. 

Mr.  T.  p.  GILL :  I  think  this  is  one 
of  the  most  important  Amendments  that 
has  yet  been  moved.  It  touches  a  very 
vital  principle  in  this  Bill ;  and  that  the 
Government  should  sit  down  so  quietly, 
and  not  merely  refuse  to  accept  the 
Amendment,  but  refuse  to  give  a  reason 

^Twelfth  Night.^^ 
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for  not  accepting  it,  and  say  that  tlie 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  should  include  this  Amendment 
in  what  he  considers  trivial  and  not 
worthy  of  attention,  is,  I  think,  a  very 
remarkable  fact,  and  a  very  striking 
illustration  of  the  spirit  in  which  the 
Gbvemment  are  regarding  the  attempt 
we  are  making  to  modify  the  severity  of 
this  Bill.  It  is  a  principle  new  to 
English  law  that  a  person  is  to  be 
charged  with  a  specific  offence  when  a 
charge  of  violence  or  intimidation  to- 
wards another  person  is  made,  and  when 
the  person  alleged  to  be  intimidated  or 
to  be  injured  is  not  to  be  named  in  the 
summons.  The  effect  of  the  clause  as  it 
stands,  and  if  unamended,  will  be  that 
persons  and  prisoners  charged  with  in- 
timidation under  this  Act  will  be  abso- 
lutely deprived  of  anything  like  a 
tangible  defence ;  because  if  you  charge 
a  man  with  intimidation,  and  do  not 
mention  the  person  whom  he  is  alleged 
to  have  intimidated,  I  really  do  not  see 
how  a  man  can  defend  himself,  and  the 
framing  of  the  clause  in  this  fashion 
through  the  rejection  of  this  Amend- 
ment, at  any  rate,  simply  means  that 
the  Government  deliberately  undertake 
to  strike  away  from  the  persons  to  be 
charged  with  intimidation  under  this 
Act  their  only  possible  and  proper 
method  of  defence.  I  really  think  that 
this  is  one  of  the  Amendments  which,  if 
this  Bill  is  to  be  anything  like  an  honest 
adherence  to  the  pretensions  that  the 
Government  put  forward  in  support  of 
their  Bill,  should  meet  with  acceptance 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House.  We 
should  like  to  hear  from  any  English 
Law  Officer  who  is  familiar  with  in- 
stances which  are  occurring  every  day 
in  England,  and  whose  mind  is  not  de- 
moralized with  familiarity  with  the 
freedom  with  which  L:ish  magistrates 
and  Judges  and  Law  Officers  deal  with 
the  law  which  they  have  to  administer 
in  Ireland — I  should  like  to  ask  one  of 
those  Gentlemen  to  get  up  and  either 
persuade  his  Colleagues  on  the  Tory 
Benches  to  accept  the  Amendment,  or 
else  give  us  good  reason  why  he  thinks 
this  very  simple,  but,  at  the  same  time, 
very  important  Amendment  is  to  be 
rejected  without  a  word  of  explanation. 
Mr.  O'HEA  (Donegal,  W.) :  J  quite 
agree  with  the  observations  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  I  consider  with  him  that 
this  is  a  very  important  Amendment. 

Jtr.  T.  P.  G%a 


I  would  go  further,  and  would  say  that 
it  would  be  more  candid  on  the  part  of 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  say 
that  they  object  to  the  retention  of  this 
word  "intimidation,"  and  to  be  ready 
to  substitute  for  it  a  more  intelligible 
and  less  drastic  word. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  speaking  to  an  Amendment  which 
has  been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HAERINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  There  is  something  to  be 
said  with  regard  to  the  word  proposed 
to  be  inserted,  which  I  have  had  occa- 
sion to  say  before.  We  have  often  come 
to  turning  points  in  these  debates.  Every- 
one fancies  he  sees  a  turning  point,  and 
I  fancy  I  see  a  turning  point  between 
the  punishment  of  bond  fide  intimidation 
practised  on  individuals,  and  the  con- 
demnation which  may  be  put  by  Besi- 
dent  Magistrates  on  public  speeches  or 
published  articles  in  newspapers.  I 
do  think  that  this  is  not  too  much  to  ask 
that  persons  should  be  specified,  either 
the  individuals  or  those  classes  that  are 
intimidated.  I  base  my  argument  in 
this  way.  I  think  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  the  Government  to  prove  their 
case,  if  they  do  not  allege  that  some 
person  or  class  of  persons  were  intimi- 
dated. I  suppose  it  is  only  a  waste  of 
time,  as  usual,  to  try  and  impress  these 
facts  on  the  Government.  To  my  mind 
the  position  of  the  Government  is  logi- 
cally clear  enough  ;  they  want,  or  affect 
to  want,  to  punish  in  Ireland,  not  merely 
criminals  by  act,  but  also  criminals  by 
word — that  inconvenient  class  of  persons 
who  may  stand  up  on  public  platforms 
and  denounce  individuals  to  their  pos- 
sible hurt.  I  quite  agree  that  those  who 
direct  their  speeches  at  individuals,  either 
to  intimidate  or  threaten  them,  ought  to 
be  punished ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I 
think  that  the  Government  ought  con- 
sistently with  that  to  safeguard  the 
right  of  free  speech  and  the  right  of 
free  writing  in  the  public  Press.  Unless 
this  Amendment  is  made,  the  Govern- 
ment, through  their  underlings,  the  Ke- 
sident  Magistrates,  will  have  the  right 
to  bring  up  any  newspaper  writer  or 
public  speaker — in  fact,  any  man  who 
may  venture  to  think  aloud  in  Ireland — 
and  to  allege  that  he  has  been  guilty  of 
intimidation,  while  they  need  not  specify 
the  intimidation. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELEr  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne):  Ihopethehon.  Member  for 
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Cork  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy)  will  not  sus-  the  aubatitution  of  the  word  "such" 

pect  ms  of  being  intimidated  by  Lord  for  "any." 

Salisbury  or  of  haviDg  the  leaat  desirt  Amendment  propowd,  in  page  2,  tine 

to  dissent  from  the  TiBwthehon.  Mem-  26,    omit  the  first   "any,"   and  insert 

ber  has  expressed  of   his  senae  of  the  "such."— I  Hr.  Arthur  O'Connor.) 
importance  of  the  losertion  of  the  word 

"specify."      But  I   hold  that  in  the  Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 

stand  which  the  Government  have,  wisely  '  any'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

or  unwisely,  taken — unwisely,  as  I  think        „       „„  „„ „„    „„  

-it  is  not  profitably  takin/up  the  time  ,  Thk  CHrEF  SECRETABT  foe  IRE- 

of  the  Committee  to  dwell  any  further  LANDfMr.  A.  J.  BALFOUE)CManohe8ter, 

upon  this  Amendment.     I   respectfully  t-J:  I  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 

Buggest  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  ^-  0  Connor)  will  see  we  cannot  accept 

should  withdraw  this  proposal.  f''^  Amendment,  if  he  reflects  that  the 

,          ,            I     I               .  .  I  intimidation  directed  against  a  wife  to 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wrihdraum.  j^^uce  the  husband  not  to  do  that  which 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done-  •>»  ^^  ^  "8^*  **>  ^'^  "O"!^  •»«  ^J  *••>« 

gal,  E.) ;  Mr.  Courtney,  Idesire  to  sub-  Amendment  excluded  from  the  puryiew 

mit  to  the  Government  and  the  Commit-  <>*  *^'8  ^•!l.'i?!::„„  „.„„„,„„     , 

tee    the    reasonableness    of  making   a  Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOE  :  In  that 

Blight    verbal    alteration    in    the    first  "^^  action  could  be   taken  under  the 

words  of  the  26th  line.      As  the  clause  Bill  against  the  intimidator. 

at  present  runs—  ^^-  MAURICE  HEALT :  Moreover, 

"Any   pen-on   who    shall    wroDgfaUy,   «ad  *^^   fefi^itjon  oi  the   word   "intimida- 

without'lflgaUuthority,usevioleoclorintin.i.  J,'™  "  wojUd  cover  the  caae  the  nght 

dation  to,  or  toward*  any  pereouorpCTsona  with  non.  Gentleman  puts.    The  word  "  inti- 

the  view  to  cause  uny  person  or  penom  either  midation  "  includes 

to  do,"  4c.  „               ,             ■   .  ^     J   5          ,     ,  .   ,  . 

"  any  words  or  acts  intended  or  calculated  to 

The  alteration  I  auggeat  ia  that   instead  put  any  parson  in  fear  of  any  iDJury  or  danger  to 

of  the  last  "  any  "  there  should  be  in-  ''i""-'"-  or  to  any  member  ot  hia  family,  or  to 

serted  the  word^;  such."  ao  that  it  will  ^^[.^ZVl^ ^i^^:^^^:^'^.!::'^^. 

read  "with  the  view  to  cause  auch  per-  ment,  or  moans  of  living." 

son  or  persons  to  do,"  &c.  Itmayappear  _^,.  ,    .,        .  ,  ,  ,         „     ,,            ,„ 

that  that  is  open  to  the  objection  urged  I  t^ink  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 

by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  ^:  ^-  ^^"°"'^  °"&*'*  "^'^  *^  ^'*"^'>' 

Secretary  for  Ireland  some  time  ago  in  his  own  Bill. 

regard  to  another  Amendment— namely.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

that  it  ia  restrictive  of  the  clause  OS  it  is  ,,     ■.r.-rmT/^n  txt^  .»■.,    ^.  ■ 

•t  pre.Bol  drafted.     Il  i.  clmr  that  the  Ma.  MAUEIOE  HEALT  :  It  i.  rather 

present  wording  ot  the   olau.e  i.  open  «   hopelo..  ta.k   to   more  Ainendment 

to  very  ..riou,  objection.     The  idea  ot  "fler  Amendment ;  but  I  do  a.k  the  Oo- 

a  man  iutimidatinK  one  person  with  a  "^mment  to  consider  the  Amendment, 

view    10    cause   another   p.r«>n    to    do  No.  76^  which  stand,  in  the  name  o(  my 

something  or  other  is  a  little  too  far  S^"'   ^"""l  SS,  ?■"'"''"   ?""> 

fetched.      I   dare   s.y  the  Goramment  Donegal  (l«r.  O'Doherty)      I  think  that 

will  be  prepared  to  adopt  the  Amend-  ''  ""fy  ■!»  »!'<'?  "lU  see  that  .the  words 

ment ;  ileo,  I  will  not  dwell  upon  il  at  "'  '"'°-  ?"»''  P™P"«;s  to  m.ert  will 

any  length.     But  what  I  want  to  point  »»t  materially  weaken  the  power,  given 

outisthis_lhatatproseut,a.thocl.n.e  ""J   ""'  "*™.-     All  the  Amondejent 

stand.,  you  may  have  A  summoned  for  propo.e.  to  do  is,  that  il  the  act  which 

intimidating   B  with  the  view   not  to  «  party  has  a  legal  right  to  do  i.  an  act 

cause  B  to  do  a  thing,   but  with    the  mvolving  the  violation  ot  a  contract  or 

view  of  causing  C  to  induce  D  to  do  a  honourable  oHigaOon,  that  then  persons 

thing.     With  ;  teleecopic  clause  ot  thi.  "''»"  k«ve  the  nght  of  animadversion, 

kind,  it  is  impossible  to  say  what  a  man  Amendment  proposed, 

may  not  be  charged  with  in  reference  to  in  page  2,  line  27.  after    "  have."  injert 

the  effect  of  his  action  on  three  or  four  "witbout  violHtiDn  of  a  contniot  or  breuih  of 

parties  of  who.e  very  existence  he  may  ionoarablo  obligstioa." — (Jfr.  ilauric«  Iltati/.) 

.  not  have  had  any  more  information  than  Question  proposed.  "  That  those  words 

the  roan  ia  the  mooa.    I  beg  to  move  be  there  inaertw." 

llmlflh  NisU.\ 
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The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  (Pljrmouth) :  The  pro- 
posed words  are  entirely  unnecessary, 
and  really  throw  doubt  on  the  words  of 
the  clause  as  they  already  stand.' 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  do  not 
think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
can  have  considered  the  Amendment 
carefully.  The  meaning  of  the  Amend- 
ment is  this — that  if  the  act  which  it  is 
sought  to  prevent  by  intimidation  is  of 
such  a  character  that  it  would  itself  in- 
volve a  breach  of  contract  or  breach 
of  honourable  obligation  the  Resident 
Magistrate  is  not  to  have  the  power  of 
giving  six  months'  imprisonment  be- 
cause the  party  who  was  injured  by  the 
breach  of  contract  or  honourable  obliga- 
tion chooses  to  animadvert  upon  the 
breach  of  contract  in  a  manner  which 
the  Resident  Magistrate  chooses  to  con- 
strue into  intimidation.  That  is  the 
effect  of  the  Amendment,  and  I  really  do 
not  think  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  under- 
stands it. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY:  Mr. 
Courtney,  Amendment,  No.  82,  is  an 
Amendment  which  is  designed  to  pro- 
tect persons  in  Ireland  who  are  simply 
exercising  their  legal  rights.  It  is 
greatly  to  be  apprehended  that  if  the 
clause  passes  in  its  present  shape  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  will  use  it  in  a  very 
improper  manner,  in  order  to  force 
people  to  do  what  there  is  no  obligation 
on  them  to  do,  but  the  omission  of 
which  they  will  construe  into  acts  of  in- 
timidation. It  raises  in  an  indirect  man- 
ner the  question  of  exclusive  dealing,  on 
which  we  have  never  yet  expressly  had 
a  decision  of  the  Committee.  Now,  Sir, 
what  I  say  is  this — that  as  long  as  a  man 
keeps  within  his  legal  rights  no  punish- 
ment ought  to  be  inflicted  upon  him,  no 
matter  what  Resident  Magistrates  may 
think  about  his  action.  If  I,  Sir,  being 
a  shopkeeper,  and  not  being  a  licensed 
victualler  or  anyone  under  a  legal  obli- 
gation to  supply  certain  goods,  exercise 
my  legal  right  and  choose  not  to  sell  my 
goods  to  a  particular  person,  I  ought  to 
be  at  liberty  to  take  that  course.  Again, 
if  I  am  a  buyer  at  a  fair,  and  choose  not 
to  buy  of  some  person  who  has  done 
something  I  dislike,  surely  I  am  only 
exercising  my  legal  right  if  I  do  not 
buy  from  such  a  man,  and  ought  not  to 


be  punished.  The  G  ivernment  pro- 
fesses to  be  anxious  to  prevent  intimida- 
tion. This  is  an  Amendment  to  prevent 
intimidation  by  Resident  Magistrates 
and  other  gentlemen  occupying  official 
positions  in  Ireland.  It  is  an  Amend- 
ment designed  to  preserve  their  leg^l 
rights  to  that  vast  body  of  the  Queen's 
subjects  in  Ireland  who  take  views  upon 
political  matters  which  are,  no  doubt, 
very  offensive  to  Government  officials  in 
Ireland,  but  which,  notwithstanding,  it 
is  perfectly  competent  for  them  to  take. 
These  persons  ought  not  to  be  at  the 
mercy  of  officious  constables  and  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  who  may  choose  to 
construe  very  innocent  acts  as  acts  of 
intimidation.  I  hope  the  Government, 
who  say  there  is  no  freedom  in  Ireland, 
and  that  this  Act  is  brought  in  to 
secure  liberty  for  the  people,  will  accept 
this  Amendment,  which  is  designed  to 
preserve  to  a  large  class  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects  in  Ireland  the  enjoyment 
of  their  legal  rights. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  34,  after  ^' doing,"  insert — 
''Provided  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be 
construed  to  oblige  or  compel  anybody  to  do 
any  act  which  he  has  a  legsil  right  to  abstain 
from  doing,  or  to  abstain  from  doing  any  act 
which  he  has  a  legal  right  to  do.*'  —  {Mr, 
Maurice  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  confess  I  have 
difficulty  in  understanding  the  meaning 
of  the  words  which  are  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member.  As  far  as  I  can  see,  there 
is  nothing  in  the  Bill  which  does  compel 
anyone  to  do  anything  whatever;  cer- 
tainly there  is  nothing  to 

"compel  anybody  to  do  any  act  which  he 
has  a  legal  right  to  abstain  from  doing,  or  to 
abstain  from  doing  any  act  which  he  haa  a 
legal  right  to  do." 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  can- 
not understand  at  all  the  observations  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  The 
ground  upon  which  the  Government 
cannot  condescend  to  accept  the  pro- 
posal of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Maurice 
Healy)  is  that  there  is  nothing  in  this 
section  which  compels  anyone  to  do  or 
not  to  do  anything  within  his  legal 
rights.  A  few  moments  ago  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  referred  to  what 
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took  place  in  1882 ;  but  he  need  not  have 
gone  back  so  far — it  would  have  been 
enough  had  he  remembered  what  took 
place  a  few  days  ago.  I  recollect  dis- 
tinctly that  when  we  were  discussing  the 
1st  sub- section  of  this  clause  the  case  of 
the  Government  was  that  they  created 
no  crime  whatever  by  the  clause ;  and 
yet,  later  on,  the  Attorney  General  for 
England  (Sir  Eichard  Webster)  moved 
words  limiting  the  clause,  by  declaring 
that  nothing  shall  be  punishable  except 
that  which  is  already  punishable  by  law. 
Under  those  circumstances,  it  must  be 
assumed  that  the  Government  did  intend 
to  alter  the  law.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Holmes)  had 
difficulty  in  understanding  to  what  this 
Amendment  would  apply.  I  will  give 
him  an  instance ;  suppose  you  went  along 
a  road  whistling,  it  would  apply  to  that. 
I  know  you  have  a  perfect  right  to 
whistle  on  the  road,  yet  we  know  that  a 
boy  of  12  years  was  committed  to  gaol 
for  whistling  at  a  policeman.  I  believe 
his  sentence  was  afterwards  commuted 
on  technical  grounds ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
he  was  convicted  by  a  Eesident  Magis- 
trate, or  two  Eesident  Magistrates,  of 
the  very  grave  offence  of  whistling  in 
the  public  streets.  This  Amendment 
would  act  as  an  indication  to  the  Resi- 
dent Magistrates  that«  although  the 
Government  did  intend  to  give  them 
enormous  powers,  they  did  not  intend 
that  the  powers  should  be  used  for  the 
purpose  of  punishing  people  for  doing 
what  thoy  are  perfectly  entitled  to  do  at 
present.  This  Amendment  cannot  pos- 
sibly do  any  harm  if  the  Government  are 
anxious  that  the  Act  should  be  properly 
and  fairly  administered. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.) :  The  Govern- 
ment  now  seek  to  get  rid  of  an  Amend- 
ment by  saying  they  do  not  understand 
it,  and  they  are  sure  hon.  Members  op- 
posite do  not  understand  it.  That  is  a 
very  easy  form  of  argument  ;  but  I 
think  it  has  been  proved  all  through 
these  debates  that  we  do  understand 
what  we  are  aiming  at.  Our  object  is 
not  to  give  power  to  irresponsible  tri- 
bunals of  such  a  character  as  will  enable 
them  to  play  ducks  and  drakes  with 
justice  in  Ireland.  This  Amendment  is, 
in  our  opinion,  exceedingly  important, 
for  it  aims  at  preventing  a  grossly  im- 
proper use  of  the  powers  given  by  this 
clause  to  Resident  Magistrates.  Under 
this  clause,  as  it  stands,  thidre  is  no  doubt 


in  the  world  that  the  tenant  who  refuses 
to  buy  from  his  landlord  at  some  exor^ 
bitant  rate  may  be  brought  up  and 
sentenced  by  the  two  gentlemen  to  whom 
the  power  of  adjudicating  will  be  en- 
trusted ;  he  may  be  charged  with  in- 
timidation or  exclusive  dealing,  because 
he  has  refused  to  do  something  which 
his  landlord  may  desire  him  to  do.  We 
are  strongly  of  opinion  that  we  ought  to 
press  this  Amendment  to  a  Division; 
and  I  certainly  think  our  constituents 
would  be  very  discontented  if  we  did 
not  divide  upon  this  occasion.  I  hope 
the  Government  will  come  to  some  rea- 
sonable understanding  with  us  upon  this 
very  proper  proposal  of  ours. 

Mr.T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
It  is  very  refreshing  that  we  can  propose 
Amendments  which  the  Government  do 
not  understand.  We  have  hitherto  been 
met  by  every  form  of  excuse  for  the  non- 
acceptance  of  our  Amendments ;  but  this 
is  the  first  time  we  have  had  the  reason 
assigned  that  the  Government  cannot 
understand  what  we  propose.  We  put 
an  intelligent  form  of  words  on  the 
Paper,  and  the  Government  simply  say, 
' *  We  do  not  understand  it. "  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.Balfour) 
the  other  night  said  that  an  Amendment 
did  not  make  the  words  of  the  Act  any 
clearer  :  it  seems  that  you  are  reduced  to 
two  replies ;  the  first  is,  that  the  Amend- 
ment does  not  make  the  Act  any  clearer  ; 
and,  secondly,  that  the  Government  do 
not  understand  what  is  proposed.  This 
is  a  very  convenient  way  of  voting  away 
the  liberties  of  a  people  ;  but  I  submit 
that  when  you  are  dealing  with  a 
tribunal  composed  of  Eesident  Magis- 
trates the  Government  ought  readily  to 
accept  Amendments  providing  that  any 
acts  legal  in  themselves  should  not  be 
punishable.  That  is  all  this  Amendment 
provides.  In  the  section  it  is  provided 
that  a  person  who  refuses  to  deal  with 
another  shall  be  penalized.  The  Govern- 
ment have  been  stumping  the  country 
with  the  idea  that  people  have  been  de- 
prived of  the  necessaries  of  life  by 
reason  of  what  they  call  **  exclusive 
dealing ;  "  but,  under  this  Bill,  persons 
will  be  compelled  to  buy  from  people  as 
well  as  to  sell  to  them.  I  presume  that 
this  Amendment  deals  with  that  par- 
ticular direction  of  affairs.  If  a  man  has 
cows  to  sell  he  shall  not  be  able  to  com- 
pel people  to  buy  his  cows.  I  do  think 
that,  under  the  ciroum stances,  the  Go- 
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vernment  might  provide  a  litfcle  illumi- 
nation to  their  own  minds  by  reading 
the  words  of  the  Amendment.  We  have 
reached  the  most  extraordinary  pass  that 
the  Government  propose  to  get  rid  of 
Amendments  by  reason  of  the  languor, 
or  pretended  languor,  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  who  illustrates  his 
languor  by  his  posture  at  the  present 
moment,  or  by  the  mental  languor  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  who  says 
he  will  not  apply  his  mind  to  the  under- 
standing of  our  Amendments.  I  will 
not  refer  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, because  he  understands  everything 
that  is  said  and  done  in  this  House  ;  it 
would  be  unfair  to  apply  any  ordinary 
rules  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  But 
I  wiU  take  as  the  apex  ot  intelligence 
on  legal  points  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson),  and  ask  him 
whether  there  is  anything  in  this  Amend- 
ment which  the  Government  can  really 
object  to?  This  is  a  proposal  that 
nothing  in  this  clause  shall  be  construed 
to  oblige  any  person  to  do  any  act  which 
he  has  a  legal  right  to  abstain  from 
doing.  For  instance,  if  land-grabbers 
can  allege  they  have  been  prevented 
from  selling  their  cows  by  particular 
people,  these  people  will  be  sentenced 
for  refusing  to  buy  the  cows,  because 
the  Hesident  Magistrates,  knowing 
nothing  about  the  matter,  will  side  with 
the  land-grabbers.  I  will  recall  to  the 
English  mind  a  very  old  maxim,  *  *  Do  unto 
others  as  you  would  be  done  by. ' '  Would 
Englishmen  propose  to  apply  this  section 
to  themselves  ;  if  this  is  so  good  for  Ire- 
land why  do  you  not  apply  it  to  England ; 
why  do  you  not  provide  that  the  require- 
ments of  this  section  shall  be  applied  to 
your  own  dealings  in  this  country  ? 
You  will  not  do  that.  Something  may 
be  said  in  favour  of  making  it  penal  to 
refuse  to  sell  to  individuals  ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  why  should  the  refusal  to  buy  be 
made  a  penal  offence  ?  The  Government 
say  they  desire  nothing  that  they  would 
not  make  the  law  in  England.  If  that 
is  so,  I  should  imagine  that  when  an 
Amendment  is  proposed  providing  that 
no  act  legal  in  itself  shall  be  construed  by 
the  Hesident  Magistrates  to  be  illegal  the 
Government  would  have  jumped  at  it,  if 
we  can  conceive  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  indulging 
in  any  such  activity.  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  says  he  cannot  under- 
stand the  Amendment.     I  would  like  to 
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ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle" 
man,  if  he  were  in  Court,  would  it  be 
fair  to  meet  an  argument  by  saying  he 
could  not  understand  it?  He  must  un- 
derstand the  Amendment ;  he  is  paid  to 
understand  it ;  and  I  submit  that  there 
is  nothing  clearer  to  the  ordinary  mind 
than  to  say  that  if  a  particular  act 
is  legal  in  itself  it  shall  not  be 
rendered  illegal  by  any  construction  of 
law.  To  refuse  to  buy  from  any  indivi- 
dual is  a  perfectly  legal  proceeding. 
The  Government,  only  a  half -an-hour  ago, 
set  forth  by  adopting  a  system  of  ex- 
clusive dealing.  They  said  that  there 
are  certain  Amendments  they  will  ex- 
clusively deal  with,  and  that  there  are 
other  Amendments  thev  will  not  deal 
with  at  all ;  they  really  mean  to  Boycott 
certain  Amendments,  and  allow  me  to 
say  that  is  what  we  complain  about.  If 
you  say  it  is  fair,  we  say,  from  our  point 
of  view,  our  proceedings  are  equally  fair. 
I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury — who  is  the  chief 
of  the  tribe  of  exclusive  dealers — I  ask 
him  to  say  whether  he  does  not  consider 
it  is  a  perfectly  legal  thing  to  refuse  to 
buy  from  persons  of  opposite  politics  ? 
I  am  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
say  that  such  a  thing  is  perfectly  legiti- 
mate. Under  those  circumstances,  I  ask 
the  Government  to  reconsider  their  de- 
cision. It  is  really  prolonging  debate 
for  the  Government  to  treat  us  as  they 
are  treating  us  at  the  present  time.  Be- 
sides, the  present  system  of  dealing  with 
Amendments  is  not  a  wise  one ;  because 
all  the  Amendments  they  are  now  pass- 
ing by  can  be  put  down  as  new  clauses. 
If  you  treat  our  Amendments  with  con- 
tempt now,  we  shall  simply  be  compelled 
to  bring  them  forward  as  new  clauses 
upon  Report.  I  trust  the  Government 
will  see  their  way  to  act  in  a  logical 
manner  in  regard  to  the  reasonable 
Amendments  we  propose. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  If 
there  is  anything  more  likely  to  occur 
than  another,  it  is  that  a  hunt  in  a  cer- 
tain district  will  be  stopped,  and  there 
is  nothing  more  certain  than  that 
farmers  have  a  perfect  right  to  prevent 
hunting  over  land  in  their  possession. 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  will 
not  deny  that  the  holder  and  occupier 
of  land  has  a  perfect  right  to  prevent 
people  from  hunting  over  his  ground. 
Now,  what  occurred  in  the  County  of 
Waterford  in  December,  1883  ?    On  the 
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22nd  of  that  month,  34  tenant  farmers 
and  labourers  were  prosecuted  for  inter- 
fering with  the  me&t  of  the  Curraghmore 
Hunt.  The  majority  wore  respectable 
men,  but  that  did  not  prevent  their 
being  prosecuted.  The  evidence  against 
them  simply  established  the  fa<;t  that 
they  shouted,  but  committed  no  violence, 
or  uaed  any  threats.  Well,  for  merely 
assembling  together  and  shouting,  some 
of  these  men  were  sentenced  to  a  month's 
imprisonment  with  hard  labour,  others 
woro  sentenced  to  14  days'  imprison- 
ment, and  an  application  to  have  the 
imprisonment  increased  to  a  month  for 
the  purpose  of  having  an  appeal,  was 
actually  refused  by  the  Resident  Magi- 
strates. On  this  occasion  a  rather  re- 
markable incident  occurred,  and  one 
which  is  extremely  suggestive,  and 
which  shows  what  will  happen  under 
the  administration  of  Acts  like  this.  On 
the  table  were  found  printed  forms  of 
committal  regularly  filled  up  and  only 
awaiting  the  magistrate's  signature,  the 
name  of  the  convicted,  and  the  amount 
of  punishment  awarded.  It  was  quite 
evident  the  forms  were  filled  up  before 
the  conclusion  of  the  case,  and  imme- 
diately after  the  witnesses  for  the  prose- 
cution had  given  their  evidence.  I 
should  like  to  know  what  answer  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  has  for  a 
case  like  this;  he  cannot  deny  it  occurred. 
If  he  does  deny  it,  I  refer  him  to  the 
public  newspapers  of  the  time,  December, 
1883 ;  he  will  find  the  case  reported  in 
the  Tory  Papers  as  well  as  in  the  Na- 
tionalist papers.  If  he  denies  that  this 
thing  has  happened,  will  he  deny  that  it 
may  happen  under  the  present  Act,  and 
will  he  deny  that  it  will  be  a  reasonable 
thing  to  prevent  such  a  case  recurring. 
It  is  perfectly  preposterous  to  imagine 
that  a  farmer  in  Ireland  has  not  a  per- 
fect right  to  prevent  any  landlord  ho 
chooses  from  hunting  over  his  laud ;  and 
under  this  Act,  unless  this  Amendment 
is  adopted,  you  will  have  plenty  of 
prosecutions  in  Ireland  of  farmers  ob- 
noxious to  particular  landlords  for  pro- 
venting  them  hunting.  All  I  can  say  is, 
that  I  do  not  think  it  will  conduce  to  the 
peace  and  good  order  of  Ireland  to  have 
a  clause  like  this,  capable  of  being 
worked  in  such  a  fashion.  If  the  Bill 
of  the  Government  is  to  produce  disorder, 
their  wishes  will  speedily  be  realized. 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.):  I  think  that  after  the  speeches  which 
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have  been  addressed  to  the  Committee 
recently,  the  Government-  can  scarcely 
plead  obtusenoss  in  regard  to  this 
Amendment.  I  think  its  scope  is  clear ; 
it  is  a  protection  against  an  ill  use  of  the 
clause  as  it  stands.  We  have  had  the 
possible  manner  in  which  the  clause  can 
be  applied  fairly  illustrated  by  the  case 
of  hunting,  and  I  can  endorse  everything 
said  by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Clancy)  in 
regard  to  the  manner  in  which  this 
clause  will  be  made  to  apply  in  order  to 
compel  people  to  allow  hunting  to  take 
place  over  their  lands.  Unless  this 
Amendment  be  accepted,  the  Act  will  be 
reduced  to  an  absurdity.  The  police,  in 
the  tyrannous  exercise  of  their  discretion, 
will  commit  such  acts  as  will  reduce  the 
Act  of  Parliament  to  an  absurdity.  The 
police,  I  know,  will  be  tempted  to  compel 
one  labourer  to  speak  to  another.  We 
have  had  the  case  of  a  boy  being  brought 
up  for  whistling  at  a  policeman ;  is  it  not 
possible  to  conceive  the  case  of  a  man 
being  brought  up  for  not  speaking  to 
his  neighbour  ?  The  police  may  compel 
shopkeepers  to  sell  to  people  whom  they 
have  no  desire  to  trade  with ;  they  may 
compel  a  baker  to  sell  his  last  loaf  of 
bread  to  an  obnoxious  individual,  al- 
though that  loaf  may  be  required  for 
his  own  family.  [^Laughter.']  It  is  quite 
possible  that  these  things  may  be  done 
in  Ireland  ;  it  is  a  very  easy  matter  to 
laugh  at  these  things,  but  I  can  assure 
hon.  Members  that  they  are  very  likely 
to  occur.  After  the  illustrations  we  have 
given,  the  Government  ought  to  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  beg  to  propose  the 
omission  of  the  word  **  riot,"  in  line  35. 
No  doubt,  hon.  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee understand  by  **  riot "  some  very 
serious  occurrence.  The  ordinary  idea 
is  that  a  riot  means  the  breaking  of 
heads  and  great  danger  to  property; 
but  in  point  of  law  it  is  nothing  of  the 
kind ;  I  will  give  a  simple  illustration. 
If  two  or  three  persons,  one  of  them  be- 
lieving he  has  a  right  to  get  possession 
of  a  farm  from  which  he  has  been 
evicted,  join  together  and  use  violent 
language  or  violent  gestures  and  take 
possession  of  the  farm,  that  in  law  is  a 
riot.  Now,  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  I  am  sure,  will  not  contradict 
that.    It  is  most  important  when  we  are 
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dealing  vith  an  agrarian  queation  about 
irhicli  there  are  a  great  many  diBputec 
that  we  ehould  not  put  it  in  the  hands 
of  Beaident  Magietrates,  aa  ia  contem- 

Slated  by  this  aub-section.  If  half-a- 
ozen  people,  as  conetantlj  hnppena, 
take  poBsessioQ  of  a  farm,  I  do  not  think 
it  ought  to  be  within  the  power  of  a 
Beaident  Uagietrate  to  punish  the  peoplt 
by  sentencing  them  to  six  months'  ini' 
prieooment  with  hard  labour.  I  am 
sure  that  is  never  intended.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  intended  b;  the  Qo- 
vernment,  but  I  do  not  think  it  ia  in- 
tended by  the  Committee.  The  Beaident 
Hagistrates  of  Ireland  ought  not  to  be 
entrusted  with  enob  power,  and,  there- 
fore, I  move  this  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
35,  leave  out "  riot  or." — ( J/r.  Andtrton.' 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  wordi 
'  riot  or '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
veraity) :  I  object  to  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HBALY  (Cork) :  I 
think  that  the  Amendment  is  a  perfectly 
reasonable  one.  The  riots  of  which  the 
Qovernment  oamplain  are  generally  riots 
which  take  place  at  evictions,  and  a  riot 
taking  place  on  sueh  an  occasion  would 
be  quite  covered  by  the  1st  enb-section 
dealing  with  a  conspiracy,  or  by  the  aub- 
head  of  Sab-section  2  of  the  clauae  which 
deals  with  assaults  committed  on  officers 
of  the  law  iu  administration  of  the  law. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Me,  SHAW  LEFEVBE  (Bradford, 
Central):  Mr.  Courtney,  I  now  rise  to 
move  the  omission  of  the  words  "  or  un- 
lawful aesembly."  I  think,  no  doubt, 
I  shall  be  met  with  the  usual  stock  argu- 
ment that  theee  words  were  inoluded  in 
the  Act  of  1862.  That  was  so  ;  but  we 
must  look  at  these  words  in  connection 
with  Clause  7  of  this  Bill,  which  will 
carry  the  matter  infinitely  further  than 
was  ever  contemplated  in  the  Act  of 
1862.  In  the  diaouBsion  on  the  Act  of 
1882  it  was  promiaed  by  the  then  Qo- 
vemment  that  that  Act  ahould  never  be 
put  in  force  for  the  purpose  of  put- 
ting a  stop  to  political  agitation  of  any 
kind,  and  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  waa 
never  bo  used ;  and  I  am  informed  that 
there  never  was  a  prosecution  under  this 
particular  section  to  whith  we  are  now 
referring.  In  this  Bill  hon,  Members 
Mr. 


will  see,  on  referring  to  Clanse  7,  that 
it  will  be  possible  for  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant to  proclaim  and  prohibit  at  any 
time  any  association  which  he  believei 
to  be  dangerous,  and  having  so  deolared 
the  association  to  be  a  dangerous  one, 
then  any  meeting  of  any  kind  or  aa- 
sembly  in  connection  with  that  associa- 
tion  would  became  an  unlawful  meet- 
ing, and  under  the  clause  now  before 
the  Committee,  it  will  be  possible  for 
any  person  taking  part  in  any  such 
meeting,  or  practically  any  part  in 
the  combination  alluded  to  in  Clauae 
7,  will  become  liable  to  be  imprisoned 
with  hard  labour  for  sis  months.  That 
appears  to  me  to  be  a  very  dangerous 
power  to  give  to  Resident  Magistrates. 
You  are  practically  giving  potrer  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  put  an  end  to  every 
kind  of  political  agitation,  or  to  any 
combination  of  an  agrarian  character. 
However,  I  do  not  propose  now  to  enter 
fully  into  a  discussion  of  Clause  7  ;  but  I 
mention  it  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
that  we  must  ecrutiaize  very  closely  the 
section  now  under  consideration.  What 
I  want  to  understand  from  the  Govern- 
ment, in  the  first  place,  is  what  they  in* 
tendby  the  words,  "unlawfulaasembly;" 
and,  secondly,  what  they  intend  by 
"take  part  in  any  riot  or  unlawful 
assembly."  It  is  quite  true  that  there 
are  certain  dicta  of  the  Judges  which 
would  carry  "  unlawful  aasemoly  "  very 
far,  and,  I  believe,  it  has  been  said  by 
some  people  that  the  mere  assembling 
together  for  an  unlawful  purpose  is  an 
unlawful  assembly  ;  but,  so  far  as  I  can 
make  out,  that  ia  not  the  view  of  the 
best  lawyers  on  the  subject,  and  that 
unlawful  assembly  has  a  much  more,  a 
very  much  more  restricted  aense.  In 
the  Criminal  Code  an  unlawful  as- 
sembly is  defined  as  an  assembly  of 
three  or  more  persons  to  carry  out  any 
common  purpose  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
disturb  tke  peace  or  to  provoke  other 
persons  to  disturb  the  peace  tumultu- 
ously.  What  I  wish  to  ascertain  from 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  or 
from  the  Attorney  Qeneral  for  England, 
is  that  whether  in  that  reetricted  aense 
they  understand  the  worda  "unlawful 
aasembly,"  or  whether  they  underatasd 
them  in  the  much  vaguer  and  wider 
e?  What  is  the  meaning  of  the 
words  "  take  part  in  ?  "  I  liave  consulted 
able  lawyers  on  this  question,  end  many 
of  them  believe  that  the  worda  ■<  t«ke 
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part  in  "  mean  merely  being  present  at 
an  assembly.  Well,  is  that  the  sense 
in  which  the  Government  intend  these 
words  to  be  construed  ?  Do  they  really 
mean  that  persons  merely  being  present 
at  such  meetings  will  be  liable  to  be  im- 
prisoned for  six  months  with  bard 
labour  ?  On  this  point  there  have  been 
various  decisions  given  in  the  Law 
Courts,  and  althou^^  I  do  not  find  that 
any  person  has  ever  been  indicted  for 
taking  part  in  an  unlawful  assembly — 
the  indictments  generally  run  for  tumuU 
tuous  and  unlawful  assembly,  which  is  a 
very  different  thing.  A  very  important 
case  arose  out  of  the  Oravesend  election 
in  1869,  and  in  that  case  it  was  laid 
down  that  any  persons  who  were  pre- 
sent at  a  tumultuous  and  riotous  meet- 
ing, but  did  not  actually  take  part  in  the 
riot,  although  they  were  immediately 
concerned  with  persons  who  did  take 
part  in  it,  were  not  guilty  of  any  offence. 
The  Court  even  held  that  the  person 
who  actually  employed  a  number  of 
persons  who  took  part  in  the  riot,  was 
not  guilty  of  any  offence.  Do  the  Qo- 
verment  mean  to  convey  that  persons 
present  at  a  meeting  are  to  be  liable  to 
be  indicted  ?  These  words  are  apparently 
unknown  to  the  law  at  present,  certainly 
they  have  never  been  included  in  any 
indictment.  At  present,  I  do  not  wish 
to  do  more  than  raise  the  question  as  to 
what  is  the  real  meaning  of  these  words. 
As  they  stand,  they  are  words  of  the 
very  vaguest  description,  and  are  not 
such  as  can  safely  be  interpreted  by  that 
very  ignorant  class  of  persons — namely, 
the  Eesident  Magistrates.  At  present, 
there  is  always  the  protection  of  a  jury 
and  the  higher  Judges  of  the  land  in 
such  cases,  whereas,  now,  what  is  pro- 
posed is  to  relegate  these  cases  to  in- 
ferior Courts.  I  beg  to  move  the  omission 
of  the  words. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  lines 
35  and  36,  leave  out,  "unlawful  as- 
sembly."— lifr,  Shaw Zefevre,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  unlawful  assembly '  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  I  may  reassure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  with  regard  to  the  first 
part  of  his  remarks,  by  reminding  him 
of  a  fact  he  will  not  dispute — namely. 


that  he  himself  voted  for  a  precisely 
similar  clause  in  1882.  I  cannot  agree 
that  this  is  not  a  legitimate  argument  to 
use;  however,  I  will  not  refer  to  the 
action  of  previous  Parliaments,  but  will 
deal  with  this  sub-section  on  its  merits. 
I  would  remind  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man of  a  fact  with  which,  I  think,  he 
can  hardly  be  acquainted,  though  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  has  just 
alluded  to  it — namely,  that  last  Wednes- 
day the  Committee  decided  to  extend 
this  particular  sub- section,  not  merely 
to  proclaimed  districts,  but  to  un pro- 
claimed districts.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  told  us  just  now  that  he  did  not  at  all 
believe  that  the  section  was  good,  but  that 
if  it  were  adopted  it  should  be  adopted 
impartially.  If  the  thing  is  bad  in  itself 
it  ought  to  be  restricted  to  the  narrowest 
possible  limits.  If  the  Committee  de- 
cided that  it  should  be  extended  to  the 
whole  of  Ireland,  whether  the  whole  of 
Ireland  was  proclaimed  or  not,  I  take 
it  it  was  the  fact  that  the  whole  of  the 
Committee  were  of  opinion  that  the  pro- 
vision is  in  itself  a  good  one.  What  we 
know  of  recent  Irish  history  is  ample 
ground  for  thinking  that  that  opinion  is 
correct.  Why  do  hon.  Gentlemen  below 
the  Gangway  desire  the  provision  to  be 
extendea  to  the  whole  of  Ireland  ?  The 
reason  probably  is  that  they  think  the 
Government  would  not  proclaim  Ulster, 
where  there  are  likely  to  be  unlawful 
meetings  which  should  be  dealt  with 
summary. 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY:  No;  riots. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  The  hon. 
Member  included  the  whole  of  the  sec- 
tion. The  argument  was  that  there 
might  be  unlawful  assemblies,  and  that 
these  should  be  dealt  with  summarily. 
Undoubtedly,  what  we  know  of  judicial 
proceedings  in  Ireland  confirms  that 
view.  What  was  it  that  constantly 
happened  at  the  trials  which  were  held 
after  the  Belfast  riots  ?  Why,  it  hap- 
pened that  the  Judge  frequently  in- 
structed the  jury  that  those  who  were 
brought  up  for  trial  were  not  guilty  of 
riot,  but  were  guilty  of  taking  part  in 
an  unlawful  assembly ;  and  it  was  on 
that  instruction  from  the  Judge  that  the 
jury  found  them  guilty.  If  that  course 
had  not  been  adopted  by  the  Judge 
these  people  could  not  have  been  found 
guilty  of  unlawful  assembly.  They 
could  have  been  found  guilty  of  riot; 
but  they  would  not  have  been  open  to 
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summary  jurisdiotion.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  says  that  in  these 
cases  accused  persons  ought  to  have  the 
protection  of  a  jury.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cannot  be  aware  that  a  Eoyal 
Commission  sat  on  the  Belfast  riots  and 
reported  on  this  very  question ;  and,  ac- 
cording to  the  Keport  of  that  Boyal 
Commission,  one  or  the  things  recom- 
mended for  the  prevention  of  these  riots 
— which  are  a  disgrace  to  Ireland,  and 
I  here  speak  of  Ireland  as  a  whole — was 
the  adoption  of  a  summary  mode  of 
dealing  with  the  offenders.  If  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  carried  it  would  be  impossible  to 
punish  rioters  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
by  summary  conviction.  I  have  not 
rested  my  case  on  the  precedent  of  the 
Act  of  1882,  but  I  have  rested  myself  on 
faots  which  are  notorious.  I  have  shown 
the  Committee  that  the  Heport  of  the 
Boyal  Commission  appointed  to  inquire 
into  this  question  of  rioting  in  the  North 
of  Ireland  conclusively  proves  that  if 
this  Amendment  is  carried  a  blow  will 
be  struck  against  public  peace  and  order 
in  that  part  of  the  country  ;  and  for  this 
reason,  if  for  no  other,  I  would  ask  the 
Committee  to  reject  the  Amendment. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  asked 
one  or  two  questions  upon  legal  points 
which  I  think  he  ought  not  to  have 
asked.  He  asked  what  taking  part  in 
an  assembly  was  ?  I  would  reply  to  his 
question  that  taking  part  in  an  assembly 
is  a  question  of  fact,  and  means,  not 
being  present  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
such  an  assembly,  but  taking  part  in  it 
and  voting  at  it.  But  I  am  not  capable 
of  entering  into  legal  discussions  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  imagi- 
nary oases.  Taking  part  in  an  assembly, 
I  say,  is  a  question  of  fact  which  has 
oonsequontly  to  be  decided  by  the  tri- 
bunals of  the  country,  and  the  tribunals 
which  exist  in  Ireland  are  perfectly  com- 
petent to  determine  such  oases.  The 
reasons  I  have  given,  drawn  entirely 
from  the  North  of  Ireland,  are  quite 
sufficient,  I  think,  to  convince  the  Com- 
mittee that  whatsoever  else  we  do,  we 
should  seriously  weaken  the  strength  of 
the  clause  if  we  were  to  accept  this 
Amendment. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUAET  (Shoreditch, 
Hozton) :  I  would  press  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  answer  this  question  as 
to  what  the  meaning  of  taking  part  in  an 
assembly  is  ?    Does  it  mean  simply  vot- 

Mr,  A,  J.  Balfour 


ing  at  a  meeting  ?  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  has  drawn  a  distinction 
between  taking  part  in  a  meeting  and 
taking  an  **  active  "  part  in  one. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  have  done 
nothing  of  the  kind.  I  have  drawn  no 
distinction ;  but  have  said  that  taking 
part  in  an  unlawful  assembly  moans 
taking  an  active  part. 

Mr.  JAMES  STUART:  Then  I  ask 
what  taking  an  active  part  in  a  meeting 
is  ?  This  is  an  important  question,  and 
I  desire  to  know  who  are  to  be  held  the 
persons  taking  an  active  part  in  an  un- 
lawful assembly — is  it  those  who  are  pre- 
sent at  the  meeting;  is  it  those  who 
summon  the  meeting ;  or  those  who  vote 
at  the  meeting  ?  Does  it  include  these  ? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  it 
does  not  mean  those  who  are  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  the  meeting  and  are 
not  taking  part  in  it. 

Mr.  COLERIDGE  (Sheffield,  Atter- 
clifiPe) :  I  observe  there  is  another  ques- 
tion which  has  been  asked  and  has  not 
yet  been  answered  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. It  is  a  most  important  question, 
and  it  is  whether  or  not  the  Government 
intend  to  limit  by  this  Act  the  definition 
of  '*  unlawful  assembly  ? "  ["  No, 
No ! '']  If  they  do  not,  I  presume  the 
**  unlawful  assembly  "  which  is  intended 
to  be  meant  by  this  Act  is  unlawful 
assembly  as  known  to  Common  Law  in 
England,  and  not  as  known  or  as  defined 
by  this  Act,  or  as  known  under  the  head- 
ing of  an  assembly  of  a  dangerous  asso- 
ciation. I  think  the  Committee  can 
hardly  be  aware  of  the  extremely  vague 
terms  in  which  **  unlawful  assembly" 
under  the  Common  Law  of  England  has 
been  described.  I  will  simply  quote  one 
case  to  show  how  enormously  wide  the 
description  of  '*  unlawful  assembly,"  as 
it  has  been  laid  down,  is.  I  will  mention 
the  well-known  case  of  the  Peterloo 
massacre,  where  the  Judge  laid  down 
and  defined  the  law  as  to  unlawful 
assemblies  in  these  words — 

*'  All  persons  assembled  to  sow  sedition  and 
bringing  into  contempt  the  Constitution  are  in 
an  unlawful  assembly.  All  persona  assembled 
in  furtherance  of  this  object  are  unlawfully 
assembled." 

I  may  mention,  also,  the  fact  that  per- 
sons have  been  convicted  under  indict- 
ments in  this  country  framed  in  the  fol- 
lowing language :  — 
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**  For  unlawfully,  maliciously,  and  seditiously 
meeting  for  the  purpose  of  exciting  discontent 
and  disafTcction,  and  inciting  the  subjects  of  the 
Queon  to  hatred  and  contempt  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  Constitution  of  this  Realm  as  by  law 
established." 

Ijl/inisterial  cheers.']  Hon.  Gentlemen 
cheer  that  language ;  but  I  saj  that  the 
only  thing  that  has  prevented  that  law 
from  being  grossly  abused  in  this  country 
has  been  the  right  of  trial  by  jury,  and 
if  this  law  is  to  be  laid  down  as  applic- 
able to  Ireland,  and  if  Kesident  Magis- 
trates are  to  administer  the  law  as  laid 
down  in  those  terms,  I  should  like  to 
ask  whether  there  is  a  Eesident  Magis- 
trate in  Ireland  who  will  not  consider 
every  political  meeting  of  every  sort  or 
kind  in  Ireland  an  ^'unlawful  assembly?'' 

Mu.  EDWAED  HAEEINQTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  I  think  I  can  describe  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what  is  meant 
by  taking  an  active  part  in  a  meeting. 
He  first  attempted  to  draw  a  distinction 
between  taking  a  part  and  taking  an 
''active"  part.  I  think  I  heard  him 
ask  whether  the  reporters  who  come  to 
attend  a  meeting  or  an  unlawful  assem- 
bly would  be  considered  by  the  Hosident 
Magistrate  as  taking  part  in  that  un- 
lawful assembly  and  would  come  under 
that  Act  ?  Would  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  do  me  the  favour  to  say 
whether  those  people  would  come  under 
the  Act  or  not  ?  He  is  silent ;  but  the 
Resident  Magistrates — I  am  speaking 
from  their  recorded  action-- are  not 
silent  upon  the  point.  We  have  a  case 
where  two  reporters  were  sent  to  prison 
for  four  months  for  attending  a  meeting 
in  the  ordinary  course  of  their  duty,  just 
as  a  French  journalistor  English  journal- 
ist might  be  sent  to  prison  at  any  moment 
for  doing  so. 

Mr.  DILLON(Mayo,  E.) :  Ishouldlike 
to  ask  upon  what  kind  of  evidence  is  a 
person  to  be  convicted  ?  As  I  have  always 
understood  the  law  in  this  country,  or  the 
practice  of  this  country,  people  are  ex- 
ceedingly jealous  of  any  punishment  on 
taking  part  in  meetings ;  and  above  all 
things  it  is  required  that  there  should 
be  the  fullest  proof  that  a  meeting  did 
take  place,  and  that  the  people  refused 
to  disperse  when  called  upon  to  do  so, 
and  that  there  was  violence  exercised. 
I  have  had  a  wide  experience  in  these 
matters,  and  in  many  instances  I  have 
attended  the  places  where  the  meetings 
were  proclaimed  and  forbidden  to  be 


held,  and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
mere  fact  of  my  2)resence  at  those  places, 
in    numberless  instances,   would  have 
been  held  by  the  police  to  constitute  in 
the  case  of  the  people  gathered  thero 
taking  active  part  in  an  unlawful  as- 
sembly.   In  Eosslea,  for  instance,   no 
meeting  took  place,  and  there   was  not 
the  slightest  intention  to  hold  any  meet- 
ing.    The  police,  however,  and  the  Go- 
vernment reporter  stated  that  a  meeting 
did  take  place,  and  the  police  dispersed 
some  people  in  the  streets.    Though  I 
say  no  meeting  was  held,  and  though  it 
was  not  proposed  to  hold  a  public  meet- 
ing, nevertheless,  the  police  charged  the 
people  and  scattered  them,  and  there 
cannot  be  the  slightest  doubt  that  if 
this  section  of  this  Bill  had  been  in  force 
at  that  time,  the  people  in  the  streets  of 
Eosslea  would  have  been  liable  to  be 
brought  up  and  convicted   for  taking 
part  in  an  **  unlawful  assembly  "  on  the 
evidence  of  the  very  policeman  who  appre- 
hended and  batoned  them  in  the  streets. 
If  I  had  been    examined   under  such 
circumstances  my  oath  would  have  been 
to  the  effect  that  no  meeting  took  place; 
but  that  would  not  have  availed  any- 
thing, because  the  people  had  gathere  d 
into  the  town,  and  the  magistrates  would 
have  held  that  an  *'  unlawful  assembly  '* 
had  taken  place,  and  every  one  of  those 
thousands  of  people  would  have  been 
liable  to  imprisonment  under  this  clause. 
A  practice  of  the  most  scandalous  and 
mischievous  character  as  to  meetings  of 
this  kind  exists  in  Ireland.    What  was 
done  in  this  case  ?  Why  a  Proclamation 
was  issued  on  the  Saturday  subsequent 
to  the  publication  of  the  Saturday  news- 
papers, prohibiting  the  meeting  which 
it  had  been  announced  10  days  before 
was  to  be  held.     Under  those  ciroum- 
Btances,  how  was  it  possible  that  people 
could  be    prevented   from  attending? 
That  kind  of  thing  has  been  done  for 
40  years.    In  the  days  of  the  Glontraf 
meeting,  the  same  thing  was  done,  and 
unquestionably  with  the  deliberate  in- 
tent of  producing  bloodshed.    A  meet- 
ing was  proclaimed  on  Saturday,  and 
messengers  had  to  be  on  the  road  all 
Saturday  night  in  order  to  do  what  they 
could  to  prevent  people  from  attending. 
What  I  have  described  is  the  usual 
practice  in  Ireland ;  for  no  matter  what 
notice  the  Executive  get«  of  the  meeting, 
they  generally  proclaim  it  on  a  Satur- 
day morning  too  late  for  the  newspaj 
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and  consequently  the  people  do  not  know 
of  it.  It  is  a  fact,  then,  that  even  where 
really  and  truly  an  assembly  which 
could  not  be  described  as  a  meeting  has 
taken  place,  parties  may  be  charged  with 
having  taken  part  in  an  unlawful  as- 
sembly when  they  are  seen  walking 
about  the  town  in  which  a  meeting  has 
been  proclaimed;  and  that  may  be 
tried  by  the  magistrates,  who,  probably, 
may  have  been  the  very  persons  who  in- 
structed the  police  to  charge  the  people. 
Mb.  a.  OOHEN  (Southwark,  W.) :  I 
would  remind  the  Oommittee  that  during 
the  discussion  on  the  Crimes  Prevention 
Act  my r right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  was 
asked  what  meaning  he  gave  to  '*  un- 
lawful assembly,"  and  he  said  that  an 
unlawful  assembly,  in  point  of  fact,  was 
*'  an  inchoate  riot  —  a  meeting  called 
together  with  the  intention  of  using 
force.  That  was  an  ordinary  question 
which  the  magistrate  was  bound  to 
decide."  I  agree  with  that  opinion; 
and  I  am  only  supporting  the  Amend- 
ment because  I  want  the  Government  to 
state  what  they  mean  by  the  words 
**  unlawful  assembly."  When  a  magis- 
trate has  the  power  of  summary  con- 
viction for  an  offence,  the  offence  ought 
to  be  clearly  established  by  Statute,  or 
ought  to  be  80  defined  that  it  will  be 
clearly  known  to  the  law.  I  submit  that 
these  words  "unlawful  assembly"  have 
not  a  legal  meaning  which  is  perfectly 
dear  and  defined ;  and  if  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  place  in  the  Definition 
Clause  a  definition  of  "unlawful  as- 
sembly "  similar  to  that  contained  in  the 
Draft  Code  proposed  by  the  late  Sir 
John  Holker,  who  was  Attorney  General 
in  one  of  the  late  Conservative  Govern- 
ments, I,  for  my  part,  will  not  oppose 
any  word  in  this  clause.  I  am,  how- 
ever, opposed  to  these  words  "  unlawful 
assembly,"  because  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  not  condescended  to  tell 
us  distinctly  what  they  mean  by  them. 
Every  lawyer  will  agree  with  me  that 
when  "unlawful  assembly"  has  been 
described  as  an  inchoate  riot  by  such  an 
authoritv  it  is  necessary  that  some  limi- 
tation should  be  observed  for  the  pro- 
tection of  those  who  may  be  in  the 
locality.  Some  of  Her  Majesty's  Judges, 
in  connection  with  riots,  have  pronounced 
dicta  which  extend  the  meaning  of 
**  unlawful  assembly."  It  is  quite  true 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  GenUeman 
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the  Attorney  General  described  those 
dicta  as  fossil  dicta  the  other  day ;  but 
it  must  be  remembered  that  dicta  of  this 
kind  are  respected  in  every  judicial 
Court  and  cited.  But  in  face  of  these 
dicta  it  really  cannot  be  said  that  there 
is  a  definite  and  clearly-ascertained 
meaning  to  be  given  to  the  words  '*  un- 
lawful assembly."  Now,  what  objec- 
tion can  there  be  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  giving  these 
words  the  same  definition  which  is  con- 
tained in  the  Draft  Code  that  I  have  re- 
ferred to?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  says — 
"  See  what  the  consequences  will  be." 
Well,  I  cannot  follow  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  all.  He  spoke  about  the 
Belfast  riotsi  Why,  if  the  definition  given 
in  the  Draft  Code  had  been  adopted, 
undoubtedly  those    persons  who    took 

Eart  in  the  Belfast  riots  would  have 
een  found  guilty  of  taking  part  in  an 
"  unlawful  assembly."  If  the  defini- 
tion I  suggest  were  adopted  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  all  persons  found 
guilty  under  such  circumstances  would 
be  found  guilty  in  accordance  with  the 
definition  contained  in  the  Draft  Code. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
desires  to  keep  the  law  as  vague  and 
obscure  as  possible,  in  order  to  enable 
the  Besident  Magistrates  to  imprison 
whom  they  please,  it  is  well  for  them 
not  to  adopt  any  definition ;  but  I  cannot 
conceive  that,  for  a  moment,  to  be  the 
intention  of  the  Gt>vemment.  It  would 
be  undignified,  and  would  be  discredit- 
able to  the  wisdom  of  the  Leg^atnre, 
and  to  the  ability  and  intelligence  of  the 
Government  as  statesmen.  I,  therefore, 
appeal  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
say  whether  it  is  our  duty,  or  whether  it 
is  not  our  duty,  to  give  the  Besident 
Magistrates  a  clear  idea  of  the  offences 
with  which  they  have  to  deal.  If  it  is 
true  that  there  is  some  obscurity  as  to 
the  meaning  of  the  words  "unlawful 
assembly,"  ought  we  not  to  clear  that 
obscurity  away  and  give  a  proper  defini- 
tion ?  The  only  thing  I  ask  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  do  is  to  put  in 
the  Definition  Clause  some  definition  of 
those  words,  and  then  I  think  there  can 
be  no  objection  to  the  clause.  It  seems 
to  me  that  it  is  our  duty  to  object  to  these 
words  until  we  know  for  certain  that 
there  will  be  some  clear  definition  given 
to  them.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  adopts 
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the  definition  that  was  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby,  when  he  was  conducting  a  similar 
measure  through  this  House.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  adopts  that  defini- 
tion,  then  lot  it  be  put  in  the  Definition 
Clause.  If  he  does  not  adopt  it,  then 
really  he  ought  to  tell  us  what  meaning 
the  Government  attach  to  these  words. 
The  only  object  I  have  in  view  is,  if 
possible,  to  take  care  that  the  offences 
contained  in  this  clause  are  clearly  de- 
fined, so  that  the  Besident  Magistrates 
may  know  over  what  offences  they  have 
jurisdiction,  and  so  that  innocent  per- 
sons may  not  be  kept  in  gaol  for  long 
periods. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  down  seemed  to 
me,  during  a  portion  of  his  observa- 
tions, to  have  forgotten  that  the  Amend- 
ment moved  and  supported  by  the  right 
hon .  Gentleman  opposite  is  an  Amend  ment 
to  omit  the  words  **  unlawful  assembly." 
Now,  we  decline  to  accede  to  this  Amend- 
ment, because  we  believe  that  it  would 
materially  injure  the  clause  to  omit  these 
words.  What  is  an  unlawful  assembly  ? 
A  great  deal  has  been  stated  about  words 
of  art,  but,  so  far  as  I  understand  words 
of  art,  they  are  to  be  found  in  the  words 
"  unlawful  assembly.''  These  words  are 
to  be  found  again  and  again  in  Statutes, 
and  in  none  of  these  Statutes  is  there  a 
definition  of  the  words.  I  am  asked 
what>  then,  is  the  meaning  of  them? 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  has  stated  what  was 
said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  when  a  similar  question  was  put 
to  him  in  1882.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man replied  that  the  words  meant  *'  an 
inchoate  riot."  I  think  that,  in  a 
short  space,  we  could  not  have  a  better 
definition  than  that.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  used  one  word  or  two  after- 
wards which  did  not  very  well  har- 
monize with  our  view  of  the  law ;  but, 
at  any  rate,  those  words  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  quoted  we 
agree  with.  But  why  did  not  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman — for  he  was  a 
Member  of  the  House  at  the  time — get 
up  and  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
define  the  words  **  unlawful  assembly" 
in  his  Bill  ?  There  is  no  such  definition 
in  the  Act  of    1882.     The  hon.  and 


learned  Gentleman  did  not  make  that 
speech  then,  because  he  was  at  that 
time  supporting  the  Government.  He 
takes  a  different  attitude  now,  becauge 
he  is  in  opposition.  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  England  may  consider  the  adop- 
tion of  some  definition ;  but,  whether  he 
takes  one  view  or  another,  the  words 
**  unlawful  assembly  "  are  perfectly  in- 
telligible to  every  lawyer  in  every 
Assize  town  in  Ireland.  The  expression 
''unlawful  assembly"  is  a  term  of  art. 
It  has  never  been  suggested  that  every 
collection  of  people  in  a  town  is  an  ''un- 
lawful assembly.''  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  speaks  as  though  "  unlawful 
assembly"  is  an  interchangeable  term 
with  "  public  meeting; "  but  that  is  not 
so.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site says  that  this  particular  provision 
in  the  Act  of  1 882  was  never  put  in  force. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I  said  no 
summary  conviction  had  taken  place 
under  it. 

Mr.  holmes  :  There  were  sum- 
mary convictions  obtained,  both  for 
riots  and  unlawful  assemblies ;  but  they 
were  unlawful  assemblies  in  the  ordi- 
nary way.  As  I  have  already  said, 
those  words  were  a  term  of  art.  We 
can  no  more  attempt  to  define  "lawful 
assembly "  than  we  can  attempt  to  de- 
fine "  riot."  We  adopt  the  term  in  its 
usual  sense,  and  in  no  other  way.  Wo 
ask  the  Committee  to  adhere  to  the 
words  which  appear  to  us  to  be  most  im- 
portant to  the  North,  the  South,  and,  in 
fact,  to  every  other  part  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  of  course, 
has  to  defend  the  Bill ;  and  in  this  case, 
he  objects  to  the  Amendment  because, 
as  he  says,  the  words  "unlawful  as- 
sembly "  are  a  term  of  art,  and  he  very 
wisely  adds,  have  a  definite  meaning  in 
English  Law.  He  went  on  to  give  us 
the  definite  meaning  that  those  words 
have  in  English  Law.  He  told  us  that 
they  meant  "an  inchoate  riot,"  or  a  meet- 
ing called  for  the  purpose  of  riot,  and 
that  he  acquiesced  in  that  opinion.  He 
objected,  then,  to  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
this  side  of  the  House  arguing  the  ques- 
tion as  "if  unlawful  assembly  were  a 
term  interchangeable  with  public  meet- 
ing." Now,  allow  me  to  refer  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  the  terms 
of  his  own  Bill,  Let  me  remind  him  that, 
under  Clause  6,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
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Ireland,  if  he  deems  it  to  ba  true  that  1S>?,  to:  mor^lj  fcr  rl  j!«,  bat  fjr  na- 

dangerous  as^socfatioss  exist  in  anj  part  lav:\«i  mert:rg^  and  it  is  t6tt  c:ir6o:;s 

of  Ireland,  maj  isa^*:!-?  a  Pmclaxnad  >n  iLxi  one  cf  the  jojs^uti^-s  vas  azaa^^t 

mer^j    stating  the  f^e:,   and   puttxng  two  g>r::tl-:men  cf  tlr  Press  vh)  had 

eertain  claoses  in  force,  stnd  then  under  g>ne  to  a  mertlrg  for  tae  p  :irpc«e  of 

the  next  elanse  of  the  Bill,  ho  is  able  to  reporting  the  p-rx^-fdincrs.     A  IlrKi€£.t 

use  ptodamations  to  shov  what  he  con-  Magistrate  narked  Ifr.  Peirj.  a  gende- 

^dera   to  be  an  unlavfai  association,  man  who  is  stiii  in  the  Cozusisskn  of 

Haring  begnn  np^n  that  foondadon  he  the  Peace,  criered  the  repreaentativva 

maj  declare  anj  association  to  be  a  of  the  Press  o2  the  groond  where  the 


dangerous  ■■»!<  'ifi  in,  a=d —  meeticg  was  to  be  held.  Thej  prxestcd 

Frr««^*ft«tLed.:ecf«rhorf».*ni    ^gain^  the  order  sajing  thai -Jiej 


dvnz^c  ti»e  c-nrlrrsanre  xttz^L  €T«y  asKr-rlj    prwtnt  in  the  performance  of  a  d^ilj  to 
flM^cin^  ol  swrii  ftaK<iin-:a,  or  cf  th*  sfm-  .  the  public,  and  that,  in  the  interest  of 


b<Ts  of  is  ft»  sc:h.  =.-:ciVez?  is.  the  «pccff,rd  dii- '  the  pablie  and  cf  the  people 


tnct  ifio^  oe  aa  ar.^yria.  asses.: >.t 
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thej  had  a  right  to  b«  thez«.  The  two 
Now.  Sir,  I  wonld  draw  the  attention  of '  reporters  were  samincned  anl  coarkccd 
the  Cocimitlee  to  this  fact — that  the  for  beisg  present  on  the  oceas^ic::. 
oolj  Proclamation  that  will  come  before  '  Cori-foslj  enocgh.  the  Presiding  Migis- 
Parliament  is  a  blind  one.  stating  tlia^  trate  on  that  occmsiva  is  one  ci  the  Toy 
in  the  opoiion  of  the  liord  lieotenact  of  gentlemen  who  will  hare  the  eanjing 
Ireland  an  unlawful  association  exists.  .  o:it  of  the  present  Act.  The  right  hoa. 
and  under  the  next  clause  he  would  Gentlernan  the  Chief  Secretary  f:r  Ire- 
hare  perfect  power,  without  anj  control  land  ^Mr.  A.  J.  B:^o:zr^  inscancei  the 
being  exereised  bj  this  House,  to  put  ea^e  of  the  B^lf^st  rices;  but  the  ease 
in  force  the  Act  against  ererj  meedng  of  th:se  rl:xs  do  n<:>t  bear  out  the  right 
of  scch  unlawful  assoeiatioa  as  an  un-  h>n-  Gentleman's  argument.  He  iz.ti- 
lawful  asjsemblr.  Weil.  Sir,  in  the  face  mated  that  ur^lrsi  the  Brrli^st  rioters 
of  that,  is  it  poaable  to  sar  that  in  this  ■  could  not  haxe  been  tried  on  a  charge 
Act  the  term  ^^unlaviui  assemblr".  of  nidawful  assemtlj,  thex  cooLd  no$ 
me«ns  a  meeting  called  for  the  purpoee  •  have  been  conricted.  But  this  sectitu 
of  riot?  The  Tery  moment  the  Proda- .  is  not  only  to  bri:^g  pe>:ple  grxilty 
mation  is  issued  by  the  Li:>rd  lieutenant.  '  of  unlawful  assembly  to  jasd-ie.  but 
and  befc«e  any  meetixigs  are  c&Iled.  it  is^  also,  to  transf^^  the  trial  of 
whaterer  meetings  may  in  the  future  such  persons  from  juries  to  Beeideu 
be  held,  are  alre^ady  declared  nnlawf^  Magistrates.  Now,  in  the  case  of  the 
Is  it  posKble  to  argue  that  the  Lord  Belfast  riots^  it  is  well  knovu  —  it 
lieutenant,  by  anne  extmrriinary  pn»-  '  was  said  by  the  Chief  Secretary  his* 
»ence,  will  know  a  week  before  a  self — th^t  justice  was  obtaiiLed.  for  the 
meeting  takes  place  that  that  meeti::g  jury  convicted  erevy  cne  of  the  riotersL 
will  be  an  inchMte  rit>: '?  I  a«k.  is  h  I:  seeus  to  me  thai  that  is  an  arguireut 
possible  that  the  Cosimittee  will  allow  in  favour  of  the  Amenizient^  and  net 
sioh  an  eii:'rrE.:'US  rhu:r?  to  be  intro-  against  it.  An  ho n.a:id  leaned  GsLtle^ 
dije»i  ia.:.o  the  liw  ?  Up  :>  'he  pret^ent  n^aa  ^'Mr.  Anderson  who  ^oke  iroa. 
we  hare  ha.i  a  clear  and  ii^ti-ct  ieizi-  these  Benches  a  while  a2"X  exjr^ssei  a 
tl:u  cf  unLiwf^  a^aem'.ly  in  Euzlxni-  doubt  as  to  the  inte-t"  n?  ci  the  •>;- 
You  are  giving  Tery  great  despotic  Temment;  he  said  he  dii  n>^  b*elieT» 
power,  and.  therefore.  I  trust  the  Com-  the  Goremmect  intend-rd  to  give  p>wer 
mitree  will  pause  bei:re  they  ^ow  S3ch  to  Eeiiient  Mjgi^trates  to  ftrr«  out 
a  deiiaitioa  oi  unlawfd.  assembly  to  ereryb-ody  who  xcizht  be  di^crsed  to 
pass.  '  take  pDc^es&ion  cf   farms   from  which 

Ma.  CLAXCY  Dublin  Co.,  N.*  :  I  they  had  b^n  evicted,  and  send  theci  to 
deare  to  corr^t  a  statement  which  was  priK>n.  If  he  has  any  doubts  on  the  sub- 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  Mr.  ject  we  have  ccne.  We  know  ex&ctly 
Shaw  Lefevre  who  introduced  this  what  they  are  about  to  do  do ;  we  know 
Am^dment.  The  right  hoa.  Gentle-  •  what  they  want  to  do  unier  this  Act. 
maa  said  there  were  n^o  pr>«ecurions  for  They  want  to  put  down  politi:aL  agisatiou 
poiitieal  meetings  un«ier  the  Crimes  Act  altogether  in  Ireland,  and  the  readieet 
of  lv>2.  Asamatteroffazt.  there  were  means  cf  d:ing  that  is  to  entrust  the 
WTeral  prosecutioiLi   und^  the  Act  of    administratioa  of  this  sedioa  to  txMls  of 

Mr,  Ckamn 
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their  own,  to  men  who  will  be  completely 
under  their  thumb,  and  who,  experience 
has  shown,  are  capable  of  being  bribed, 
and  will  be  bribed  by  special  promotion 
for  special  services  under  this  Act. 

Mb.  MAUEIOE  HEALY  (Cork) : 
The  difiiculty  in  this  case  has  arisen 
from  the  use  of  words  which  bear  a 
double  meaning^.  The  words  ^*  unlawful 
assembly,''  as  I  understand  them,  have 
a  very  different  meaning  in  the  popular 
mind  from  what  they  have  technically 
or  in  indictments.  If  you  once  admit 
that  a  riot  ought  to  be  punished  sum- 
marily, it  would  be  absurd  to  exclude 
the  offence  which  has  been  described  as 
•*  inchoate  riot."  If  the  Government 
mean  that  the  words  must  be  taken  in 
their  technical  sense,  why  do  they  not 
80  express  it  in  their  Act?  They  say 
there  is  no  necessity  for  a  definition,  and 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)  has  told  us  that  no  lawyers  are 
capable  of  giving  any  meaning  to  the 
words  unlawful  assembly.  Permit  me 
to  remind  the  Government  that  this  Act 
will  not  be  administered  by  lawyers,  but 
by  Eesident  Magistrates ;  and  though  it 
is  quite  right  to  say  that  no  lawyer 
would  think  for  a  moment  of  regarding 
a  public  meeting  as  an  unlawful  as- 
sembly, there  is  the  gravest  danger  that 
two  Besident  Magistrates,  unlearned  in 
the  law,  may  take  that  unreasonable 
course.  And  allow  me  to  say  also  that 
the  definitions  of  unlawful  assembly  in 
the  legal  text  books  are  sufficiently  am- 
biguous to  warrant  Ilesid en t  Magistrates 
taking  that  extraordinary  course.  In 
Boscoe's  Criminal  Practice^  one  of  the 
best  legal  text  books,  I  find  that— 

"  Any  meeting  whatsoever  of  great  nambers 
of  peoi)le  as  would  endanger  the  public  peace 
and  raise  fears  and  jealousies  amongst  the 
Queen's  subjects  seems  properly  called  an  un- 
lawful assembly.*' 

There  is  hardly  a  meeting  you  could 
hold  in  Ireland  on  any  subject  which 
two  Besident  Magistrates  would  not  hold 
to  be  a  meeting  calculated  to  "  raise  fears 
and  jealousies  amongst  the  Queen's  sub- 
jects." I  suppose  the  Irish  landlords 
are  not  yet  excluded  from  the  category 
of  the  Queen's  subjects ;  and  I  suppose, 
a  great  number  of  meetings  held  in  the 
course  of  the  land  agitation  were  emi- 
nently calculated  to  raise  fears  and 
jealousies  amongst  that  class  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's subjects.    Still  it  would   be  a 


monstrous  thing  that  because  meetings 
were  calculated  to  put  terror  into  land- 
lords' hearts,  so  far  as  their  rack-rents 
were  concerned,  all  persons  taking  part 
in  those  meetings  should  be  liable  to  bo 
sent  to  gaol  for  six  months  with  hard 
labour.  The  same  writer,  citing  the 
language  of  Mr.  Justice  Bailey,  says — 

''  All  persons  assembling  to  sow  sedition  and 
bring  into  contempt  the  Constitution  is  an  un- 
lawful assembly.'^ 

There  have  been  some  thousands  of 
meetings  held  by  Nationalists  in  Ireland 
during  the  past  half-dozen  years  \  and  I 
venture  to  say  there  was  not  a  single 
one  out  of  the  thousands  at  which  lan- 
guage was  not  used  which  two  Besi- 
dent Magistrates  would  not  consider  was 
calculated  ''  to  sow  sedition  and  bring 
into  contempt  the  Constitution."  That 
being  so,  it  is  really  too  much  to  expect 
us  to  believe  that  when  this  vague  lan- 
guage is  used  in  this  Act  of  Paniamont, 
there  is  no  danger  that  two  Besident 
Magistrates  will  not  misconstrue  it  in  the 
manner  I  have  mentioned.  Then  the 
writer  goes  on  to  say — 

^'  If  the  meeting  held  is  from  its  general  ap" 
pearances  and  aU  the  surrounding  circum- 
stances, calculated  to  excite  terror,,  alarm  and 
consternation,  it  is  criminal  and  unlawful." 

Surely,  when  you  have  a  well-known 
text- writer  describing  the  offence  pf 
unlawful  assembly  in  language  so  sus- 
ceptible of  misconstruction  as  that,  it  is 
really  monstrous  to  say  there  is  no  ne- 
cessity for  a  definition  of  the  words.  I 
have  only  another  word  to  say,  and  that 
is  in  regard  to  the  second  point  raised 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre).  He  referred  to  the  words 
*'  take  part  in."  Hitherto,  in  order  to 
prove  the  offence  of  unlawlful  assembly, 
it  was  necessary  to  show  that  the  person 
charged  took  an  active  part  in  whatever 
was  illegal  in  the  assembly.  It  was  not 
sufficient  to  show  that  a  man  was  pre- 
sent ;  it  was  necessary  to  show  that  he 
was  there  concurring  in  whatever  the 
illegality  of  the  meeting  was,  and  taking 
part  in  the  illegality.  Unless  you 
clearly  define  the  meaning  of  the  words 
taking  part  in,  there  is  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  two  Besident  Magistrates  in 
Ireland  will  consider  that  to  be  present 
is  to  take  part  in  an  unlawful  assembly. 
Upon  both  the  points  raised  by  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman,  we  are  entitled 

[Tmlfih  Night] 
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to  hear  something  more  from  the  Qovem- 
ment. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  I  merely  wish  to  say  a  word  in 
explanation.  When  I  stated  a  short  time 
ago  that  no  prosecution  took  place  under 
a  similar  clause  to  this  in  the  Act  of 
1882,  I  did  so  on  what  I  believed  very 
good  authority — namely,  two  or  three 
hon.  Members  sitting  below  the  Gang- 
way.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dublin 
(Mr.  Clancy)  has  quoted  three  or  four 
cases  which  took  place,  but  it  seems  to 
me  they  took  place  under  another  clause 
of  the  Act  of  1 882 — namely,  the  clause 
empowering  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  sup- 

Sress  meetings  which  he  believed  to  be 
angerous  to  the  public  peace.  There- 
fore, I  might  be  quite  right  in  saying 
that  no  prosecution  took  place  under  the 
clause  of  the  Act  of  1882  dealing  with 
unlawful  assemblies.  One  of  the  cases 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Clancy)  was  certainly  very  significant  as 
bearing  on  the  other  point  I  referred  to 
— namely,  as  to  the  meaning  of  the 
words  '*  taking  part  in."  It  appears 
that  two  reporters  were  actually  prose- 
cuted, and  sent  to  prison  for  attending 
to  take  a  report  of  the  proceedings  of  a 
meeting.  If  that  is  to  be  taken  as  the 
meaning  of  the  clause  now  under  con- 
sideration—if reporters  who  are  present 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  a  report  are  to 
be  sent  to  prison  with  hard  labour,  I 
must  say,  to  me  this  seems  a  very  harsh 
measure.  If  the  Government  will  under- 
take to  give  a  definition  of  imlawful 
meeting  in  the  terms  of  the  statement 
made  by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Holmes),  I  shall  be  quite  con- 
tent, and  shall  not  divide  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  if  they  are  not  prepared  to 
give  any  such  definition,  I  think  the 
ommittee  will  do  wisely  to  divide. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  263 
Noes  145:    Majority   118. — (Div.  List, 
No.  174.)  [12.15  A.M.] 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
In  consequence  of  the  understanding 
arrived  at  to-day,  I  beg  now  to  move 
that  you,  Sir,  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again.  [^Interruption,'] 
I  wish  the  right  hon.  Member  opposite 
would  not  shake  his  hoary  locks  at  me 
in  that  way.  As  I  understand,  it  was 
arranp^ed  by  all  sections  of  the  House 
that,  in  order  to  prevent  a  sitting  of 

Mr.  Jlaunce  Eealy 


the  House  to-morrow,  we  should  agree 
to-night  to  take  those  discussions  which 
would  otherwise  come  on  to-morrow,  I 
must  say  I  arrived  at  that  determination 
with  great  reluctance.  If  we  should 
meet  to-morrow,  well  and  good.  We 
should  commence  the  discussion  of  those 
subjects  on  which  we  are  interested  in 
the  afternoon,  if  we  had  an  Afternoon 
Sitting,  but  we  should  not  finish  the 
debate,  and  we  should  have  to  go  on 
with  it  again  afterwards,  because  I  do 
not  see  how  it  would  be  possible  for  us 
to  discuss  the  question,  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  raise,  at  an  Afternoon  Sitting. 
We  should  have  to  meet  again  in  the 
evening.  We  should  be  kept  here  until 
1  or  2  o'clock  in  the  morning,  we  should 
all  lose  our  trains  to-morrow  night,  and 
should  come  down  here  after  dinner, 
and  go  on  as  I  say  until  1  or  2  o'clock 
in  the  morning.  It  is  understood  in  a 
proposal  emanating  not  from  this,  but 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House — from 
the  Government  themselves — that  we 
shall  agree  to  report  Progress  at  an  early 
hour.  I  may  be  ^tirely  mistaken  in 
thinking  that  this  is  an  early  hour 
(1.30  A.M.),  and  if  so  I  withdraw  the  ex- 
pression. But  as  I  understand  it,  the 
Government  gave  an  undertaking  that 
at  half-past  12  o'clock,  the  Committee 
should  agree  to  report  Progress.  I  put 
it  to  every  Gentleman  who  has  not  been 
present  during  our  debates  to-night, 
whether  we  have  not  made  substantial 
progress  with  the  Bill.  I  put  it  to  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  not  been  here 
to-night,  and  who  now  see  the  amount 
of  work  which  has  been  got  through  in 
their  absence,  whether  we  have  not  made 
wonderful  progress?  They  have  got 
nearly  the  whole  clause,  or,  at  any  rate, 
as  far  as  line  36.  In  order  to  show  that 
the  remainder  of  the  clause  will  take  a 
long  time  to  discuss,  I  may  point  out 
that  the  clause  lays  it  down  that  it  shall 
be  unlawful  for  a  person  to  retake 
possession  of  any  house  or  land  from 
which  he  has  been  ejected  within  12 
months'  of  the  writ  of  ejectment ;  but  in 
the  Bill  of  1882,  as  originally  drafted, 
the  period  was  only  six  months.  Well, 
Mr.  Gibson,  now  Lord  Ashbourne,  in 
1882,  moved  to  extend  the  period  from 
six  months  to  nine  months,  and  he  did  so 
in  the  absence  of  the  Irish  Members  who 
were  suspended.  Now,  however,  the 
Government  propose  to  extend  that 
periodfromninemonths  to  12 months.  VL 
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we  have  to  meet  to-morrow,  well,  we 
must  meet  to-morrow.  Nobody  will 
enjoy  a  meeting  to-morrow  more  than 
I  shall  myself ;  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
in  view  of  the  Officers  of  the  House, 
including  Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  extremely 
desirable  that  we  should  prevent,  if 
possible,  another  day's  debate.  In  mercy 
to  the  Officers  of  the  House  I  now  beg  to 
move  that  you.  Sir,  do  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'^ — {Mr,  T.  M, 
ITealy.) 


The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  cannot  agree  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  there 
was  any  understanding  that  we  should 
report  Progress  at  this  hour.  For  the 
private  convenience  of  hon.  Members, 
believing  it  to  be  the  desire  of  the 
House  generally,  we  agreed  that  the 
adjournment  might  take  place  this 
evening  if  possible,  instead  of  to-morrow ; 
but  I  intimated  that  I  thought  it  only 
reasonable  that  this  clause  should  be 
disposed  of  to-night ;  but  I  do  not  de- 
sire to  press  hon.  Members  to  carry  on 
subsequent  discussions  in  any  way  dis- 
agreeable to  them.  I  understood  it  to 
be  their  wish  that  we  should  complete 
the  Business  to-night,  so  as  to  render 
it  imnecessary  to  meet  to-morrow.  I, 
however,  consider  it  imperative  that  we 
should  make  some  distinct  progress.  I 
think  the  progress  we  have  made  to- 
night has  been  sufficient  to  show  that 
with  a  little  more  consideration  the 
Committee  will  be  able  to  dispose  of  the 
whole  of  this  clause  this  evening.  I 
hope  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  will 
consent  to  withdraw  his  Motion,  and 
will  allow  the  Committee  to  dispose  of 
the  very  few  questions  that  now  remain 
to  be  decided. 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  quite  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Government 
has  a  right  to  demand  some  substantial 

? regress  to  the  clause  this  evening;  but 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not 
correct  in  saying,  or  in  assuming,  that 
the  Government  have  not  already  made 
very  substantial  progress ;  and  all  I  can 
say  is  that  if  they  compare  the  amount 
of  progpress  made  to-night  with  the 
amount  of  progress  made  every  other 
night  since  this  Bill  oame  into  Com- 


mittee, they  will  find  that  the  progress 
to-night  will  bear  a  most  favourable 
contrast  with  the  progress  of  other 
nights.  [''Hear,  hear!"]  T  am  glad 
that  statement  receives  the  assent  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Then  I  take 
it  that  they  quite  agree  with  me  in  the 
statement  that  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  has  succeeded  in  the  purpose 
for  which  he  set  out  this  evening — 
namelv,  of  making  substantial  progress 
in  fhe'clauses  of  this  Bill.  ["  Oh,  oh!  "] 
I  do  not  know  whether  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  who  seem  inclined  to  interrupt, 
have  done  us  the  honour  to  attend  here 
during  the  whole  of  the  evening.  I 
think  the  large  majority  of  them  were 
not  in  their  places  during  the  dinner 
hour  this  evening.  Let  me  point  out  to 
them — and  to  the  Committee  generally 
— that  to-night  we  have  got  through  a 
whole  sub-section  and  a  portion  of  an- 
other sub-section.  [^Interruption.']  If  I 
am  met  with  this  interruption  all  I  can 
say  is  this,  that  hon.  Gentlemen  will  find 
that  on  another  occasion  we  shall  not  be 
willing  to  enter  into  any  kind  of  con- 
tract. We  shall  insist  on  being  listened 
to  with  patience  and  courtesy ;  or,  if  not, 
we  will  see  if  those  who  give  an  example 
of  discourtesy  and  impatience  can  pos- 
sibly get  the  better  of  us.  I  say  we 
have  disposed  of  a  whole  sub-section 
containing  some  of  the  most  complicated 
and  delicate  and,  as  we  think,  most  op- 
pressive portions  of  this  Bill.  ["No, 
no  !  "]  Well,  I.  should  like  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  point  to  a  single 
instance  in  reference  not  only  to  this 
Coercion  Bill,  but  any  Coercion  Bill  in 
which  Parliament  has  ever  been  en- 
gaged, in  which  so  much  progress  has 
been  made  in  a  single  evening.  Let  me 
point  out  a  mis-statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  He  seems  to 
think  that  in  agreeing  to  an  adjourn- 
ment this  evening,  instead  of  to-morrow, 
he  has  been  merely  yielding  to  an  appeal 
made  from  this  quarter  of  the  House. 
Bat  that  is  not  the  fact.  We  agreed  to 
the  arrangement  because  we  thought  it 
convenient  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  to  his  Followers  and  to  the  Com- 
mittee generally.  So  far  as  we  are  con- 
cerned, we  are  quite  willing  that  the 
House  should  not  adjourn  to-night,  but 
that  it  should  meet  again  to-morrow.  In 
point  of  fact,  I  may  say  that  in  assent- 
mg  to  the  adjoumment  to-night  we  did 
so  at  the  saonfice  of  what  we  considered 
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our  rights,  and  at  a  eacrlfice,  to  a  largo 
extent,  of  our  feelings ;  because  we  have 
a  «trong  desire — and  I  suppose  many 
sections  of  the  House  have  a  similarly 
strong  desire — to  discuss  some  other  sub- 
jects besides  the  Coercion  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  from  his  view  of 
public  duties  and  from  his  view  of  the 
importance  of  the  Coercion  Bill,  has 
brought  us  to  such  a  position  that  no 
opportunity  has  been  left  to  us  for  in- 
dependent discussion,  or  for  the  discus- 
sion of  any  other  topic  whatever,  no 
matter  how  small  or  how  large  it  may 
be.  Everyone  who  is  acquainted  with 
the  House  knows  that  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment  for  a  vacation  is  always 
seized  by  Members  for  bringing  before 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  generally 
those  topics  which  they  are  precluded 
from  discussing  at  every  other  period  of 
the  Session.  Well,  we  are  anxious  to 
take  advantage  of  this  opportunity  and 
bring  before  the  attention  of  the  coun- 
try— and  especially  before  the  attention 
of  our  own  country — certain  matters 
connected  with  the  administration  of  the 
government  in  Ireland.  I  understand, 
also,  that  several  Members  who  repre- 
sent Scotch  constituencies,  and  who  have 
been  precluded  from  discussing  questions 
of  great  importance  to  those  constituents, 
are  anxious  to  take  advantage  of  the 
Adjournment  in  order  to  bring  those 
matters  before  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment and  their  country.  I  suppose 
there  is  scarcely  a  section  of  this  House 
— with  the  exception  of  the  Party  op- 
posite—who are  not  anxious  to  raise  a 
subject  which  they  regard  as  of  import- 
ance, and  which  they  have  been  pre- 
cluded from  debating  at  all  previous 
periods  of  the  Session.  That  being  the 
feeling  on  this  side  of  the  House,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  regard  it 
as  a  concession  from  him  to  us,  that  we 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  present  measure,  or,  perhaps,  a 
concession  from  us  to  him,  that  we 
should  prevent  the  opportunity  we  so 
earnestly  desire  of  discussing  these  mat- 
ters which  are  of  interest  to  us.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  act  in  the 
spirit  of  give  and  take.  We  have  sur- 
rendered to  him  the  opportunity  of  dis- 
cussing matters  of  great  importance  to 
our  people — that  is,  of  discussing  them 
at  a  time  when  those  matters  can  be 
properly  discussed  and  brought  before 
the  notice  of  the  public,   at  the  same 
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time,  we  ask  him  to  give  us  an  oppor- 
tunity of  taking  those  discussions  before 
the  small  hours  of  the  morning,  when 
discussion  really  becomes  farcical.  I  am 
astonished  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man should  have  made  such  a  proposal 
as  that  we  should  give  him  the  whole  of 
the  clause.  He  knows  that  part  of  the 
clause  is  Sub- section  4,  and  deals  with 
the  re  enactment  of  the  Whiteboy  Acta. 
[Cries  of  *»No,  no!"  and  **  That  is  to 
be  withdrawn."]  I  am  glad  to  find 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
agreed  to  withdraw  that  part  of  his  Bill 
at  the  Keport  stage ;  but  if  he  looks  at 
the  5th  sub-section  which  he  has  not 
withdrawn,  he  will  find  that  it  raises 
some  questions  that  we  must  insist  upon 
having  discussed.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, I  must  say  that,  seeing  the 
concession  we  have  made  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  this  evening,  and  seeing 
the  amount  of  progress  we  have  made 
not  only  in  what  we  have  passed,  but  in 
the  number  of  Divisions  we  have  avoided, 
and  in  having  foregone  our  right  to  full 
discussiou  on  the  matters  we  wish  to 
bring  forward,  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  very  reasonably  now 
assent  to  reporting  Progress.  There 
is  a  matter  of  great  interest  to  the 
whole  House  generally — namely,  the 
appointment  of  the  Committee  into  the 
Army  and  Navy  Expenditure,  and  that 
is  to  be  discussed  to-night.  The  com- 
position of  this  Committee  is  a  matter  of 
great  importance.  [Cries  of  '* Ques- 
tion !  "]  If  hon.  Members  opposite  will 
have  patience  with  me,  I  will  show  that 
I  am  perfectly  in  Order.  I  am  showing 
the  importance  of  the  Business  that  [is 
awaiting  discussion.  I  am  showing  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  are 
many  persons  deeply  interested  in  these 
matters,  and  that  they  may  desire  to 
discuss  them  at  full  length.  I  sympa- 
thize with  those  hon.  Members  in  their 
view,  and,  indeed,  I  desire  to  help  them 
in  their  discussion. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Perhaps  the 
Government  will  allow  me  to  say  that 
I  think  they  are  somewhat  under  a 
misapprehension  as  to  their  powers  of 
getting  through  the  whole  of  this  clause 
to-night,  As  I  read  the  Bules,  they 
cannot  put  the  cloture  on  this  clause, 
except  when  some  Amendment  has  been 
previously  carried.  Now,  if  a  Motion 
to  report  Progress  is  moved,  I  do  not 
think   the   Government   would    be  in 
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order,  in  view  of  the  ruling  that  has 
been  given,  to  put  the  whole  of  the 
clause.  The  best  wav,  I  think,  to  bring 
matters  to  an  iesue  is  to  go  to  the  mar- 
row  of  the  powers  of  the  Government. 
It  is  no  use  talking  of  sentiment ;  but 
let  us  go  at  once  to  the  root  of  these 
powers.  That  being  so,  I  would  im- 
press upon  the  Government  the  desira- 
bility of  considering  whether  we  could 
not  agree  to  some  terms  to  -night  with- 
out further  imposition  of  those  Hules 
of  Cloture.  The  Government  will  re- 
member that  in  the  Act  of  1882,. when 
this  clause  was  under  discussion,  a 
great  many  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  in  the  bosoms  of  their  consti- 
tuencies, and  had  not  been  born  to 
Parliamentary  life.  At  the  time  of 
which  I  am  speaking,  several  nights 
were  devoted  to  the  discussion  of  this 
clause,  which  did  not  possess  many  of 
the  objectionable  trimmings  which  are 
now  attached  to  it.  If  it  took  six  or 
eight  nights  to  discuss  it  in  its  naked 
character,  how  many  more  ought  it  not 
to  take  now?  The  Conspiracy  section, 
we  must  remember,  gives  to  Besident 
Magistrates  the  powers  which  hitherto 
have  only  been  given  to  juries,  and  there 
are  two  or  three  of  those  powers  yet  re- 
maining to  be  discussed.  They  are 
most  important  questions,  and  how,  I 
ask,  can  they  be  disposed  of  at  this  late 
hour  of  the  night?  [Noiss  and  inter^ 
rupiion.']  Unless  intelligent  Gentlemen 
opposite  will  abstain  from  making 
noises,  it  is  impossible  to  carry  on  what 
really  amounts  to  a  legal  argument. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  get  excited  at  this 
hour.  I  do  not  know  why  it  is.  "We 
do  not  object  to  what  I  may  call — [Crw* 
of  **  Order!"] — I  am  giving  a  reason 
why  the  Government  should  not  press 
this  matter  to  any  further  length  to- 
night ;  but  hon.  Gentlemen  come  in  to 
sit  in  this  House,  because  it  is  the  most 
pleasant  part  of  the  building  to  sit  in, 
and  instead  of  listening  to  what  is  going 
on,  they  make  noises  that  are  really  in- 
tolerable. [  Cries  of  •*  Order !  "]  I  say, 
that  to  insist  upon  continuing  the  dis- 
cussion at  this  late  hour  of  the  night 
is  not  fair.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
do  not  understand  what  is  going  on. 
\^CrieB  of  **  Order !  "1  I  am  not  saying 
that  in  an  adverse  spirit,  but  am  putting 
it  in  what  I  conceive  to  be  a  most 
reasonable  way.  I  think  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  tiie  Eront  Bench  opposite 


could  reasonably  concur  in  the  Motion 
for  Progress  on  the  understanding  that 
it  was  not  we  who  initiated  it.  It  was 
not  we  who  initiated  the  proposal  to  re- 
port Progress  at  an  early  period  of  the 
evening.  It  came,  I  assert,  without  fear 
of  contradiction,  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  from  them  alone. 
[  Cries  of  **  No  !  "]  What  occurred  came 
through  the  ''usual  channels,"  and  as 
the  communications  that  were  made 
were  of  a  private  nature,  we  are  always 
averse  to  declaring  them  in  the  House. 
But  I  state  the  fact  that  the  proposal 
that  the  House  should  adjourn  to-night 
came  from  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
[**  No,  no  !  "]  I  am  stating  what  I  am 
conscious  of,  and  of  which  I  suppose 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are  not.  I 
say  this  proposal  proceeded  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  [**No,  no!"] 
I  hope  hon.  Members  will  allow  me  to 
finish  without  contradiction.  I  say  that 
the  proposal  that  we  should  adjourn  to- 
night, instead  of  to-morrow  night, 
emanated  not  from  this  side  of  the 
House,  but  from  that.  ["No,  no!"] 
I  hope  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
not  press  us  for  details  ;  but  if  they  do, 
we  will  state  the  facts,  sorry  though  I 
should  be  to  have  to  do  so.  I  say  that 
it  was  a  communication  which  came 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House,  from 
the  Government  Benches  and  from  a 
Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
which  induced  us  to  assent  to  the  pro- 
posal. [An  hon.  Mbmbeb:  When?] 
To-day,  at  Question  time.  I  will  put  it 
in  this  way — a  proposal  came  from  a 
Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
who  is  classified  as  '^  one  of  the  usual 
channels,"  that  we  should  a^ree  not  to 
take  discussion  to-morrow,  but  should 
allow  the  Adjournment  to  be  taken  to- 
day. We  said  we  agreed  to  that,  with 
this  limitation — provided  that  there  was 
an  understanding  that  you  will  agree  to 
report  Progress  at  11  o'clock.  That 
was  met  by  saying — **  We  cannot  agree 
to  report  Progress  at  1 1  o'clock  ;  but  we 
think  that  it  would  be  reasonable  to 
report  Progress  about  12.30."  Well, 
we  waited  until  12.30  before  moving  to 
report  Progress  on  the  distinct  under- 
standing that  that  would  prevent  us 
from  meeting  to-morrow.  If  we  are  to 
meet  to-morrow,  let  it  be  at  4  o'clock. 
["No,  nol'n  They  will  not  agree  to 
anything.  Let  us  adjourn  until  to- 
morrow, until  4  or  4.30,  but  do  not  let 
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us  meet  at  2,  in  order  to  take  a  dis- 
cussion which  will  be  talked  out  at  7 
o'clock,  and  which  will  necessitate  our 
meeting  again  at  9  o'clock.  Let  us 
meet  at  4  o'clock,  and  discuss  the  matter 
in  a  regular  way.  If  the  Government 
elect  to  go  on  to-night,  let  it  not  be  with 
the  idea  of  getting  this  clause  passed. 
Let  them  discharge  that  idea  from  their 
minds  altogether.  They  may  make  pro- 
gress with  the  Amendments ;  but  I 
beseech  hon.  Gentlemen  to  purge  their 
minds  from  any  idea  of  getting  the 
whole  clause  to-night.  I  speak  as  an 
expert  in  this  matter. 

Dr.  CLAEK  (Caithness) :  I  wish  to 
know  if  we  are  to  adjourn  to-night,  or 
to  meet  to-morrow  ?  The  hon.  Member 
for  Hoss-shire  (Dr.  McDonald)  rose  to 
bring  a  matter  before  the  House  the 
other  day,  when  the  cloture  was  moved, 
and  that  question  we  are  still  anxious 
to  bring  before  the  House.  We  want 
to  have  the  question  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  Crofters  Act  is  administered 
discussed  by  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  not  neces- 
sary for  me  to  repeat  the  proposal  which 
was  made.  The  proposal  to  adjourn 
the  House  to-night  came  to  me  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  From  whom? 
Mention  the  name. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  say  what  I 
believe  to  be  true.  A  representation 
was  made  to  me,  and  I  assented  to  it  on 
the  terms  that  I  have  stated  in  the 
House.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  are, 
I  believe,  in  the  habit  of  accepting 
statements  that  I  make  in  my  place  in 
this  House.  An  hon.  Member  asks  me 
if  time  will  be  allowed  for  discussing 
certain  questions  that  he  desires  to  raise. 
I  say  again,  if  it  is  the  desire  of  the 
House  to  meet  to-morrow,  I  shall  make 
no  difficulty  whatever  in  moving  the 
Adjournment  until  to-morrow.  I  wish 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  House  on  this 
matter,  but  I  certainly  feel  that  I  am 
entitled  to  ask  that  the  Committee 
should  make  reasonable  progress  to- 
night. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne) :  I  have  not  the  least  desire 
to  throw  any  doubt  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  account  of  what  happened 
to-night ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  perfectly  aware  that  it  is  abso- 
lutely impossible  to  get  this  clause  to- 
night, if  on  account  of  nothing  else  but 

Mr.  T.  M.  Mealy 


the  5th  sub-section.  ["No,  no!"l 
Well,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  will  take  the 
trouble  to  look  at  Sub -section  5,  apart 
from  all  other  matters,  they  will  perceive 
that  it  contains  much  that  needs  very 
great  improvement,  and  that  it  will  take 
a  very  long  time  to  discuss  after  we 
have  got  through  the  intervening 
Amendments.  Clearly  it  is  the  feeling 
of  the  House  that  we  should  not  meet 
to-morrow ;  but  as  we  shall  not  meet  to- 
morrow, I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  consider  it  reasonable  that  we 
should  not  adjourn  for  the  Whitsuntide 
Becess  without  any  opportunity  being 
given  to  us  for  some  of  those  discussions 
which  always  take  place  on  a  Motion 
for  Adjournment.  [Mr.  W,  H.  Smith  : 
Hear,  hear !]  I  am  glad  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ag^rees  with  that  etatement. 
That  being  the  case,  and  it  being  im- 
possible to  take  the  whole  clause,  would 
it  not  be  more  reasonable  now. — f/n^r- 
ruption,'] — If  hon.  Gentlemen  think  they 
are  going  to  get  the  clause  to-night  I 
can  assure  them  that  they  are  hoping 
for  a  physical  and  moral  impossibility. 
Would  it  not  be  more  reasonable,  I  say 
again,  to  accede  to  the  Motion  to  report 
Progress,  and  have  the  discussion  on  the 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  which  always 
takes  place  when  that  Motion  is  made, 
to-night  instead  of  to-morrow  afternoon? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  really 
very  sorry  not  to  be  able  to  accept  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  which 
I  am  sure  was  intended  to  be  concilia- 
tory ;  but  I  think  I  am  not  unreason- 
able in  asking  that  further  progress 
should  be  made  with  this  Bill.  The 
Government  intend  to  postpone  Sub- 
section 4,  and  when  we  reach  Sub-sec- 
tion 5,  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  discuss  it  at  very  gpreat  length, 
at  any  rate,  to  such  a  length  tkat  the 
Committee  would  be  prevented  from 
coming  to  any  conclusion  upon  it.  At 
all  events,  we  have  gone  so  far  that  I 
think  we  ought  to  make  some  effort  on 
the  eve  of  the  holidays  to  complete  at 
least  as  much  of  our  work  as  will  satisfy 
the  country.  [LattghtirJ^  I  say  at  least 
so  much  of  our  work  as  will  satisfy  the 
country  that  we  are  discharging  our 
duty  as  legislators. 

MR.LABOUCHERE  (Northampton): 
As  I  asked  a  Question  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  sitting  of  the  House,  and  as 
there  seems  to  be  some  difference  of  opi- 
nion as  to  the  terms  in  which  the  pro* 
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posal  for  Adjournment  was  made,  I, 
perhaps,  may  be  allowed  to  state  what 
took  place.  Under  ordinary  circum- 
stances, I  should  not  do  so,  as  it  was  a 
private  communication;  but  still,  after 
the  statement  of  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  which 
is  perfectly  correct  so  far  as  it  goes,  and 
after  the  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy),  it  is  only  right 
that  the  Committee  should  know  what 
actually  took  place.  I  was  sitting  in 
my  place  this  afternoon  when  I  was 
asked  to  go  out  and  speak  to  the  Patron- 
age Secretary  for  the  Treasury.  He 
said  to  me  he  believed  there  was  a 
desire — for  the  sake  I  believe  of  the 
officials  of  the  House —that  the  Ad- 
journment should  take  place  to-night. 
He  ask  me  whether  I  thought  Gentle- 
men on  this  side  of  the  House  would 
assent  to  it.  I  said  that  they  probably 
had  certain  observations  to  make  on 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment ;  but  that 
if  that  Motion  were  made  at  a  reason- 
able hour,  I  thought  it  possible  that 
they  would  assent.  I  came  back  and 
spoke  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  and 
they  suggested  1 1  o'clock.  I  said  that 
that  was  rather  early,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, and  I  further  said — *'  Sup- 
pose we  say  about  12  o'clock."  I  then 
went  out  and  spoke  to  the  Patronage 
Secretary  for  the  Treasury,  who  seemed 
to  think  12  rather  early,  and  suggested 
12.30.  I  said  there  was  very  little 
difference  between  us,  and  therefore  we 
would  say  between  12  o'clock  and  12.30. 
It  was  in  deference  to  the  wishes  of 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Benches  and  their  Supporters  that  I 
asked  the  question.  Certainly  I  am 
bound  to  say — when  I  am  challenged 
in  this  way — that  the  proposal  did  come 
through  the  ordinary  channels  of  com- 
munication. 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  A  distinct  state- 
ment has  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere). 
This  involves  the  good  faith  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says 
this  involves  the  good  faith  of  the  Go- 
vernment.   I  say  it  does  no  such  thing. 


Mb.  T.  M.  healy  :  That  is  not  a 
point  of  Order. 

The  chairman  :  It  is  not  a  point 
of  Order ;  but  it  is  usual  to  allow  any 
Member  of  the  House  to  give  an  expla- 
nation. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  wish  to  recall 
to  the  Committee  the  statement  I  made 
when  the  Question  was  asked  of  me  at 
half-past  5  o'clock.  I  then  stated  dis- 
tinctly the  conditions  upon  which  I 
should  be  prepared  to  move  the  Ad- 
journment of  the  House.  I  do  not  call 
in  question  any  impressions  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  may 
have  entertained;  but  I  am  bound  by 
what  I  say  in  the  House.  I  am  sure  it 
will  be  for  the  convenience  of  Parlia- 
ment that  only  such  engagements  as  are 
made  by  a  Minister  in  the  House  should 
be  the  only  engagements  recognized  and 
adhered  to. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  :  I  think  that 
when  a  Member  of  the  Government 
comes  to  us  and  says — **  Will  you,  in 
the  interest  of  the  ofncers  of  the  House, 
agree  to  so  and  so?"  and  we  say 
'' xes,"  faith  should  be  kept  with  us. 
We,  personally,  are  really  foregoing  a 
great  deal.  We  are  foregoing  a  discus- 
sion to-morrow  upon  the  imprisonment 
of  Father  Keller,  a  matter  of  vital  im- 
portance to  us ;  and  we  are  also  forego- 
ing a  discussion  as  regards  Lord  Ash- 
bourne sitting  in  the  Court  of  Appeal. 
I  am  very  glad  that  the  Patronage 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Akers- 
Douglas)  is  now  in  his  place.  I  have 
found  him  invariably  courteous,  and 
anxious  to  deal  with  his  opponents  in  a 
most  considerate  manner;  but  I  must 
say  I  knew  nothing  of  this  proposal 
until  it  was  conveyed  to  me  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere) ;  and  when  it  was  so 
conveyed,  I  said — **  We  will  not  agree 
to  give  you  the  Adjournment  to-night, 
unless  you  agree  to  move  to  report 
Progress  early."  It  is  perfectly  true 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
said — **  We  must  see  what  progress  is 
made ; "  but  there  is  nothmg  incon- 
sistent in  that  with  the  facts.  I  main- 
tain that  if  the  usual  channels  of 
communication  are  to  be  poisoned  at  their 
source,  and  you  cannot  rely  on  private 
communications  made  by  the  Members 
of  one  Party  to  the  Members  of  another 
Party,  you  might  as  well  give  up  slto- 
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gother  all  tbedeconcies  and  amenities  of 
Parliament.  [Ironical  cheers.']  I  am 
not  proud  of  them.  I  do  not  care  a  jot 
for  them.  We  do  not  care  what  you  do 
with  your  own.  But  I  maintain  that 
you  must  play  a  game  according  to  the 
rules  of  the  game.  If  in  playing  the 
game,  you  send  one  of  your  men  to  us 
with  a  particular  proposal,  and  we 
accept  it,  that  proposal,  good  or  bad, 
ought  to  bo  respected  just  as  you  would 
respect  a  flaj^  of  truce.  We  shall  bear 
from  tho  Patronage  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Akers-Douglas)  whether 
we  have  misunderstood  tho  message 
conveyed  to  us.  Certainly,  we  agreod 
to  forego  a  sitting  to-morrow  out  of  con- 
sideration for  the  Officers  of  the  House. 
We  thought  that,  by  sitting  a  bit  late 
to-night,  we  could  obtain  the  explana- 
tion we  wanted,  and  thus  save  the  Officers 
of  the  House  coming  down  to-morrow 
simply  for  the  Adjournment.  At  the 
time  this  agreement,  or  disagreement, 
was  made,  there  was  not  a  single  word 
said  about  getting  the  clause  to-night. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  When  I  an- 
swered the  Question  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Sitting  I  distinctly  said  that 
was  the  condition. 

Mr.  T.  M.  IIEALY  :  In  the  language 
of  the  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward 
Clarke),  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
words  have  gone  to  the  printer.  What 
we  understood  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  to  convey  was,  that  he  hoped 
the  clause  would  be  passed  to-night  in 
the  regular  order  of  discussion.  But 
surely,  Sir,  when  we  have  given  up  the 
entire  belly  of  the  clause  —  if  I  may 
use  that  expression— the  Intimidation 
Section,  which  took  three  or  four  nights* 
discussion,  if  it  did  not  take  a  week's,  in 
1882,  you  ought  to  call  that  fair  discus- 
sion. The  Government  have  got  num- 
bers on  their  side,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
we  shall  be  ousted  out  of  what  we  con- 
sider to  bo  an  honourable  understanding, 
and  the  result  will  be,  you  will  discuss 
this  matter  for  some  time.  There  will 
be  no  satisfaction ;  you  will  not  get  the 
clause  which  is  the  main  object  of  the 
Government ;  you  will  meet  to-morrow, 
and  bring  down  tho  Speaker,  his  clerks, 
and  the  entire  staff  of  50  or  60  men  ; 
while,  perhaps,  the  Gentlemen  who  are 
now  howling  us  down  will  take  the 
2  o'clock  train  to  the  country. 

The  SECRETARY  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Akers-Douglas)  (Kent,  St. 
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Augustine's):  As  a  misunderstanding 
appears  to  have  arisen  in  this  matter,  per- 
haps I  may  state  what  took  place.  It 
wa^  represented  to  me  that  Membidrs 
on  both  sides  of  the  House  were  de- 
sirous not  to  come  down  to-morrow 
simply  to  Yote  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  House,  as  was  the  case  at  Easter.  I 
stated  that  I  could  make  no  arrange- 
ment with  any  hon.  Members  on  that 
point,  but  that  any  arrangement  which 
was  come  to  must  be  come  to  across  the 
floor  of  the  House.  I  suggested  that  a 
Question  upon  the  point  should  be  ad- 
dressed to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  from  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  and  I  also  intimated  that 
I  believed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  perfectly  prepared  to  assent  to 
any  such  proposal  providing  fair  pro- 
gress be  made  to-night  with  the  Bill. 
I  believe  I  have  stated  exactly  what 
took  place,  and  I  am  sorry  there  should 
have  been  any  misunderstanding. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
will  not  bear  me  out  in  tho  statement 
that  I  had  not  made  any  proposal  of 
any  sort  or  kind  to  him  when  he 
beckoned  me  out  of  the  House  and  sug- 
gested to  me  I  should  ask  hon.  Gentle- 
men behind  me  whether  they  would 
agree,  on  the  terms  suggested,  to  the 
Adjournment  being  moved  to-night? 

Mr.  AKERS-DOUGLAS  :  I  was  not 
in  the  House  when  the  hon.  Gentleman 
spoke  upon  this  subject,  and,  therefore, 
I  am  not  quite  certain  what  he  said.  It 
was  quite  correct  that  he  did  not  come  to 
mo  and  ask  me  to  make  this  arrangement. 
I  asked  him  if  he  could  bring  out  the 
Leader  of  the  Party  below  the  Gung- 
way,  in  order  that  I  could  ascertain 
whether  tho  intimation  conveyed  to  me 
came  directly  from  headquarters. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  187; 
Noes  263:  Majority  126. — (Div.  List, 
No.  175.)  fl.lO  A.M.] 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  now  claim  to  mo?e, 
•*That  the  Question,  'That  the  words 
from  **  within,"  in  line  37,  to  the  words 
*'  any  part  thereof,"  in  line  39  *  be  nov 
put." 

Me.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Mr.  Courtney,   I  rise  to  a 
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point  of  Order.  I  understaTid  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  to  move  that  the  words — 

**  Within  twelve  months  after  the  execution 
of  any  writ  of  possession  of  any  house  or  land, 
shall  wrongfully  take  or  hold  forcible  posses- 
sion of  such  house  or  land  or  any  part  thereof." 

What  I  wish  to  submit  to  you,  Sir,  is 
that  this  portion  of  the  sub- section  has 
not  been  discussed— [CV/>«  of  **0h, 
oh!"] — not  a  single  Amendment — 
[  Renewed  cries  of  **  Oh,  oh !  "] 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  That  no 
Amendment  has  yet  been  proposed  to  it, 
that  no  discussion  has  yet  taken  place 
upon  it,  and  that,  in  accordance  with 
the  ruling  you  gave  some  nights  ago, 
the  closure  is  not  to  be  applied  until  all 
Amendments—  [  Cries  of  *'  Order !  " ] 

Thb  chairman  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  Until  all 
Amendments  which  raise  any  point 
worthy  of  discussion  have  been  dis- 
cussed 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  ^Cork) :  I 
beg  to  ask  your  ruling,  Sir,  on  a  point 
of  Order  which  has  been  raised  to-night 
— namely,  whether  it  is  competent  to 
put  the  Question  that  certain  words  of  a 
clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill  until,  first 
and  foremost,  the  closure  has  been 
moved  to  a  substantial  Amendment? 

The  chairman  :  There  is  no  point 
of  Order  raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor).  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Maurice 
Healy)  has  raised  a  point  of  Order. 
What  I  alluded  to  at  the  beginning  of 
the  evening  was  this — ^When  a  Motion 
is  before  the  Committee,  the  closure 
could  not  be  applied  to  a  Motion  to 
insert  further  words  lower  down  until 
the  Motion  before  the  Committee  was 
disposed  of.  That  is  what  I  laid  down. 
There  is  now  no  Motion  before  the  Com- 
mittee ;  but  the  closure  has  been  moved 
immediately  after  the  Motion  to  report 
Progress  has  been  disposed  of,  and  I 
apprehend  it  is  possible  to  move  the 
closure  at  this  point. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  submit 
to  you,  Mr.  Courtney,  that,  on  the 
wording  of  the  Closure  Rule,  it  is  not 
competent  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  make  this  Motion.  Allow  me  to 
refer  you  to  the  terms  of  the  Rule — 

*^  After  a  Question  has  been  proposed,  a  Mem- 
ber rising  in  his  place  may  claim  to  move, 
<  That  the  Question  be  now  put ;  *  " 
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and  then  it  goes  on — 

**  When  the  Motion  *  That  the  Question  be  now 
put  *  has  been  carried,  and  the  Question  conse* 
quent  thereon  has  been  decided,  any  further 
Motion  may  be  made  (tlio  assent  of  the  Chair  as 
aforesaid  not  having  been  withheld)  which  may 
be  requisite  to  bring  to  a  decision  any  Question 
already  proposed  from  the  Chair ;  and  also  if  a 
Clause  be  then  under  consideration,  a  Motion 
may  be  made  (the  assent  of  the  Chair  as  afore- 
said not  having  been  withheld)  That  the  Ques- 
tion That  certain  words  of  the  Clause  defined  in 
the  Motion  stand  part  of  the  Clause,  or  That  the 
Clause  stand  part  of,  or  be  added  to  the  Bill,  be 
now  put.  Such  Motions  shall  be  put  forthwith, 
and  decided  without  Amendment  or  Debate." 

I  submit  to  you,  Mr.  Courtney,  that 
the  words  **  When  the  Motion,  *That 
the  Question  he  now  put'  has  been 
carried,"  govern  the  whole  of  the  para- 
graph. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  made  my  first 
answer  under  a  wrong  impression, 
created,  possibly,  in  the  confusion  of 
the  Committee.  I  thought  that  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress  had  been 
clotured.  If  that  had  been  clotured, 
there  would  be  no  nece.<(sity  for  hesitation 
in  cloturing  the  present  Motion.  I  must 
own,  however,  that  closure  cannot  be 
applied  to  a  Motion  to  add  words  until 
it  has  been  applied  to  a  previous  Motion. 
It  is  not  a  point  which  raises  any  sub- 
stantial difficulty,  as  it  is  very  easy  to 
see  a  way  to  get  over  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  I  beg  to  move 
that  you  do  now  leave  the  Chair,  and  I 
do  so,  Mr.  Courtney,  on  the  ground  that 
we  are  confronted  by  a  position  of  con- 
siderable difficulty.  I  submit  to  the 
Government  that  it  is  unreasonable  to 
take  the  next  Amendment  without  dis- 
cussion, in  view  of  the  facts  which  arose 
in  1882.  I  would  remind  the  Govern- 
ment of  what  took  place  in  1882.  In 
the  clause  as  it  originally  stood  in  the 
Bill  the  term  was  only  six  months ;  but 
when  we  Irish  Members  were  all  ex- 
pelled from  the  House,  Mr.  Gibson — 
now  Lord  Ashbourne— moved  to  make 
it  nine  months.  Of  course,  under  the 
circumstances,  no  discussion  was  possible 
upon  that  proposal.  The  Government, 
however,  now  propose  to  make  it  12 
months.  I  would  submit  to  them  that 
seeing  that  the  term  was  increased  from 
six  to  nine  months  when  the  majority  of 
the  Irish  Members  were  expelled  from 
the  House,  it  is  perfectly  unreasonable 
now  to  seek  to  make  it  12.  I  would 
move  that  the  Chairman  do  leave  the 
Chair. 
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The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  having  moved  to  re- 
port Progress,  cannot  now  move  that  the 
Chairman  do  leave  the  Chair. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  But  I  have  made 
a  Motion 

The  chairman  called  upon  Dr. 
Kenny  (Cork  Co.,  S.). 

^Ir.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  say  I  have 
made  a  Motion 

The  CHAIRMAN:  And  I  tell  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  he 
cannoc  make  that  Motion,  for  he  made 
the  previous  Motion  that  the  Chairman 
do  report  Progress  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again. 

Mr.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  Then, 
Sir,  I  will  move  that  you  do  now  leave 
the  Chair. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  claim  to  move 
that  the  Question  be  now  put. 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  259  ; 
Noes  113:    Majority  146.— (Div.   List, 

No.  176.)  [1.35  a.m.] 

Question,  ''That  the  Chairman  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  neffa- 
tived. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  claim.  Sir, 
to  move — 

**  ITiat  the  Question  *  That  the  words  -  *'  (b.) 
Within  twelve  months  after  the  execution  of 
any  writ  of  possession  of  any  house  or  land  shall 
wrongfully  take  or  hold  forcible  possession  of 
such  house  or  land  or  any  part  thereof,"  stand 
part  of  the  Clause,'  be  now  put." 

Question  put  accordingly,  **  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  258 ; 
Noes  116:  Majority  137.— (Div.  List, 
No.  177.)  [1.50  a.m.] 

Question  put, 

*'That  the  words— <  (6.)  Within  twelve 
months  after  the  execution  of  any  writ  of  posses- 
sion of  any  house  or  land  shall  wrongfully  take 
or  hold  forcible  possession  of  such  house  or  land 
or  any  part  thereof,'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  253; 
Noes  119:  Majority  134.— (Div.  List, 
No.  178.)  [2.0  a.m.] 

Mr.  M.J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid.): 
In  the  absence  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Donegal  (Mr. 
O'Doherty)  I  rise  to  move  the  Proviso  of 
which  he  has  given  Notice.  It  is  to  the 
eflfect  that,  in  the  carrying  out  gf  this 


BUI,  before  proceedings  are  institated 
against  any  person  for  taking  possession 
there  must  have  been  an  actual  riot  or 
an  actual  assault  in  connection  with  the 
affair.     Now,  Sir,  it  may  to  some  appear 
absolutely  unnecessary  to  insert  such  a 
Proviso.     To  the  English,  who  are  ac- 
customed   to  see  laws  administered  in 
their  own  way,  it  may  appear  altogether 
unnecessary.    But,  Sir,  we  have  expe- 
rience of  somewhat  recent  date  in  Ire- 
land which  shows  that,  during  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  previous  law,  it  was 
not  deemed  necessary  that  there  should 
be  anything  in  the  nature  of  an  actual 
breach  of  the  peace,  or  anything  in  the 
nature  of  a  riot,  or  anything  in  the  nature 
of  an  assault  attended  by  actual  bodily 
harm,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the 
police  to  institute  prosecutions  under  a 
similar    section    to    this.     Hepeatedly, 
during  the  operation  of  the  last  Grimes 
Act,  prosecutions  were  instituted,  and 
convictions  were  obtained  before  special 
magistrates,  and  men  were    sentenced 
to  considerable  terms  of  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour  simply  for  acts  of  ordi- 
nary trespass.     Surely  it  is  monstrous 
that  a  mere  civil  act  of  trespass,  which 
in  this  country  might  give  rise  to  a  ciril 
action  and  to  a  claim  for  damage,  if  any 
damage  was  done,  should   be  made  a 
criminal  offence  in  Ireland  because  it 
happens  to  be  done  in  Ireland.     There 
is  no  reason  for  that,  and  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  talk  about  equal   laws  and 
equal  administration  for  England  and 
Ireland  would  set  a  good  example,  and 
show  their  adherence  to  their  principles 
by  voting  in  favour  of  my  Amendment, 
they  would    do   something    to  justify 
people  in  believing  that  their  profes- 
sions   are    sincere.     Furthermore,    the 
Proviso  goes  on  to  state  that 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
Before  the  hon.  Member  proceeds  far- 
ther, I  must  express  the  opinion  that  the 
latter  part  of  the  Proviso  is  not  at  all 
relevant  to  the  clause.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber proposes  a  Proviso  in  these  words— 

**  Provided  always,  That  no  prosecation  for 
this  offence  shall  be  instituted  by  the  Constaba- 
lary  unless  there  has  been  an  assault  or  rioting 
in  the  taking  of  such  forcible  poflaeasion,  lur 
shall  the  Constabulary  act  as  caretakers  for 
any  evicted  house  or  land  left  without  a  caie- 
taker,  nor  shall  they  specially  patrol  in  the 
neighbourhood  unless  they  apprehend  some 
disturbance  of  the  peace  other  than  the  mei* 
resumption  of  possession,  nor  shall  they  in 
terrogate  occupiers,  or  in  any   way  take     " 
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with  the  plaintiff  or  defendant  in  such  writ 
of  possession  savo  to  keep  the  peace  betweon 
the  parties." 

The  Proviso  should  stop  at  the  words 
'*  forcible  possession." 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY :  Tho  reason  why 
my  hon.  Friend  put  down  the  remaining 
portion  of  his  Proviso  was  this — that  the 
Crimes  Act  came  into  force  in  1882,  and 
a  Circular  was  issued  to  the  Constabu- 
lary ordering  them  to  patrol  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  evicted  farms,  and  watch 
the  proceedings  of  the  tenants. 

The  chairman  :  That  would  be  a 
very  good  reason  to  discuss  the  question 
on  the  Constabulary  Vote ;  but  it  is  not 
relevant  here. 

Mk.  M.  J.  KENNY :  Well,  I  will  dis- 
cuss it  on  the  Constabulary  Vote,  and  I 
will  now  move  the  Proviso  down  to  the 
word  "possession."  I  have  practically 
stated  the  reason  for  moving  the  Amend- 
ment, which  is  now  a  very  short  and 
simple  one.  It  is  simply  to  provide  that 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  riot  or  as- 
sault must  take  place  before  a  prosecu- 
tion can  be  instituted  under  the  section. 
It  has  repeatedly  happened  under  the 
administration  of  the  Whiteboy  Acts 
that  for  simply  walking  about  on  their 
own  land,  for  simply  walking  across 
their  own  land,  men  have  been  seized, 
prosecuted,  and  transported  under  the 
Whiteboy  Acts.  Under  the  last  Coer- 
cion Act,  they  were  sentenced  to  im- 
prisonment for  three  months  or  six 
months.  I  think  that  if  the  Attorney 
General  for  England  (Sir  Bichard  Web- 
ster) were  here,  he  would  see  his  way 
to  admit  the  reasonableness  of  this  Pro- 
viso. I  do  not  know  what  attitude  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)  may  assume.  He  may  be  so 
enamoured  of  the  Criminal  Law  of  Ire- 
land that  he  will  not  let  us  make  any 
change ;  but  I  should,  at  any  rate,  like 
him  to  explain  why  an  offence  which  is 
merely  a  civil  matter  in  England  should 
be  made  a  crime  punishable  with  six 
months'  imprisonment  with  hard  labour 
in  Ireland.  I  beg  to  propose  the  Pro- 
viso standing  in  the  name  of  my  hon. 
Friend. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  39,  after  the  word  *'  thereof," 
to  insert  the  wordsh— **  Provided  always.  That 
no  prosecution  for  this  offence  shall  he  insti- 
tuted by  the  ConBtabulary   unless  there  has 


been  an  assault  or  riot  in  the  taking  of  such 
forcible  possession.*' — {Afr.  M.  J.  Kenny.) 

Question  proposed,  *^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  It  is  not  the  effect  of  this 
clause,  nor  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment, to  make  anything  a  criminal 
offence  in  Ireland  which  is  not  a  cri- 
minal offence  in  England.  The  clause 
refers  to  holding  forcible  possession; 
but  if  the  words  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  moved  were  inserted,  thev 
would  take  out  of  the  operation  of  the 
section  most  of  the  cases  in  which 
forcible  possession  is  taken.  As  a  rule, 
there  is  no  riot  or  assault  in  taking 
forcible  possession.  What  occurs  is 
this.  Eight  or  ten  men  may  come  down 
and,  in  a  threatening  way,  take  posses- 
sion. Of  course,  under  such  circum- 
stances, it  would  be  impossible  for  a 
caretaker  to  resist.  Two  men  might 
come  down  armed,  and  naturally  the 
unarmed  caretaker  would  run  away  at 
once.  That  is  taking  forcible  posses- 
sion. Then,  suppose  a  man  went  down, 
broke  open  the  doors,  and  walked  in. 
That  is  not  a  riot,  or  an  assault ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  it  is  taking  forcible 
possession.  All  these,  which  are  typical 
cases  of  taking  forcible  possession,  cer- 
tainly in  Ireland,'  would  be  excluded 
from  the  operation  of  the  clause  by  the 
adoption  of  the  hon.  Member's  Proviso. 

Me.  M.  J.  KENNY :  What  about 
holding  possession  ? 

Mr.  holmes  :  That  is  precisely  the 
same  thing. 

Mr.  FLYNN  (Cork,  N.) :  H  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  and  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers above  the  Gangway  on  this  side  of 
the  House  would  carefully  etudy  the 
clause,  they  would  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that,  as  it  at  present  stands,  the 
pains  and  penalties  which  will  be 
attached  to  anybody — to  any  evicted 
tenant,  or  to  any  number  of  tenants — are 
simply  alarming.  Take  the  case  of  a 
tenant  who  is  evicted  in  the  very  depth 
of  winter,  at  a  time  when,  possibly,  he 
has  no  other  protection  against  the  in- 
clemency of  the  weather  except  the 
cabin  from  which  he  has  been  evicted. 
We  will  assume  the  case  of  this  man 
taking  **  forcible  possession  "  by  getting 
in  through  the  window  or  through  the 
roof.      Would    it    not    be    monstrous, 
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under  such  oiroumetance),  to  decide  that 
that  man  had  taken  •'forcible  posses- 
•lon  ?  "  I  contend  that  if  the  Committee 
pass  this  clause  without  examining  it 
very  closely,  and  accepting  a  safeguard 
such  as  this  Amendment  would  provide, 
they  will  act  very  harshly.  I  am  per- 
fectly certain  the  Committee  would  be 
slow  to  pass  such  a  clause  as  this  if  they 
could  trace  it  to  its  real  and  logical  con- 
elusion.  It  is  all  very  well  to  be  told  by 
Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench  that 
the  law  is  the  same  in  England  as  is 
proposed  for  Ireland  under  this  clause. 
but  what  cases  of  eviction  have  you  in 
England  ?  In  Ireland  the  chronic  con- 
dition of  the  people  alternates  between 
eviction  and  the  workhouse.  It  is  very 
possible  that,  under  the  present  condi- 
tion of  things,  evictions  will  be  largely 
increased ;  and  you  propose  to  put  it  into 
the  power  of  two  Resident  Magistrates, 
who  have  no  sympathy  vrith  the  people, 
whose  training  and  entire  surroundings 
make  them  look  upon  the  smallest  in- 
fraction of  the  landlords'  rights  as  mon- 
strous crimes — you  put  it  in  the  power  of 
these  men  to  treat  the  smallest  and  most 
trivial  offences    as  forcible   possession 

?unishable  by  six  months'  imprisonment, 
f,  however,  you  accept  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  the  Constabulary 
will  not  be  able  to  institute  a  prosecu- 
tion unless  there  has  been  an  assault  or 
riot.  I  appeal  to  the  Committee  not  to 
vote  on  these  technical  definitions  of 
legal  Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Bench, 
but  to  apply  their  own  common  sense  to 
this  sub-section.  If  they  will  only  do 
that,  they  will  find  there  is  nothing  in 
this  Amendment  which  really  takes 
away  the  strength  of  the  clause — there 
is  nothing  which  will  prevent  the  magis- 
trate or  the  law  punishing  men  who 
have  taken  forcible  possession,  and  who 
have  by  violent  means  assisted  the 
Sheriff  and  his  officers.  By  the  Amend- 
ment you  only  interpose  a  safeguard  to 
prevent  unfortunate  people — the  poorest 
of  their  class — who  in  many  cases  have 
been  treated  with  exceptional  cruelty 
and  barbarity  for  what,  after  all,  is  a 
most  trivial  offence. 

Me.  EDWAED  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  I  have  personal  cogni- 
zance of  cases  which  are  totally  opposed 
to  the  statements  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes).  I  had  occa- 
sion, some  time  ago,  to  mention  qi^q  pase 

Sfy.  Flynn 


in  this  House.  It  was  a  case  in  which 
on  a  certain  stormy  night,  a  man  got  up 
in  the  cabin  in  which  he  was  sheltering 
himself,  and  when  he  saw  the  house 
from  which  he  had  been  evicted,  and 
which  he  had  hoped  would  be  his  own — 
when  he  saw  that  house  suffering  from 
the  storm,  he  forgot  for  the  moment  that 
the  police  caretakers  wore  located  near, 
went  to  the  house,  and  put  some  stones 
on  the  roof  to  prevent  the  thatoh  being 
blown  away.  Now,  that  man  was  ac- 
tually brought  before  the  Resident  Ma- 
gistrate, under  this  clause,  for  taking 
forcible  possession,  and  he  was  sentenced 
to  a  month's  imprisonment.  He  actually 
served  a  month's  imprisonment  in  Tralee 
Gaol.  In  another  case,  an  old  man 
named  Boyd,  over  72  years  of  age,  was 
evicted,  and  after  his  eviction,  and  be- 
fore the  nine  months'  term  had  expired, 
he  went  to  Listowel,  and,  on  the  faith 
of  a  settlement,  went  back  to  his  cabin 
without  having  received  in  writing  a 
formal  permission  to  do  so.  The  police 
found  him  in  possession  of  his  house. 
He  was  prosecuted,  and  sentenced  to  a 
month's  imprisonment  for  it.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  talks  to  the 
Committee  about  bodies  of  armed  men 
coming  down  and  forcing  people  into 
possession.  But  no  man  in  his  senses 
would  maintain  for  a  moment  that  the 
case  I  have  mentioned  was  a  case  of  any- 
thing like  forcible  possession.  I  could 
cite  cases  like  that  by  the  hundred  to 
show  that  there  is  some  need  for  such 
protection  as  is  now  proposed  in  regard 
to  these  miserable  wretches  who  are 
turned  out  of  house  and  home,  and  to 
show  that  there  is  not  the  least  necessity 
for  visiting  with  the  utmost  severity  of 
the  law  those  men  who  merely  seek 
their  old  cabins  for  shelter.  A  msn 
who  goes  back  into  his  dwelling  can  be 
summoned  and  fined.  He  can  be  fined 
every  time  he  goes  there,  and  every  time 
his  wife  or  children  are  found  there. 
Surely  it  is  sufficient  punishment  for 
those  miserable  creatures  to  be  sum- 
moned and  to  have  cumulative  fines  im- 
posed upon  them.  The  law,  as  it  stands, 
is  what  I  call  coercion  made  easy. 
Surely  the  operation  of  the  ordinary 
law  is  enough  for  the  Government  in 
such  cases  as  these. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  had  thought.  Sir,  that  if  we  were  to 
have  expressions  of  humanity  from  any 


lOOl 


Criminal  Law  {May  23,  1887}     Amendment  {Ireland)  Bill.  1002 


Members  of  the  Tory  Party  at  any  time, 
this  would  have  ^qqh  the  occasion  upon 
which  we  should  have  heard  them.  I 
should  like  to  put  in  plain  language  to 
Tory  Members  what  they  are  now  going 
to  vote  for  if  they  reject  this  Amend- 
ment. When  unfortunate  wretches  are 
turned  out  on  the  roadside  with  their 
wives  and  children,  if  the  inclemency  of 
the  weather  renders  it  absolutely  neces- 
sary to  take  shelter  in  their  old  huts,  no 
other  shelter  being  obtainable,  the  mere 
fact  of  their  taking  the  hasp  off  the 
door  and  going  back,  if  it  is  only  to  put 
the  women  back,  renders  them  liable  to 
severe  punishment.  Cases  have  occurred 
in  which,  for  the  sake  of  sheltering 
shivering  women  and  children  from  the 
winter^s  snow,  an  old  hut  has  been  re- 
entered, and  the  police  have  taken  up 
the  man  and  sent  him  to  gaol  and  to  the 
plank  bed.  ^s  it  too  much  to  expect 
that,  under  such  circumstances  as  these, 
miserable  people,  with  no  place  under 
which  to  lay  their  heads,  should  have 
the  poor  protection  we  now  seek  to 
obtain  for  them  ?  I  ask  you,  who  are 
comfortable  in  your  beds  at  night,  is  it 
too  much  to  ask  that  you  should  accept 
this  Amendment  ?  And  when  they  go 
back  you  call  it  taking  forcible  pos- 
session. In  Qod's  name,  is  this  a 
House  of  human  beings?  Are  we 
in  Ireland  to  be  treated  like  dogs? 
If,  in  our  poverty,  we  are  unable  to 
pay  the  miserable  rents  exacted  of 
us,  is  the  mere  fact  of  taking  the 
hasp  off  the  door  of  the  house  that  we 
have  ourselves  built,  or  that  has  been 
built  by  our  fathers — is  the  mere  fact  of 
taking  the  hasp  off  the  door  in  order  to 
put  back  a  shivering  wife  or  a  shivering 
child  out  of  the  winter's  snow,  to  sub- 
ject us  to  the  punishment  you  would 
inflict  under  this  clause  of  12  months' 
hard  labour  ?  What  was  done  by  Lord 
Ashbourne  in  1882,  when  we  Irish 
Members  were  out  of  the  House,  was 
one  of  the  most  miserable  things  ever 
perpetrated  in  this  House.  When  we 
were  out,  Lord  Ashbourne,  behind  our 
backs,  moved  to  make  it  nine  months' 
imprisonment  instead  of  six  months'. 
And  now  what  does  this  Tory  Govern- 
ment do  ?  They  say  they  are  acting  in 
accordance  with  the  precedent  of  1H82, 
and  yet  they  make  it  1 2  months.  You 
have  been  reminded  that  you  have  the 
ordinary  law  to  fall  back  upon.  You 
oan  put  these  men  in  gaol  for  trespass. 


You  can  proceed  against  their  children 
for  trespass.  You  can  take  them  up 
before  the  magistrates,  who  are  the 
landlords  of  the  locality,  or  the  land- 
lords' agents.  Do  have  some  little 
humanity  in  your  hearts.  I  would  say 
a  word  for  the  ordinary  magistrates  of 
Ireland.  When  cases  come  before  them 
in  which  wretched  men  are  prosecuted 
for  putting  their  cold  and  starving 
women  back  in  their  cabins  for  a 
night's  shelter  their  hearts  are  moved, 
but  the  Besident  Magistrates  commit 
men  to  prison  for  it.  We  hear  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)  defending  the  action  of  the 
Government  on  the  ground  that  men 
come  down  in  crowds  to  put  these 
people,  by  force  of  arms,  into  their 
dwellings.  But  if  it  is  merely  the  case 
of  a  man  taking  the  hasp  off  his  own 
door,  in  order  to  put  back  his  wife  into 
his  miserable,  unfurnished,  almost  roof- 
less cabin,  for  the  sake  of  keeping  her 
and  her  children  from  the  wind  and 
rain,  where  is  the  force  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  argu- 
ment ?  Have  you  wives  and  children 
of  your  own  ?  Can  you  feel  no  pity  for 
these  children?  This  clause  does  not 
prevent  wrong  being  done  even  when  a 
question  of  title  is  raised.  A  question 
of  title  may  be  raised,  a  suit  may  be 
entered,  and  a  decision  may  be  ulti- 
mately arrived  at,  as  in  the  case  of 
Father  Keller,  in  which,  on  Saturday 
last,  it  was  decided  that  the  imprison- 
ment was  illegal.  I  would  beseech  the 
Committee  to  consider  these  points. 
Surely  if  they  will  take  into  consi- 
deration all  the  matters  that  we  have 
brought  under  their  attention  they  will 
give  some  play  to  human  feeling.  Can 
you  not  see  that  it  would  be  sufficient 
to  put  this  clause  in  operation  where 
force  is  used  to  regain  possession  of  a 
house  and  holding  ?  It  is  useless  to 
appeal  to  the  Irish  Chief  Secretary  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour),  but  surely  an  appeal  of 
this  kind  cannot  be  lost  upon  Tory  Gen- 
tlemen who  have  a  duty  to  their  con- 
sciences and  to  their  constituents.  I 
have  here  a  case  that  occurred  in  1882. 
It  was  published  in  1883,  before  the 
Act  got  into  working  order.  It  says 
that  a  large  number  of  men  surrounded 
a  dwelling-house,  under  the  impression 
that  ^e  tenant  and  his  family,  who  had 
been  evicted,  were  in  the  habit  of  visit- 
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ing  it  at  night  as  a  place  of  shelter. 
These  men  —  they  were  policemen — 
searched  the  place,  hut  did  not  find  the 
man  there.  The  wife  and  children  were 
found  sheltering  in  the  house,  but  the 
man  was  spending  the  night  on  the 
mountain  side.  My  God,  is  it  not 
enough  to  turn  the  man  out  ?  Is  it  not 
enough  that  the  man  should  spend  his 
nights  upon  the  bleak  mountain  side, 
but  you  must  needs  send  him  to  prison 
for  giving  his  wife  the  only  shelter  he 
can  find  for  her — a  cabin  which  was  his 
own,  and  which  is  used  by  no  one  else  ? 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  have 
seen  men  and  women  with  families  of 
little  children,  this  winter  and  last  winter, 
in  the  midst  of  some  of  the  most  wretched 
weather  that  we  have  known  for  years, 
turned  out  of  places  in  which  they  have 
lived  for  years,  and  in  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  would  scorn  to  put  their 
dogs.  I  have  seen  these  people  living 
in  the  ditches  of  the  bleak  country-side, 
within  sight  of  what  were  their  homes. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  A  damned  pack 
of  assassins.  [  Cries  of  **  Name,  name ! "] 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.) : 
Name  away  !  name  away  ! 

Mr.  DILLON  :  No  man  could,  for  a 
moment,  doubt  that  what  drove  those 
people  out  of  their  homes  was  absolute 
and  unquestionable  poverty.  And,  if 
that  be  true,  who  is  there  in  this  House 
who  can  deny  that  there  are  men  in  Ire- 
land who  have  no  bowels  of  compassion 
for  these  wretched  people,  and  yet  who 
have  the  sanction  of  your  laws  for  their 
doings?  You  refuse  us  this  small  con- 
cession. The  poor  starving  wretches 
who  crawl  inti>  their  own  homes  at 
ni^ht,  or  put  their  wives  and  children 
into  their  cabins,  and  themselves  go  and 
lie  out  in  the  ditches,  you  wish  to  have 
dragged  off  for  12  months'  imprisonment 
with  hard  labour.  Do  you  grant  us  no 
concession  on  behalf  of  these  people  ? 
Do  you  give  your  sanction  to  scenes  like 
those  which  have  been  described  to  you  ? 
You  can  weep  crocodile's  tears  over  the 
Glenbeigh  evictions ;  but  we  who  live  in 
Ireland  know  that  hardly  a  day  goes  by 
that  deeds  are  not  done  as  black  as  those 
of  Glenbeigh.  Hardly  a  week  of  my 
life  has  passed,  when  I  have  been  living 
in  Ireland,  that  deed«  of  that  kind  have 
not  occurred.  The  Glenbeigh  case  be- 
came known  in  England  by  an  accident; 
because  the  fool  who  carried  out  the 
eviction  was  idiot  enough  to  pour  oil  on 
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the  roofs  of  the  people's  houses,  that  he 
might  burn  them  out.  «  What  difference 
did  it  make  to  the  people  that  their 
houses  were  burnt  ?  I  say  it  would  be  a 
mercy  to  these  people  to  burn  down 
their  houses.  Burn  the  houses  if  you 
like;  but  do  not  pass  these  plausible 
laws,  which  are  defended  by  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  talks  about 
armed  bands  taking  possession.  Let  me 
tell  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man that,  for  one  case  in  which  these 
armed  bands  take  possession  of  these 
miserable  holdings,  I  can  point  out  50 
cases  where,  instead  of  going  with  arms 
in  their  hands,  these  poor  wretches  have 
crawled  back  to  their  homes,  unarmed, 
defenceless,  beggared,  starving,  and  in 
rags,  from  the  ill-treatment  of  your 
laws,  and  wishing  for  nothing  more  than 
to  be  sheltered  in  their  mii^ry  from  the 
winter  weather.  And  yet  you  listen  to 
no  appeal  of  this  kind.  You  will  have 
this  clause  put  in  force  against  these  men, 
who  come  without  arms  in  their  hands. 
You  want  to  be  able  to  say  to  these 
poor  wretches — "Lie  in  your  ditches, 
and  if  you  dare  to  creep  back  into  your 
miserable  hovels  for  a  night's  shelter. 
Parliament  is  going  to  send  you  to 
prison." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  should  like  to 
say  just  one  word  more  before  this  Divi- 
sion is  taken.  I  wish  to  put  it  to  the 
conscience  of  every  invividual,  so  that 
he  cannot  say  he  was  voting  blindfold  in 
this  matter.  We  have  ma^e  two  appeals 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  We  now 
appeal  to  you,  sitting  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  who  are  their  masters  (the  Liberal 
Unionists).  We  ask  the  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  whether 
he  is  willing  to  allow  this  clause  to  be 
inserted  in  its  present  form  in  the  Bill  ? 
He  knows  that  the  tenants  on  his 
father's  estates  in  the  district  of  Las- 
more,  in  the  county  of  Waterford,  are 
as  honest  a  people  as  there  are  in  the 
entire  world.  Now,  it  is  proposed  that 
if  one  of  those  tenants  is  put  out,  and 
goes  back  to  his  cabin  for  a  night's 
shelter — for  any  kind  of  shelter,  for  a 
dog's  shelter — or  even  if  he,  without 
force,  puts  his  wife  and  children  back 
into  the  miserable  hut  he  built  himself, 
or  where  he  has  lived  all  the  days  of  his 
life,  he  will  be  liable  to  be  sent  to  prison. 
I  ask,  is  it  unreasonable  that  we  should 
stand  up  in  this  House  and  make  these 
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appeals  to  men  under  circumstances  of 
this  kind  ?  It  is  impossible ;  it  is  repug- 
nant to  the  feelings  of  men  that  such 
appeals  should  be  made  without  effect. 
And  all  I  can  say  is  that,  when  you  on 
the  last  day  are  appealing  for  mercy  to 
One  above,  I  hope  that  you,  or  those  of 
you  who  are  opposing  this  Amendment, 
will  never  find  it. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  118; 
Noes  237:  Majority  119.— (Div.  List, 
No.  179.)  [3.0  A.M.I 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  decision  just 
an'ived  at  rules  the  next  Amendment, 
No.  96. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
That  being  so,  I  wish  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment if  they  have  any  objection  to  an 
Amendment  providing  that  unless  some 
question  of  title  should  arise  the  section 
should  not  apply  ?  I  asked  a  Question 
to-day  about  the  case  of  Kevil  against 
King-Harman.  That  was  the  case  of  a 
tenant  being  prosecuted  for  taking  turf 
on  what  he  said  was  his  own  bog.  The 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Colonel  King-Harman)  contended 
that  it  was  his  bog,  and  the  magistrate 
insisted  upon  arbitrating  upon  the  case. 
The  case  was  taken  to  the  Queen's 
Bench,  and  the  magistrate's  decision  was 
ousted.  Here  you  give  absolute  dis- 
cretion to  the  magistrate.  No  question 
of  title  can  be  raised.  I  think  the  least 
we  can  get  from  the  Government,  seeing 
that  questions  of  title  will  arise,  is  that 
the  section  should  not  apply  until  the 
disputes  have  been  settled.  I  had  a  case 
the  other  day  of  a  man  being  ousted 
from  a  wrong  holding.  There  was  a 
distinct  question  of  title  there.  I  had 
another  case  in  which  a  Captain  Fagan 
ousted  a  tenant  from  his  holding  with- 
out any  right  or  title  whatsoever.  The 
magistrate  who  would  be  a  friend  of 
Eagan  would,  under  this  section,  have 
given  the  man  six  months'  imprisonment 
for  going  back.  I  think  when  questions 
of  title  are  involved  we  should  get  the 
benefit  of  the  doubt.  Unless  the  Go- 
vernment mean  to  pass  this  Bill  by 
mere  brute  force  they  will  accept  the 
words  which  I  propose. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
38,  after  the  word  **  thereof,"  to  insert 
the  words,  **  unleM  a  question  of  title  is 
raised."— (ifr.  T.  M.  Healy.) 


Question  proposed,  ^*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  hope  the  Committee  will  con- 
sider for  a  few  moments  the  Amendment 
which  has  been  proposed  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman.  It  would  have 
the  effect  of  inciting  persons  to  take 
possession  of  land  by  violence  if  any 
question  of  title  was  raised.  The  cases  put 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  have 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  this  section. 
If  a  Sheriff  removes  a  man  from  land 
improperly,  the  Sheriff  is  liable  to  be 
sued  and  mulcted  in  heavy  damages. 
That  has  nothing  to  do  with  forcible 
possession.  Forcible  possession  means 
that  a  person,  by  employing  force,  takes 
possession  of  land  which  he  has  no  right 
to  take 

Mk.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  ought  to  be 
ashamed  of  himself.  [  Cries  of'  •  Order!  "] 
I  repeat,  he  ought  to  be  ashamed  to  make 
such  a  statement.  [CVim  of  '*  Name  ! " 
and  **  Order!"]  I  am  perfectly  in 
Order.  I  say  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  ought  to  be  ashamed  to  make 
a  statement  of  that  character  in  this 
House,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  cases 
I  have  mentioned  occurred  only  the  other 
day,  and  ought  to  be  within  his  official 
cognizance.  To  tell  me  that  a  Court  of 
Law  is  open  to  a  man  who  has  been 
evicted,  a  man  who  is  nothing  more  than 
a  pauper,  is  absurd.  A  man  who  has 
not  a  cow,  or  even  a  goat  to  be  seized, 
has  a  right  of  action  against  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  Her  Majesty's 
Sheriffs  !  I  suppose  stuff  of  that  kind 
is  good  enough  to  go  down  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  Of  course,  at  3 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  the  hour  for 
common  sense  has  passed  by.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  thinks  that  anything 
is  good  enough  for  supporters  who  will 
neither  listen  to  argument,  logic,  pity, 
nor  common  sense.  \Laug}derr^  I  hope 
these  laughs  and  sneers  at  the  miseries 
of  the  poor  people  of  Ireland  will  be  re- 
membered oy  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, to  whom  we  must  all  bow. 
The  question  we  are  raising  now  is  the 
question  of  the  poor,  the  question  of  the 
evicted  people,  the  question  of  the  men 
who  have  nothing  at  all.  It  is  not  a 
question  of  taking  forcible  possession. 

\Twelfih  Ni:fhf.'\ 
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Sir,  I  cannot  use  Parliamentary  language 
to  describe  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  No  force 
of  any  kind  is  required,  no  force  is  ever 
used,  and  there  has  not  been  in  Ireland 
since  1880 — I  will  admit  that  seven  years 
ago,  in  the  time  of  Mr.  Forster,  there 
were  cases  of  taking  forcible  possession 
— since  1880  there  have  been  no  cases 
of  taking  forcible  possession.  I  chal- 
lenge the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
to  put  his  finger  upon  a  case  of  taking 
forcible  possession  for  the  last  seven 
years.  The  Government  are  trading  on 
the  ignorance  of  the  Committee,  in  the 
interest  of  the  most  contemptible  class 
of  men  which  ever  cursed  or  disgraced 
a  nation. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
Certainly,  Sir,  I  have  listened  to  the 
statement  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  with  profound  astonishment.     I 
venture  to  appeal  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  (Sir  Richard  Webster)  sitting 
next  to  him,  because  I  know  from  ex- 
perience that  he  knows  that  what  the 
Attornev  General  for  Ireland  has  stated 
is     utterly     wrong.       Everybody    who 
knows  anything  of  law  in  this  country 
knows  that  when  a  question  of  title  is 
raised  it  is  a  universal  rule  that  a  ma- 
gistrate has  no  jurisdiction.    The  Attor- 
ney General  knows  perfectly  well  that 
that  is  the  rule  of  this  country — that  the 
moment  an  ejectment  or  turning  out  is 
challenged  the  jurisdiction  of  a  magis- 
trate cease?.     And  yet,  forsooth,  the  Go- 
vernment get  up  and  say  that  they  will 
not  make  a  concession  which  is  only  in 
conformity  with  the  ordinary  law  of  this 
country  !     I  suppose  they  do  so  because 
they   are  anxious   upon  asserting  and 
carrying  out  to  its  bitter  end  this  cruel 
section.     I  am  astonished  at  the  tone  in 
which  this  debate  is  conducted  by   the 
supporters  of  the  Government.     [J/i'«i>- 
terial   cheers.']     You  have  forgotten  a 
great  deal  of  what  you  heard  yesterday 
at  St.  Margaret's  Church.     The  lesson 
has  been  thrown  away  on  the  whole  of 
you  ;  you  know  it  perfectly  well.  [Cries 
of  '*  Oh,  oh !  'n    Yes ;  I  say  it,  and  I 
say  it  because  I  mean  it.  I  am  perfectly 
satisfied  that  every  hon.  and  learned 
Member  opposite  will  agree  with  me  in 
my  statement  of  the  law.     Do  not  let 
anyone  suppose  I  get  up  to  state  what  I 
do  not  know.    I  say  what  I  feel.    When 
our  proceedings  become  known  out-of- 
doors,   the    country  will   feel  you   are 
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forcing  down  this  cruel  section  with  all 
the  cruelty  you  can  put  into  it.  Not- 
withstanding the  appeals  you  have  heard 
on  behalf  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  you 
sit  there  un moved,  occasionally  jeering 
and  sneering  at  what  is  said.  {Criee  of 
'*  Order!"]  The  conduct  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government  and  their  supporters 
does  them  very  little  credit. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  (St.  Pancrae,  E.)  :  I 
rise  to  a  point  of  Order,  Sir.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  does  nothing  but  talk  to  thia 
side  of  the  House,  very  unwarrantably, 
in  my  opinion. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  :  I  do  not  wonder 
the  hon.  Member  is  impatient.  He  and 
those  who  sit  with  him  are  tongue-tied 
in  this  debate.  They  are  burning,  I 
know,  to  speak  their  true  feelings — to 
get  up  and  repudiate  the  action  of  their 
own  Government.  I  hope  the  Attorney 
General  will  say  something  upon  this 
Amendment,  because  I  am  satisfied  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  has  not 
placed  the  matter  fairly  before  the  Com- 
mittee. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  I 
am  sorry  to  say  I  am  obliged  to  state, 
most  distinctly,  that  there  is  no  law  in 
England  which  would  apply  in  the  sense, 
either  directly  or  indirectly,  indicated  by 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Anderson).  I  re- 
gret that  I  should  have  heard  such  state- 
ments made  under  a  misconception  of 
this  section.  This  section  provides  that 
a  person  may  be  prosecuted  before  a 
Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction,  if  he — 

"  Within  twelve  months  after  the  execution 
of  any  writ  of  possession  of  any  house  or  land 
shall  wrongfully  take  or  hold  forcible  possession 
of  such  house  or  land  or  any  part  thereof." 

No  question  of  title  could  then  bo  raised, 
and  no  question  of  title  which  could 
then  be  raised  would  be  any  bar  to  any 
proceedings,  because  the  question  of 
title  would  have  been  determined  under 
the  writ  of  possession.  There  is  no  pro- 
vision in  any  Statute  which  would  allow 
any  question  of  title  then  raised  to  be 
any  bar. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  claim  to  move,  **That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  Your  con- 
duct is  disgraceful. 
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The  CHMEMAN:  Order,  order! 
Unless  hon.  Gentlemen  are  able  more 
respectfully  to  restrain  themselves  I 
shall  be  obliged  to  take  notice  of  their 
conduct. 

Sir  TREVOE  LA.WRENOE  (speak- 
iog  from  his  seat,  and  with  head 
covered) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  wish  to  call 
your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner)  has 
called  me  and  other  hon.  Members 
'* damned  cowards." 

The  chairman  :  I  heard  no  such 
expression.  It  is  extremely  awkward 
and  inconvenient  to  take  notice  of  state- 
ments which  are  only  reported  in  dis- 
cussion, although  reported,  no  doubt,  in 
perfect  good  faith.  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member,  whoever  he  be,  who  is  so  im- 
pugned, will  withdraw  the  statement,  or 
disavow  having  made  it. 

Sir  TREVOR  LAWRENCE :  It  was 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Cork,  I  hope,  will  either  dis- 
avow or  withdraw  the  statement. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) 
(speaking  from  the  Cross  Benches  on 
the  Ministerial  side  of  the  House) :  In 
the  first  place,  Sir,  I  wish  to  say  that, 
as  usual,  I  have  been  misquoted.  I  dis- 
tinctly used  the  words ' '  damned  cowards, " 
and  I  applied  them  to  the  whole  crowd 
of  men  on  this  side  of  the  House.  I 
said  it,  and  I  would  say  it  again,  only  I 
would  not  be  in  Order ;  therefore  I  will 
withdraw  it. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  239; 
Noes  108:  Majority  131.— (Div.  List, 
No.  180.)  [3.20  A.M.] 

Question  put,  '^  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  111; 
Noes  240:  Majority  129.— (Div.  List, 
No.  181.)  [3.30  a.m.] 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA-  ' 
SURY  (Mr.   W.    H.   Smith)    (Strand,  i 
Westminster) :  I  claim  now  to  move  the 
Question — 

*'  That  the  words  '  or  (e)  shall  assault,  or  wil- 
fully and  unlawfully  resist  or  obstruct,  any 
sheriff,  constable,  bailiff,  process  server,  or 
other  minister  of  the  law,  while  in  the  execu- 
tion of  his  duty,  or  shall  assault  him  in  conse- 
quence of  such  execution,'  stand  part  of  the 
Clause,  be  now  put." 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  have  an 
Amendment  of  an  important  character 


on  the  Paper,  which  I  desire  to  move.  I 
would  ask  your  ruling.  Sir,  as  to  whether 
I  can  move  it  ?     [  Criee  of  *'  Order  !  "J 

Question  put  accordingly,  ''That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided: -^kyea  244; 
Noes  109:  Majority  135.— (Div.  List, 
No.  182.)  [3.45  A.M.] 

Question  put, 

"  That  the  words  '  or  (c)  shall  assault,  or  wil- 
fully and  unlawfully  resist  or  obstruct,  any 
sheriff,  constable,  bailiff,  process  server,  or 
other  minister  of  the  law,  while  in  the  execu- 
tion of  his  daty,  or  shall  assault  him  in  conse- 
quence of  such  execution,'  stand  part  of  the 
CI 


ause. 


The  Committee  divided: — Aves  244  ; 
Noes  111:  Majority  133.— (Div.  List, 
No.  183.)  [4.0  A.M.] 

The  C  a  IE  F  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  move  the  omission  of  the 
words  from  **person,"  inline  1,  page  3, 
to  ''any,"  in  line  3,  inclusive. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
1,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  *' person" 
to  the  word  **any  "  in  line  3,  inclusive.— 
( J/ir.  A,  J,  Balfour.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
'  person  who  shall  commit  any  offence 

Sunishable  under  the  Whiteboy  Acts  as 
efined  by  this  Act,'  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  I  wish  now,  10  minutes 
past  4  o'clock  in  the  morning,  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  whe- 
ther he  does  not  think  sufficient  progress 
has  been  made— [CVjmo/'**No,  no!"]— 
with  this  Bill  in  the  course  of  this  even- 
ing ?  I  have  no  wish  to  delay  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill ;  but  the  House  has 
been  now  sitting  for  12  hours,  and  you, 
Sir,  yourself,  have  been  10  hours  in  the 
Chair.  That  is  a  great  strain  upon  the 
physical  and  mental  powers  of  any  man, 
not  even  excepting  yourself.  Many  of 
us — I  for  one — have  been  engaged  in 
and  about  this  House  since  1  o'clock 
yesterday;  and,  inasmuch  as  there  is 
other  Business  of  importance  to  be  taken, 
I  think  we  are  justified  in  suggesting  to 
the  Goyernment  that  Progress  should  be 
now  reported.  In  reference  to  the  par- 
ticular Amendment  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee, that,  of  course,  is  moved  in  ac- 
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cordance  with  a  promise  made  earlier  in 
the  evening,  and  to  it  there  can  be  no 
objection,  especially  as  I  understand  the 
Government  are  willing  to  reconsider 
what  offences  under  the  Whiteboy  Acts 
should  be  included  in  this  clause.  With 
reference  to  Sub-section  5,  which  is  the 
only  remaining  sub-section  of  the  clause, 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  stated 
earlier  in  the  evening  that  there  were  some 
Amendments  worthy  of  discussion,  and 
the  discussion  of  which  would  take  some 
little  time.  I  think  I  may  ask  hon. 
Members  to  rise  for  a  moment  above  the 
excitement  and  fever-heat  to  which  they 
have  reached.  [^Tronical  eheer8.'\  Hon. 
Gentlemen  may  jeer  at  that  remark;  but 
they  must  candidly  confess  that  the  frame 
of  mind  in  which  the  Committee  has  been 
for  some  time  past  does  not  tend  to  a 
favourable  and  impartial  consideration 
of  Amendments.  There  is  a  fair  case  to 
ask  the  Government  that  Progress  should 
now  be  reported,  and  that  the  remaining 
Business  on  the  Paper  should  be  pro- 
ceeded with. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  fully  recognize  the  ex- 
tremely fair  spirit  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  approached  this 
question ;  but  I  think  I  also  may  claim 
to  deal  with  the  matter  before  the  Com- 
mittee in  an  equally  fair  and  candid 
spirit.  I  am  very  sorry  indeed  it  should 
have  been  necessary  to  keep  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen sitting  here  till  so  late  an  hour. 
I  had  hoped  we  might  have  got  through 
the  Business  of  the  evening  before  this. 
There  is  an  understanding  that  these 
words  should  bo  omitted ;  surely  they 
should  not  be  the  occasion  of  any  debate 
at  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho- 
roughly admits  that.  Then  we  come  to 
Sub-section  5.  There  is  a  disposition 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment  he  has 
on  the  Paper.  That  being  the  case,  and 
seeing  that  we  really  have  got  very 
nearly  to  the  end  of  the  clause,  it  does 
seem  to  me  we  should  lose  time,  instead 
of  gaining  it,  if  we  reported  Progress 
now.  I  think  that  with  moderation, 
good  temper,  and  good  feeling,  we  may 
be  able  to  complete  our  work,  work 
which  I  had  hoped  we  should  have  com- 
pleted earlier  without  any  undue  strain 
upon  yourself.  Sir,  or  any  officers  of  the 

Mr,  Henry  H,  Fowler 


House.  I  will  take  no  contentious  Busi- 
ness after  this  clause  is  reported. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford.  N) : 
The  desire  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  be  courteous  we  must  all  admit ;  but 
I  did  not  gather  from  his  remarks  that 
the  Government  will  assent  to  the  Motion 
to  report  Progress  after  the  omission  of 
Sub-section  4  is  agreed  to.  The  5th 
sub -section  relates  to  matters  of  great 
importance,  and,  therefore,  it  is  not 
right  it  should  be  forced  on  at  this 
hour. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  thought  I  had 
explained  myself.  It  appears  to  me  to 
be  reasonable  that  we  should  take  the 
clause,  seeing  that  we  are  prepared  to 
meet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  in  the  Amendment 
he  desires  to  move. 

Sir  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe) :  I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  excuse 
my  expressing  myself  very  strongly 
on  this  subject.  We  feel  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  late  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Charles  Russell)  demands  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Committee,  and  that  it 
is  impossible  at  this  hour  (4.15) — in  fact, 
I  think  it  would  be  impossible  at  any 
hour  after  12  o'clock — to  do  justice  to 
such  an  important  Amendment.  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  will  remember 
that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  drev 
most  especial  attention  to  this  sub-sec- 
tion of  the  clause  in  the  speech  which 
he  made  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  This  has  always  been  felt  by 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House  to 
be  one  of  the  most  contentious  points  in 
the  Bill ;  and,  therefore,  I  hope  he  will 
not  insist  upon  taking  the  5th  sub-sec- 
tion this  morning.  I  can  quite  under- 
stand the  right  hon.  Gentleman  feeling 
it  is  important  to  get  to  a  certain  portion 
of  the  Bill  at  this  Sitting ;  but,  as  re- 
gards the  5th  sub  section,  it  was  sug- 
gested by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John 
Morley ),  earlier  in  the  evening,  that  that 
was  a  point  at  which  the  Government 
might  stop.  The  5th  sub-section  stands 
in  a  very  dififerent  category  to  the  rest. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  perseveres 
with  the  sub-section,  I  shall  feel  bound 
to  utter  the  strongest  protest  in  my 
power  against  such  a    proceeding,    I 
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trust  the  Government  will  not  go  be- 
yond the  Amendment  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  has  just  moved. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  I  have  a 
suggestion  to  make  which  may  possibly 
meet   the  views    of    the    Government. 
There  cannot  be  the  slightest  doubt  that 
Sub-section  5  is  not  only  novel  in  its  cha- 
racter,  but  is  of  the  most  serious  and 
wide-reaching  character.     To  lay  down 
the  proposition  that  this  Committee  is 
to  be  called  upon  to  pass  into  law  such 
a  provision  as  that,  which  will  practically 
leave  the  entire  Press  of  Ireland  at  the 
mercy  of  the  magistrates,  is  most  extra- 
ordinary, and  unprecedented  in  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  House.   This  clause  has 
been  urged  through  the  Committee  at  a 
rate  which  we  certainly  consider  to  be 
most  unjust  and  unfair  to  us.     It  has 
been  the  custom  to  discuss  at  considerable 
length,    even    after    they  have    passed 
through  Committee,  clauses  of  such  a 
complicated  character  as  this;  and  the 
proposal  I  have  to  make  is  that  if  the 
Government  can  see  their  way  to  aban- 
doning the  5th  sub-section,  we  shall  not 
offer  any  further  opposition  to  the  pass- 
ing of  the  clause.     This  is  a  sub-section 
of  a  most  extraordinary  character,  and, 
as  has  already  been  pointed  out,  there 
is  an  important  Amendment  to  it  on  the. 
Paper  in  the  name  of  the  late  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Charles  Eussell),  who  has 
a  claim  even  upon  the  present  Govern- 
ment to  have  his  Amendment  discussed. 
Surely  it  is  very   strange  the  Govern- 
ment are  in  such  a  hurry  that  they  will 
not  allow  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  move  an  Amendment  to  which 
he  has  already  stated  in  the  House  he 
attaches  the  utmost  importance.  I  think 
I  see  a  way  in  which  the  difficulty  can 
be  got  over,  and  that  is  by  the  Govern- 
ment agreeing  to  omit  the  sub- section. 
The  willingness  of  the  Government  to 
meet  the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   the    Member    for    East   Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  in  the 
Amendment  he  has  to  the  sub- section, 
affords  us  very  little  consolation  indeed. 
Even  with  the  words  omitted,  we  should 
be  landed  in  the  old  squabble  as  to  the 
meaning  of  the  words.     The  offer  of  the 
First    Lord    of  the  Treasury  is  quite 
illusory ;  and  to  enable  the  (Government 
to  state  their  views  on  the  matter  I  beg 
to  move  that  Progress  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<*  X'hat  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 


land    ask    leave    to    sit    again."— ( If r. 
'  Dillon,)  ^ 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  We  really  can- 
not  agree  to  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress now,  whatever  course  may  be 
forced  upon  us  at  a  later  period.  The 
words  to  be  omitted  are  words  which  the 
whole  Committee  desires  to  omit ;  and, 
therefore,  it  would  be  unreasonable  that 
we  should  not  at  least  make  progress 
so  far  as  their  omission  is  concerned. 

Mr.     henry    H.    fowler  :    I 
should  like  to  say,  in  reference  to  the 
offer  with   regard   to   my  Amendment, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  overlooked 
the  previous  Amendment  standing  in  the 
name  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the    Member  for   South  Hackney  (Sir 
Charles  Russell)^  which  is  to  leave  out 
the   whole  sub-section.     Of  course,  my 
Amendment  is  based  on  the  hypothesis— 
perhaps  a  correct  one — that  the  Com- 
mittee will  reject  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.     Having  re- 
gard to  the  position  my  hoo.  and  learned 
Friend    occupies    in    the    House,    and 
to  the   fact  that   on    the   second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  he   particularly  stated 
that    he    meant    to    raise    the    whole 
Press  question  on  this  clause,  I  appeal 
to  the  Gt)vemment  not  to  proceed  with 
the  5th  subsection  to-night.     I  quite 
agree  with  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  has  said  with 
respect  to  not  reporting  Progress  now. 
Let  us  omit  the  words  in  question,  and 
then  let  the  5th  sub-section  stand  over, 
so  that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  may 
submit  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  It  would  be 
impossible  for  us  to  accept  the  sugges- 
tion made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)— 
namely,  that  we  should  purchase  the 
passing  of  this  clause  by  the  sacrifice  of 
the  5th  sub-section.  To  that  sub-section 
we  attach  great  importance,  and  we 
would  not  willingly  abandon  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  has  adverted  to  the  fact  that 
this  sub-section  is  one  on  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  late  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Charles  Russell)  desires  to 
move  an  Amendment.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  announced,  in  his 
speech  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  that  the  Amendment  to  which  he 
attaches  special  importance  raises  the 
whole    Press    question.     I    regret    as 
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much  as  anybody  that  we  are  driven 
by  the  course  which  has  been  pursued 
by  certain  Gentlemen  in  this  House  to 
discuss  anything,  however  trivial,  at 
this  hour  of  the  morning  (4.30) ;  but  we 
must,  after  all,  choose  the  lesser  of  two 
evils.  It  may  be  better  for  us  to  choose 
to  discuss  matters  at  an  hour  when  we 
would  all  be  better  in  bed  than  to  allow 
Public  Business  to  be  indefinitely  and 
hopelessly  prolonged. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  :  I  do  not  think  the  Govern- 
ment can  properly  understand  the  offer 
we  make  to  them.  We  think  we  are 
making  a  concession  in  assenting  to  the 
postponement  of  the  5th  sub-section. 
The  Eeport  stage  undoubtedly  gives  the 
Government  a  great  advantage,  because 
on  Eeport  a  Member  is  only  allowed  to 
speak  once. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  We  promised 
to  re-commit  the  Bill,  if  there  is  any 
alteration  of  any  importance. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE:  I  do  not 
think  there  was  any  desire  on  these 
Benches  to  oppose  the  Motion  made  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  before  the  Motion 
for  reporting  Progress  was  made.  We 
are  all  agreed  upon  the  desirability  of 
omitting  at  once  the  4th  sub-section ;  what 
we  now  want  is  this — that  the  Chief 
Secretary  should  also  postpone  the  5th 
sub-section,  especially  in  the  absence  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
Eussell.)  If  to  that  question  we  get  a 
simple  answer — and  the  answer  can  be 
simple — our  future  course  of  action  will  be 
decided.  We  cannot  think  the  Govern- 
ment wish  to  be  so  unreasonable  as  to 
press  this  sub-section  in  the  absence  of 
its  chief  opponent.  If  the  Government 
give  us  a  satisfactory  answer  as  regards 
the  5th  sub-section  I  have  just  heard 
that  the  Motion  to  report  Progress  will 
be  withdrawn. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  gather  from  the  few 
observations  which  fell  from  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  that  he  contemplates  reporting 
Progress  after  the  omission  of  these 
words,  because  he  said  **  whatever 
course  we  may  be  forced  to  adopt."  I 
do  not  understand  what  the  position  of 
the  Government  is,  because  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  plainly  indicated — 
at  least,  that  was  the  impression  he  con- 
veyed to  me — that  the  Government 
would  be  willing  to  report  Progress  at 
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some  stage  before  the  clause  was  taken. 
I  am  quite  prepared  to  withdraw  my  Mo- 
tion to  report  Progress  if  the  Government 
will  assure  us  that  they  will  report  Pro- 
gress after  the  present  Amendment  is  dis- 
posed of,  and  before  the  5th  sub-section 
is  taken.  What  I  object  to  is  that  the 
5th  sub-section  should  be  taken  without 
adequate  discussion,  and  in  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
Eussell).  It  would  be  a  disgrace  and  a 
shame  if  no  discussion  were  allowed  upon 
such  an  Amendment  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  placed  upon  the 
Paper.  Before  I  sit  down  I  desire  to 
protest  most  earnestly  against  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
I  absolutely  deny  that  there  has  been, 
during  this  night,  any  obstruction  what- 
ever, or  even  prolongation  of  debate,  on 
these  Benches.  I  do  not  know  what 
opinion  may  exist  as  to  the  proceedings 
of  other  nights  ;  but  I  completely  deny 
that  there  has  been  any  obstruction  to- 
night, and  I  have,  on  previous  occasions, 
seen  debates  drawn  out  to  very  great 
lengths  upon  subjects  of  infinitesimal 
importance  compared  with  the  clause 
we  have  been  discussing  to-night.  I 
think  it  is  a  great  pity  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  is  responsible  for 
the  government  of  Ireland,  and  who 
ought  to  do  what  he  considers  to  be 
necessary  in  as  inoffensive  a  manner  as 
he  can,  should  have  used  an  expression 
which  he  must  know  he  ought  not  to 
have  used,  and  which,  at  all  events,  must 
inevitably  make  his  task  more  difficult 
in  Ireland.  When  he  insults  us,  he  will 
invariably  find  his  path  bestrewed  with 
difficulties.  [Laughter.']  It  is  all  very 
well  to  laugh,  but  man  after  man  has 
broken  down  in  the  attempt  to  govern 
Ireland.  It  is  no  laughing  matter  at  aU, 
and  it  is  a  foolish  thing,  and  an  unwise 
thing,  and  a  sad  thing,  to  see  an  Irish 
Chief  Secretary  begin  his  task,  which  is 
no  joke  for  any  man,  by  sneering  at  and 
insulting  the  Irish  Eepresentatives. 

Mr.  T.  M.  he ALY  :  Surely  the  Go- 
vernment might  honour  us  with  a  few 
words  in  reply.  An  hon.  Friend  of  mine 
made  a  mistake  in  regard  to  the  Irish 
Chief  Secretary.  We  know  upon  the 
authority  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Central 
Leeds  (Mr.  Gerald  Balfour)  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) only  took  the  position  of  Irish 
Chief  Secretary  because  he  despiaeBtha 


1017 


Criminal  Law 


{May  23,  1887}     Amendment  {Ireland)  Bill.  1018 


Irieli  soil— [Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub:  When 
was  that  said?]  In  this  House  to  an 
hon.  Member  of  this  House. 

DR.TANNEE(MidOork):  Swallowit 

The  chairman  :  I  heard  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  make  use  of  a 
most  offensive  observation.  I  call  upon 
him  to  withdraw  the  observation. 

Dr.  tanner  (sitting  in  his  place, 
and  raising  bis  hat) :  Certainly,  Sir. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  rise  in  his  place  and  withdraw 
the  observation. 

Dr.  tanner  (rising) :  Certainly,  if 
you  wish  it. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  rise  to  Order, 
Sir.  I  ask  you  whether  the  manner  in 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  withdraws 
the  observation  is  one  which  is  conducive 
to  the  dignity  of  this  House  ?  Ho  simply 
says  he  will  withdraw  it  if  you  wish  it, 
and  expresses  no  regret  for  the  use  of 
the  language. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  suggest 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  seeing  that 
these  are  onlv  informal  matters 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Cork  must  express  his 
regret. 

Dr.  TANNER:  Certainly,  Sir;  I 
thought  I  had  already  clearly  expressed 
my  regret.    If  you  wish  it  I  withdraw. 

The  chairman  :  I  wish  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Cork  to  understand 
that  it  is  a  duty  he  owes  to  the  Com- 
mittee not  only  to  abstain  from  the  use 
of  offensive  observations,  but  to  apolo- 
gize for  the  one  he  has  just  used. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Certainly,  Sir. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  They  are  not  so 
very  delicate  to  us,  when  they  continue 
in  this  manner.  On  the  point  at  which 
we  have  arrived  we  are  asking  for  a 
very  reasonable  concession 

Mr.  BYRON  REED  (Bradford,  E.) : 
I  call  your  attention,  Sir,  to  the  fact  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr. 
Tanner)  immediately  repeated  the  offen- 
sive expression. 

Admiral  MAYNE  (Pembroke  and 
Haverfordwest) :  I  beg  to  confirm  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Bradford. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  I  must  say  I  was  sitting  imme- 
diately in  front  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Cork,  and  was  in  a  position  to  hear 
what  he  said,  and  I  absolutely  deny  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Members  opposite. 


Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  am  in  a  position.  Sir,  to  do 
the  same. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr.  Tanner) 
himself  whether  he  avows  or  disavows 
having  repeated  the  expression  ?  I  must 
ask  whether  he  disavows  having  repeated 
the  expression  ? 

Dr.  TANNER:  Certainly,  Sir;  I  rise 
to  say 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  must  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  whether  he 
disavows  having  repeated  the  observa- 
tion? 

Dr.  tanner  :  Yes,  of  course.  There 
has  been  another  mistake  made  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — I  never  said 
anything  of  the  sort. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  would  point 
out  that  in  the  first  instance  no  mistake 
was  made  by  any  hon.  Member.  I  heard 
the  remark  myself. 

Dr.  tanner  :  Can  I  disavow  what  I 
did  not  say  ?  I  state  that  I  did  not  re- 
peat the  expression,  and,  of  course,  I 
cannot  disavow  what  I  did  not  say. 

Mr.  p.  stanhope  ( Wednesbury) : 
I  am  in  a  position  to  state  exactly  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  said.  He  was  asked 
by  an  hon.  Gentleman  behind  him  to 
state  what  was  the  observation  which  he 
said  which  was  considered  offensive  to 
the  Committee,  and  for  which  he  ex- 
pressed his  apologies.  He  told  the  hon. 
Member  quietly  what  the  observation 
was,  and  the  answer  he  made  was  im- 
mediately taken  up  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  as  being  a  repetition  of  the 
offensive  language. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  matter  can 
now  come  to  a  close. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  am  afraid  that 
this  incident  shows  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment the  undesirability — in  fact  the 
hopelessness — of  pretending  to  conduct 
debate  in  the  condition  in  which  hon. 
Members  find  themselves.  I  would  sub- 
mit that  it  is  unfair  to  ask  us  to  debate 
this  sub-section,  which  places  the  peace 
of  the  country  at  the  mercy  of  two 
Executive  characters  at  so  late  an  hour 
of  the  morning.  [^Interruption.']  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  talk  amongst  them- 
self  in  a  loud  tone  in  order  that  none  of 
us  may  be  heard,  and  they  consider  that 
they  conduct  debates  in  a  reasonable 
way.  I  should  consider  that  this  Motion 
should  be  withdrawn,  if  we  could  get 
from  Her  Majesty's  Government  a  state- 
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ment  that  tbey  do  not  intend  to  press 
this  important  sub-section  to-night.  I 
think  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
was  on  the  point  of  making  a  concession 
to  us  when  the  unpleasant  incident 
which  has  just  terminated  arose.  There 
has  been  so  much  unpleasantness  to-day 
that  it  might  be  desirable,  after  all,  when 
you  are  dealing  with  a  large  Party, 
assisted  as  it  is  by  the  sympathy  of 
other  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  when  you 
have  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  be 
proposed  by  the  late  Attorney  General 
for  England,  it  is  desirable,  I  say,  and 
it  is  due  to  the  position  of  that 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  that  you 
should  give  a  little  time  before  bringing 
this  clause  to  a  termination.  I  do  appeal 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to 
say  that  after  this  Amendment  is  dis- 
posed of  he  would  be  disposed  not  to 
insist  upon  further  progress  being  made 
with  the  Bill. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think  it  would 
be  much  more  convenient  if  the  Com- 
mittee took  the  Business  in  the  order  in 
which  it  stands  upon  the  Paper.  If  we 
disposed  of  the  Amendment  now  before 
the  Committee,  it  would  then  be  fitting 
to  consider  the  suggestion  as  to  when 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Hackney  should  be  entered  upon. 

Mr.  DILLON  :  Under  those  circum- 
stances I  withdraw  my  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  negatived ; 
words  struck  out  accordingly. 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.) :  I  would  now  repeat  my 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  and  I  put  it  specially  on  the 
ground  of  what  is  fair  to  this  side  of 
the  Committee,  and  of  what  is  fair  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
Russell).  I  move,  Sir,  that  you  report 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr, 
Henry  H.  Fowler,) 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  cannot  say 
that  I  think  the  ground  upon  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  makes  this  Motion 
is  a  sufficient  one.  I  do  not  want  to  do 
anything  at  any  time,  either  in  Com- 
mittee or  in  the  House,  which  appears 
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to  be  unreasonable ;  but,  surely,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  South 
Hackney  should  have  been  in  his  place. 
He  has  not  been  present  on  the  Com- 
mittee, unless  I  am  very  much  mistaken, 
during  the  whole  evening;  and  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  feels  that 
the  Motion  the  hon.  ana  learned  Gentle- 
man has  to  make  is  an  important  one, 
I  do  not  know  anyone  who  is  more 
capable  of  doing  justice  to  it  than  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself.  I  am 
sure  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman's  argu- 
ments in  support  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  would  be 
as  good  as  any  which  could  be  urged 
against  the  sub-section.  It  does  seem 
to  me  a  great  misfortune  that  we  should 
have  now  an  Amendment  thrown  in  the 
way  of  the  completion  of  this  clause.  It 
seems  to  me  unreasonable  that  a  further 
delay  should  be  asked  for,  when  the 
Committee  has  fully  considered  the 
whole  question,  and  when  it  is,  I  think, 
in  a  position  to  dispose  of  the  most  im- 
portant question  remaining  on  the  Paper 
in  a  very  short  time.  As  I  understand 
it,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  is 
prepared  to  make  the  Motion  himself. 
If  he  does  we  will  accept  it  in  that  way, 
and  meet  him  in  a  reasonable  manner. 
He  is  aware  that  on  the  Report  stage 
he  can  move  this  Amendment ;  but  I 
must  say  it  is  rather  hard  that  in  a  full 
Committee,  ready  and  disposed  to  enter 
into  the  consideration  of  these  questionR 
-[_'' No,  no !  "]  Well,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite — I 
would  say  in  a  full  Committee,  readj 
and  disposed  to  go  on  with  the  Business, 
I  think  it  is  hard  that  we  should  now  be 
prevented  in  finishing  the  clause  which 
we  very  reasonably  asked  to  be  allowed 
to  finish  at  an  early  period  of  the 
evening. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham. 
W.) :  I  do  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  will  let  his  better  nature 
prevail.  I  apprehend  that  the  fact  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  (Sir  Charles 
Russell)  is  not  present  to  move  his  Amend- 
ment may  very  well  be  accounted  for  by 
the  extraordinary  progress  we  have  made 
this  evening.  [^Laughter,']  I  think  that 
is  a  very  reasonable  statement — that  we 
have  made  extraordinary  progress  this 
evening.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
could  not  have  expected  that  we  would 
have  reached  his  Amendment  to-night- 
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The  offer  the  right  hoD.  Gentleman 
opposite  has  made  with  regard  to  the 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  does  not  meet  the  case  at  all. 
It  is  the  original  Amendment — the 
omission  of  the  sub-section — which  the 
whole  of  this  side  of  the  Committee  has 
the  strongest  desire  to  have  debated  ably 
and  fully,  and  without  reserve,  and  that 
cannot  possibly  be  done  at  5  o'clock  in 
the  moruing.  Sir,  I  would  like  to  ap- 
peal to  the  Law  OflBcers  of  the  Crown, 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral ;  I  would  ask  them  to  put  in  a  plea 
for  their  learned  brother  on  this  side, 
that  some  consideration  should  be  shown 
to  his  position,  and  to  the  important 
Amendment  of  which  he  has  given  No- 
tice. I  would  call  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's attention  to  the  scenes  of  the 
last  quarter  of  an  hour ;  and  I  would 
ask  him  whether  they  are  not  argu- 
ments entirely  in  favour  of  the  Motion 
of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler). 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  was  not 
here  on  Friday  night,  when  he  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper.  His  Amend- 
ment on  that  occasion  was  moved  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dumfries  (Mr.  R.  T.  Reid). 
There  was  a  previous  Amendment  on 
the  Paper  to-night  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Hackney  ;  but  he  was  not 
here  to  move  it.  I  must  say  there  was 
no  reason  to  suppose  that  this  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  reached  to-night ; 
and  we  cannot  help  observing  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Hackney  has  not  been  in  the 
House  during  any  part  of  the  debate. 

Sir  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH:  It  was  never  expected  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Hack- 
ney (Sir  Charles  Russell)  would  come  on 
to-night.  There  is  not  the  slightest  de- 
sire on  this  (the  Front  Opposition)  Bench 
to  obstruct  the  Bill.  [**  Oh,  oh !  "]  Yes ; 
I  repeat  that  statement.  It  is  not  rea- 
sonable to  expect  hon.  Gentlemen  to  be 
here  to  move  Amendments  when  it  was 
not  expected  that  so  much  progress 
\^ould  be  made.  But  the  force  of  our 
appeal  lies  in  this  —  that  we  consider 


this  sub- section  one  of  the  most  im-^ 
portant  parts  of  the  Bill— one  that 
ought  to  be  fully  debated,  and  debated 
at  an  hour  when  the  attention  of  Mem- 
bers can  be  given  to  it  fairly,  and  when 
the  attention  of  the  public  can  be  pro- 
perly directed  to  the  matter.  It  is  because 
the  sub- section  is  so  important,  and  be- 
cause we  entertain  such  strong  feelings 
with  regard  to  it,  that  we  do  most  strongly 
urge  on  Her  Majesty's  Government — 
certainly  on  the  Leader  of  the  House — 
that  it  would  not  be  fair  to  a  large  sec- 
tion of  the  Members  of  this  House  if 
this  sub-section  were  pressed  at  this 
hour  of  the  morning.  I  think  it  would 
be  impossible  to  take  this  sub-section  in 
the  present  state  of  feeling  in  the  House 
without  a  very  lengthened  space  of 
time  being  devoted  to  its  consideration. 
Upon  this  part  of  the  Bill  there  arise  a 
great  number  of  important  questions 
with  regard  to  the  Press,  and  we  do  once 
more  beg  hon.  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  Committee  to  recognize  the 
fairness  of  our  appeal  and  the  injustice 
that  would  be  done  to  the  opinions  and 
feelings  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House  if  this  question  were  not  fully 
debated,  and  debated  in  such  a  manner 
that  the  public  may  know  what  takes 
place. 

The  chairman  :  It  may,  perhaps, 
influence  the  conduct  of  Members  of  the 
Committee  if  I  point  out  to  them  that  it 
would  not  now  be  proper  to  put  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney.  The  first 
word  ''  any  "  in  Sub-section  5  has  been 
struck  out,  and  the  words  that  remain  to 
be  dealt  with  are — 

**  Person  who,  hy  words  or  acts,  shall  incite, 
solicit,  encoarage,  or  persuade  aay  other  person 
to  commit  any  of  the  offencte  hereinbefore 
mentioned." 

The  adoption  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  South 
Hackney  would  not  make  sense.  There- 
fore, it  is  impossible  to  deal  with  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  proposal. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Even  supposing 
that  the  word  *•  any  "  is  allowed  to  re- 
main, could  it  not  be  struck  out  on  the 
Report  stage?  It  so  happens  that  in 
the  clause  we  have  just  passed  a  word 
remains  which  is  rather  an  absurdity — 
which  will  have  to  be  struck  out  on 
Report.  So  can  this  word  "any"  be 
struck  out.    I  would  add  this  suggestion 
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—you  are  going  to  deal  with  the  question 
of  the  Whiteboy  Acts  on  the  Report 
stage  with  any  Amendments  that  you 
may  consider  necessary.  Then  I  would 
propose  that  you  should  take  this  clause 
now,  omitting  Sub-section  5,  as  well  as 
Sub- section  4,  and  put  them  in  on  the 
Beport  stage,  re-committing  the  Bill  then. 
That,  I  think,  is  a  perfectly  reasonable 
proposition.  It  would  get  the  Committee 
out  of  the  difficulty  into  which  it  appears 
to  have  got.  [Inter r up t ion. 1  I  am  ad- 
dressing myself  to  those  in  charge  of  the 
Bill.  I  make  a  suggestion  that  will  give 
the  Government  practictdly  everything 
they  want.  They  can  put  those  words 
in  on  the  Keport  stage. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  hope  wo 
shall  not  have  to  re-commit  the  Bill  in 
regard  to  the  Whiteboy  Acts,  for  I  am 
of  opinion  that  we  shall  find  Sub-section 
4  quite  sufficfent.  Would  it  not  meet 
the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  if 
the  Government  were  to  give  a  pledge 
that  the  debate  on  this  question  on  Re- 
port shall  be  brought  on  early — ^before 
dinner  in  the  evening,  at  a  time  when, 
if  necessary,  an  important  debate  can 
take  place  on  the  suDJect?  Would  not 
that  meet  the  views  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  and  his  Friends 
around  him  ? 

Me.  henry  H.  fowler  :  The 
view  we  take  upon  this  matter  is  this— I 
was  obliged  to  put  it  on  what  I  may  call 
the  ordinary  grounds  of  courtesy,  which 
have  often  had  considerable  weight  on 
both  sides  of  this  Table  in  the  manage- 
ment of  Public  Business.  Our  appeal 
on  those  grounds  has  been  in  vain.  I 
now  put  it  on  the  ground  of  public  prin- 
ciple. I  contend  that  it  is  impossible 
for  anyone  to  debate  a  question  of  this 
kind  at  5  o'clock  in  the  morning.  I  ap- 
peal to  the  oldest  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons  to  say  whether  he  ever 
knew  an  important  debate  to  take  place 
at  this  hour  of  the  morning.  [**  Yes  !  "] 
Someone  says  *'Yes."  I  suppose  it  is 
some  hon.  Member  who  is  here  in  the 
House  for  the  first  time,  and  he  is  ready 
to  give  us  the  benefit  of  his  experience  of 
two  or  three  months.  I  know  something 
about  all- eight  scenes  in  this  House. 
They  reflect  no  credit  on  the  House  of 
Commons  or  Parliamentary  institutions, 
and  I,  for  one,  am  very  sorry  that  there 
ever  should  be  any  necessity  for  such  a 
thing.  Where  AU-ni^ht  Sittings  have 
taken  place,  their  object  has  been  to 
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arrive  at  the  definite  and  formal  con- 
clusion to  which  the  House  has  practi- 
cally arrived  many  hours  before.  The 
question  now  before  the  Committee  has 
never  been  raised  in  any  one  of  the 
debates  which  has  previously  occurred, 
and  I  am  quite  ready  to  admit  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that  there 
has  been  many  questions  that  have 
been  debated  over  and  over  again  in 
this  House.  I  do  not  deny  that  for  a 
moment ;  but  I  say,  as  an  historic  fact, 
that  the  question  of  the  operation  of 
this  Bill  on  the  Press  of  Ireland  has 
never  been  debated  at  all.  I  ask  in 
that  fairness  which  is  due  from  a  ma- 
jority to  a  minority,  and  in  the  fairness 
which  I  am  sure  has  always  characterized 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  is  now 
leading  the  House,  that  so  grave  and 
important  a  discussion  as  this  should 
not  be  brought  on  at  5  o'clock  in  the 
morning. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think,  perhaps, 
the  best  solution  of  the  question  is 
to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy). 
We  will  strike  the  sub-section  out  of  the 
Bill  now,  with  the  object  of  introducing 
it  on  Report.  The  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Hackney  can  then  be  con- 
sidered. I  understand  that  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  will  be  content  that  the 
2nd  clause  should  be  disposed  of  in  this 
way. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  WiU  you  re- 
commit  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  That  will  be 
the  form  in  which  we  will  then  take  it 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  Recommit  the 
Bill? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  The  proposal ii 
to  strike  this  subsection  out  of  the  Bill 
now,  and  to  bring  it  up  again  on  Report 
That  I  understand  is  the  arrangement 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLER:  With 
regard  to  this  question  of  re-committing 
the  Bill,  I  see  the  force  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member's  argument ;  but  I 
would  ask  him  to  see  what  the  poaitioa 
of  the  matter  is.  If  the  Qovemment 
pursued  a  different  course,  and  if  we 
were  in  a  majority,  all  that  we  could  do 
would  be  to  strike  this  sub-sectionoutof 
the  Bill.  We  could  do  nothing  moie^ 
and  then  the  Government  micrbt  agais  i 
propose  to  bring  it  in  on  Report,  when 
we  should  have  to  discuss  it  again.   I 
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am  bound  to  aay  that  I  think  tlio  offer 
the  rig;ht  hon.  Qentleman  haa  made  is  i 
fair  one.  and  I  would  ask  the  Committef 
to  accept  it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Sub-seclion  5. 

Question.  "  That  Sub-section  5  stand 
part  of  the  CJause,"  put,  and  negattted. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clauae,  aa  amended,  stand 
port  of  the  Bill." 

Me.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.):  There 
are  a  number  of  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  which  have  not  been  formally 
smothered  as  yet. 

Mb.  DILTX)N  (Mayo,  E.) :  Before 
you  put  the  clauae.  Sir — I  do  not  intend 
to  raise  a  discussion  at  this  hour  of  the 
morning,  but  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
protesting  against  the  course  which  ia 
being  taken.  This  clause  is  of  enormous 
importance;  and  to  say  that  ws  are  to 
pass  it  as  we  are  compelled  to  do  now, 
practically  *ub  lilentio,  is  moat  unreason- 
able. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divid»d : — Ayea  235  ; 
Noes  103:  Majority  132.— (Di».  List, 
No.  184.)  [5.0  A.M.J 

Committee  report  Progreaa ;  to  sit 
again  upon  Tuetdag  7th  June. 

TRUSTS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT  (1867)  AMESD- 
MEKT  BILL. 

{Mr.  Solicitar  Oenernl  fir  Statlani,   TH*  Lord 

Adueeait.) 

[bill  225.]      COUMITTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"That  the  Committee  be  deferred  till 
Monday  6th  June." 

Ma.  T.  M.  HBALY  (Longford,  N.): 
Perhaps  the  Government  wilt  say  now 
what  they  propose  to  do  in  respect  to  the 
adjournment  for  the  holidays. 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  What  I  propose  to  do  ia 
to  move  that  the  House,  after  its  sitting 
to-day  at  2  o'clock,  shall  adjourn  until 
the  6th  of  June.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  do 
not  like  it,  I  will  not  make  that  Motion  ; 
I  merely  wished  to  save  hon.  Gentlemen 
the  trouble  of  coming  down  to-morrow. 
r"Ob!"}  Then  I  will  not  make  the 
UotioB  now. 

yOL.  OOOXV.    [TBiBD  BBKiaa.] 
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Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 
Committee    deferred  till  ifonday   6th 
June. 

MUNICIPAL    CORPORATIONS   ACTS 

(IRELAND)  AMENDMENT  {No,   2)   BILL. 

{Sir  Jamtt  Carry,  Mr.  Eatrt,  Mr.  JoKntton.) 

[bill  176.]      COWaiDERATIOIT. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

SiE  JAMES  OOEET  (Armagh,  Mid) : 
I  have  to  move  that  the  Bill,  as  amended, 
be  now  considered  ;  and  I  wish  to  make 
a  prnpoaaltotliehon.  Member  fur  West 
Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton),  which  I  hope  will 
obviate  any  delay  in  the  passing  of  the 
Kill.  It  is  that  in  the  Belfast  Main 
Drainage  Bill  I  will  move  to  insert  a 
new  clause  to  give  the  same  power  aa  is 
poasessed  in  England  under  the  Borough 
Funds  Act. 

Mb.SEXTON (Belfast, W.):  lappre- 
hend,  in  the  first  place,  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  will  not  have  the  power  to  do 
what  he  proposes.  I  think  it  would  be 
much  more  convenient  if  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Bill  were  postponed  until  the 
6th  June. 

Conaideration,  aa  amended,  deftrrtd 
till  Mffndaj/  6th  June. 

M  0TI0N8. 

MUNICIPAL  REGULATION  (CONSTABU- 
LARY,   &c.)     (BELFAST)    BILL. 
UOTIOH    FOB  LEAVE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  leave  be  given  to  brin^  in  a  Bill  to 
iiinend  the  Acta  relating  to  tbe  Royal  Irish  Con' 
itabulury,  and  to  make  proviaioQ  for  the  appoiut- 
meDt  of  a,  Watoh  Committee  ia  Belfart,  and  for 
sther  purpoeea  in  relation  thereto." — [CoUmel 
Kir>g-Harm<m.) 

He.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :    I  sop- 

Sose  this  Bill  will  be  circulated  imme- 
lately  ? 

The  PAEIJAMENTAEY  UNDEE 
3E0BETAEY  fob  IRELAND  (Colonel 
Kuto-Habhan)  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) : 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
[  think  this  Bill  ia  opposed ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  it  ia  monstrous  to  aek  leave  to  in- 
roduce  a  Bill  of  tbia  kind  at  this  time 
)f  the  morning.  We  have  Billa  tinker- 
ng  with  the  Eoyal  Irish  Conatabularj 
ivery  Seeaion.  We  do  not  know  what 
:hiB  Bill  is.  Why  should  it  be  brought 
)n  after  5  o'clock  in  the  morning  } 
3L 
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Colonel  KTNG-HARMAN  :  I  did  not 
know  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
objected  to  the  Bill.   The  6th  of  June. 

"Motion  postponed  till  Monday  6th  June. 

ADJOURNMENT  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  TT.  R.  Smith.) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  until 
what  hour  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Two  o'clock. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEA.LY :  Is  it  not  neces- 
sary to  make  a  separate  Motion  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  sufficient  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  mention 
the  hour. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  not  name  3  o'clock  ? 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 
after  Five  o'clock,  a.m. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  24th  May,  1887. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]  —  Provisional  Order  Bill  — 
Ordered— First  Beeuling — Local  Government 
(Ireland)  (Eilliney  and  Ballybrack)  •  [275 J. 

PRIVATE   BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  39  and  129  be 
iospended,  and  that  the  time  for  depositing 
Petitions  against  Private  Bills,  or  against  any 
Bill  to  confirm  any  .Provisional  Order,  or  Pro- 
visional Certificate,  and  for  depositing  dupli- 
cates of  any  Documents  relating  to  any  Bill  to 
confirm  any  Provisional  Order,  or  Provisional 
Certificate,  be  extended  to  Monday  6th  June. — 
{The  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Meatte.) 

Q  UE 8TI0N8. 


THE  MAGISTRACY— NONCONFORMIST 
MAGISTRATES  TN  FLINTSHIRE. 

Mb.  S.  SMITH  (Flintshire)  asked  the 
Secreta^  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  is  aware  that  there 
are  oyer  30  Nonconformists  in  Flintshire 
legally  qualified  to  hold  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace;  and  why  none  of  those 
are  appointed,  seeing  that  two-thirds  of 
the  population  of  the  county  are  Non- 
conformists? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
not  aware  that  the  facts  are  as  sug- 
gested by  the   hon.  Qentleman.     The 


information  I  have  is  to  the  contrary 
effect,  as  I  have  already  twice  stated  to 
the  House. 

BURMAH  —  LICENSING  AND  REGULA- 
TION OF  IMMORALITY. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  (Boston)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  arrangements 
are  made,  under  the  charge  of  high 
officials,  in  the  British  Service  in  Bur- 
mah,  by  which  prostitution  is  licensed 
and  regulated  for  British  soldiers  there  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham)  : 
The  fullest  information  respecting  the 
matters  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
was  laid  before  the  House  of  Commons 
on  February  28  last,  in  a  Return  moved 
for  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Shoreditch. 
The  Secretary  of  State  cannot  accept  as 
correct  the  description  of  the  arrange- 
ments given  in  the  Question. 

HIGH   COURT  OF   JUSTICE— APPEALS 
IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  LORDS. 

Mr.  BRADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
asked  Mr.  Attorney  General,  How  many 
cases,  which  have  been  heard  on  appeal 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  are  now  await- 
ing judgment,  and  the  several  periods 
in  each  case  which  have  respectively 
elapsed  since  the  hearing ;  and  whether 
he  can  state  the  cause  of  the  delay  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  1 1  appeals  which  have  been 
heard  in  the  House  of  Lords  are  now 
awaiting  judgment,  one  of  which  was 
heard  in  April  and  two  in  the  autumn 
of  last  year,  and  the  remaining  eight 
during  the  sittings  in  the  present  year. 
I  am  not  able  to  speak  as  to  the  cause 
of  the  delay  in  delivering  judgment 
beyond  the  fact  that,  from  personal 
knowledge,  I  can  state  that  in  many  of 
the  cases  very  difficult  questions  of  law 
arise. 

BURMAH  (UPPER)— THE  RUBT  l^IINES. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  any  Contract  or  Memo- 
randum relating  to  the  Burmah  Ruby 
Mines  has  been  signed  by  any  person 
on  behalf  of  the  Government;  and  if 
so,  the  date  of  and  parties  to  such 
Memorandum  or  Contract ;  whether  the 
representatives  of  Mr.  Streeter  are  the 
only  persons  connected  with  tiie  jewellery 
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trade  who  had  beon  permitted  by  the  Mr.   BRADLiVUGH  said,  he  would 

Qoyernment  to  Tisit  the  Buby  Mines  put  another  Question  after  the  Hecess. 
prior  to  such  Memorandum  or  Contract ; 

whether  other  persons  applied  for  like  EMIGRATION    (IRELAND)  —  REFUSAL 

permission  and  on  what  grounds ;  and,  OY    THE    AUTHORITIES     AT    NEW 

whether  such  permission   was  refused  YORK   TO   ALLOW   EMIGRANTS   TO 

by    the    Government,    and    on    what  LAND. 

^'the^' UNDER  SECRETABY  of  „  ^f"  J/,/"-  T>?'^r?^9?  (I'\'?3^P°«^ 
STATE  (Sir  John  Qobst)  (Chatham) :  ?'°,"*tS'\)  (^^^^f;^•<^•.?^o^''^^(^''°^ 
The  terms  under  which  the  Ruby  Mines  f?'*^'T^-l 'l'?^^  '^*  ?^'^\  Sf"^'*^  *" 
are  to  be  worked  are  still  under  the  *^«  ^"^  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Have 
consideration  of  the  Government ;  but  a  *^«  <^7«f  "V*"*  "7  information  as  to 
w  J  v  u  •  4  u  I.  ir  the  refusal  of  the  American  Authorities 
Memorandum  has  been  sigrned  on  behalf  .  ,,  i^  r  m*  •  i.  i  ^ 
^/•au  T  1  A  *i.  •*•  •  T>  x.  •  to  allow  14  families,  emie:rated  from 
of  the  Local  Authorities  iQ  Burmah,  in-  ^  *  tr  u  x>  u  *  ■\t  ql 
dicatiiiff  the  terms  which  thev  would  ^^^"^^7  ^^J^  Kv  Robert  Vesey  Stoney, 
^  3  .y  CL  i.  r  T  -1-  i.  esquire,  J.l .,  D.L.,  of  Itossturk,  to  be 
recommend  the  U-overnment  of  India  to  i     j  j  .    xt       v    i          *.    j             xu 

a          J  4i.-    J              i.  I.      V  Iiuided  in  New  York  yesterday,  on  the 

offer,  and  this  document  has  been  com-  j  ^.u  i.  xu                                       j 

municated  to  Messrs.    Streeter.     It  is  KT"""^  *>»**  ^^f?  T^  ^^T '         \ 

not  official,  and  does  not  bind  the  Go-  T  \f^l  precautions  be  taken  to  prevent 

vernment  if  India.    Mr.  Streeter  went  l^^lor^s   emigrating    pauper   families 

to  the  Ruby  Mines  with  the  Expedi-  ^'*^^".*  making  any  provision  for  them 

,.            -CI         '    XT         u      1    i.       J  on  their  arrival  in  America  r 

tionary  Force  in  November  last  and  no  ,j^       PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 

expenditure  was  incurred  for  his  pro-  SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 

tection       Other    persons   subsequently  ,^         j  j    „f  ^Thanet)  (who  replied) 

applied  for  leave  to  visit  the  mines,  and  ^-"^  "•*  "  °  "                i  \    ,         «i  .,  ' 

*^^        . ..._j    ._   j_  ._    „ '   .1  said :   As  no  Notice  was  given  of  the 

were  not  permitted   to   do   so,   on  the  Q„„tj-_   t  i,ove  been  unable  to  make 

ground  that  it    would    involve    either  St"    e  "s'sar    i     uirios 

risking  their  lives,  or  throwing  a  con-  MeTr  O'CONNOR  said,  the  Ques- 

Biderable    expense    on    the    Kevenues    . .  u  .  x  j      xi,    at,u  ^c  t ^ 

r  r  A'                  'A'       ^      XI.*  tionwouldberepeatedonthe6thof  June, 

of  India  m  providing  for    their  pro-  ^ 

tection. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  asked,  whether  IRELAND— THE  EXECUTIVE  AND  MR. 
any  document  had  been  signed  by  Mr.  PATRICK  EGAN. 
Streeter  ;  whether  the  hon.  and  learned  Mb.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Gentleman  could  state  the  names  of  the  Scotland)  (for  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  (Long- 
other  persons  who  had  applied  for  per-  ford,  N.)  asked  the  Parliamentary  Under 
mission  ;  and  whether  there  was  any  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
record  in  writing  on  the  subject?  land,  Whether  he  has  since  received  the 

Sib  JOHN  GORST  said,  he  had  no  letter  addressed  to  him  on  28th  April 

information   of    any   document  having  by  Mr.  Patrick  Egan ;  and,  if  so,  what 

been   signed  by   Mr.   Streeter.      With  reply  has  been  given  ? 

respect  to  the  names  of  other  persons,  The  PARLIAMENTARY   UNDER 

there  was  only  one— which  he  had  for-  SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Habman) 

gotten — and  he  had  not  the  paper  at  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) :  Yes,  Sir ;  such 

hand.  a  letter,    bearing  date  April   28,   has 

Mb.   BRADLAUGH  asked  whether  been  received  by  me.    Mr.  Egan  has 

the  name  was  Ongar  ?  been  informed  that  it  is  impossible  to 

Sib  JOHN  GORST  said,  he  believed  make    any   conditions    whatever    with 

that  was    the  name.     There  were  no  regard  to  his  returning  to  Ireland, 
official  documents. 

Mb.    BRADLAUGH    asked,   if  the 

hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  try  MOTIONS, 

to  find  out  whether  there  were  other  o 

names?            ^^^^rn        v  j  xi.  *  i.  local    govebnment    (ibbland)   pbovi- 

Sib  JOHN  GORST  rephed,  that  he  ^^^^^^  ^^^^  (killikey  an^  bally- 

had  no  doubt  that  during  the  Recess  bbaok'^  bill 

the   Gt)vernment'8    knowledge    of   the  ^   ^^  x-       * '« ,     ,  «-.      tt            t>-ii  x 

-D.iK^  ibr;ti^a  «.rv,,ii9   v^  ,«/x««  ^rv»«,xi^*^  On  Motion  of  Colonel  King-Harman,  Bill  to 

Ruby  Mines  woiUd  be  more  complete.  ^^^^  ^  Provisional  Order  of  the  Local  Go- 

and  he  should  be  nappy  at  a  later  period  vemment  Board  for  Ireland  constituting  the 

to  answer  any  farther  Question.  Township  of  Killiney  and  Bally  brack  an  urban 
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8anitar>'  District,  order$d  to  be  brought  in  by 
Colonel  King- Uarman  and  Mr.  Balfour. 

BiU. preagnted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  275.] 

ADJOURNMENT  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House,  at  its  rising,  do  ad- 
journ till  Monday  the  6th  day  of  June 
next."— (Ifr.  IK  H.  Smith.) 

AGRICULTURAL    LABOURERS    (SCOT- 
LAND).—OBSERVATIONS. 
Dr.   CLAItK   (Caithness),   who  had 
giyen  Notice  to  move — 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  her  Majesty  to  appoint  a 
Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the  condition 
of  shepherds,  ploughmen,  farm  servants,  cottars, 
and  other  agricultural  labourers  of  Scotland, 
especially  in  reference  to  the  system  of  service, 
hours  of  labour,  housing,  and  the  physical  and 
moral  results  of  the  Bothy  system  ;" 

said  at  the  outset  he  would  like  to  call 
attention  to  the  decisions  given  on  Satur- 
day by  the  Crofters  Commission  on  the 
cases  brought  before  it  from  the  estates 
of  Lord  Maodonald  and  Colonel  Eraser, 
in  Skye.  The  Commissioners  gave  de- 
cisions in  upwards  of  200  cases,  113  of 
which  were  on  the  estate  of  Lord  Mac- 
donald,  and  in  their  case  the  rent  was 
reduced  from  £856  to  £525,  or  about 
30  per  cent.  These  113  tenants  were 
£1,831  in  arrear,  of  which  two- thirds 
were  wiped  off.  On  the  estate  of  Colonel 
Fraser,  comprising  seven  townships,  98 
decisions  were  given,  and  the  rent  was 
reduced  from  £769  to  £444.  The 
arrears  were  about  £2,000,  of  which 
over  £1,300  was  wiped  off.  On  Lord 
Macdonald's  estate  the  113  tenants  had 
their  rents  reduced  on  an  average  from 
£7  10*.  to  £4  12*.  and  on  Colonel 
Fraser's  estate  the  98  tenants,  who  before 
paid  on  an  average  £7  8*.  each,  now 
paid  only  £4  10s.  Even  if  they  got  the 
land  for  nothing  they  could  not  live  on 
it.  He  would  ask,  was  it  possible  for  a 
man  to  live  comfortably  on  a  farm  the 
rent  of  which  was,  on  an  average,  only 
£4  1  If.  ?  These  decisions  would  do  little 
to  alleviate  the  condition  of  those  poor 
people,  or  lessen  the  difficulties  of  the 
Crofter  Question.  They  would  certainly 
have  £3,  10*.  more  to  spend  on  them- 
selves ;  but  that  would  do  little.  Indeed, 
it  was  in  view  of  this  that  in  the  dis- 
cussions on  the  Crofters  Act  he  and  his 
Friends  pointed  out  that  what  these  men 
needed  was  more  land.  That  this 
House  and  the  Government  had  refused 
to  give  them.    There  was  a  clause  in  the 


Crofters  Act  permitting  the  Fishery 
Board  to  lend  money  to  start  the  fisher- 
men ;  and  the  Government  had  offered 
to  advance  money,  on  certain  conditions, 
to  help  them  to  carry  on  their  industry 
as  fishermen.  In  January  a  Circular 
was  issued  by  the  Secretary  for  Scot- 
land, laying  down  the  conditions  on 
which  the  men  should  got  these  loans. 
He  would  remind  hon.  Members  that 
the  fishermen  had  fallen  into  poverty 
because  the  herring^  and  other  fish  no 
longer  came  into  the  inland  lochs,  and 
the  fishermen  had  to  go  out  50  or  60 
miles  to  sea  to  catch  them,  and  they  re- 
quired heavier  and  better  boats  for  that 
purpose  ;  the  kelp  trade  was  played  out, 
and  there  was  no  labour  for  the  people. 
Now,  even  though  their  rents  had  been 
reduced,  and  their  arrears  of  rent  re- 
duced from  £4,000  to  £1,200  on  Satur- 
day last,  these  men  were  absolutely  poor. 
They  have  no  money  and  no  credit,  yet, 
before  they  could  got  the  advance  from 
the  Government  to  help  them  to  buy  a 
boat  and  nets,  they  must  be  able  to  con- 
tribute from  £80  to  £100.  Taking  the 
average  cost  of  a  sea-going  boat  at 
£350  for  boat  and  nets,  would  crofters, 
who  were  paying  £4  10s.  of  rent, 
cottars,  who  were  paying  no  rent — 
crofters  and  cottars  who  were  in  arrears 
and  in  debt  to  everybody  who  had  given 
them  credit — would  they  ever  be  able  to 
start  as  fishermen  if  they  had  first  to 
raise  £80  or  £100?  It  was  said  that 
four  or  five  men  were  required  to  man 
each  boat,  and  that  they  might  each 
raise  £30;  but,  with  no  furniture  and 
no  credit,  they  were  unable  to  raise  even 
that  amount.  The  Government  by  their 
Circular  were  keeping  the  promise  to  the 
ear  by  the  offer  of  money  and  breaking 
it  to  the  hope  by  the  conditions  which 
were  laid  down.  He  thought  the  other 
conditions  in  the  Circular  gave  the  Go- 
vernment a  sufficient  security  without 
any  such  condition  as  this  advance  of 
£80  or  £100.  In  the  first  place,  they 
had  the  mortgage  on  the  boats  and 
gear.  Then,  if  the  boat  was  insured, 
and  if  it  was  lost,  the  Government 
would  get  the  insurance  money.  These 
poor  crofters  could  not  give  them  more ; 
they  could  not  meet  the  conditions  im- 
posed for  a  loan  of  money.  There  had 
been  plenty  of  applications,  but  not  a 
single  penny  had  been  lent,  because 
none  of  the  crofters  were  able  to  advance 
the  money ;  and  so  long   as  that  coa- 
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dition  was  laid  down,  the  men  of  Skje 
and  the  Western  Highlands  would  be 
unable  to  obtain  loans.  Unless  they 
intended  to  do  something  for  these 
men,  they  had  better  tell  them  at 
once  they  could  not  lend  them  the 
money,  and  that  they  had  better  emi- 
grate or  do  something  else,  because  the 
condition  of  things  was  getting  worse 
and  worse  every  year ;  and  he  asked,  if 
nothing  could  be  done  for  them  as  far- 
mers, could  not  something  be  done  for 
them  as  fishermen  ?  He  was  not  in 
favour  of  giving  public  money  to  special 
classes,  but  this  was  a  most  exceptional 
case.  The  people  were  fast  sinking  into 
poverty  in  the  congested  districts;  while 
sportsmen  owned  hundreds  of  square 
miles  of  land  for  amusement.  The  big 
farms  did  not  pay  now,  and  the  Duke  of 
Sutherland  on  his  estate  was  giving  over 
the  big  farms  to  increase  the  Duke  of 
Westminster's  sporting  land.  The  Duke 
of  Westminster,  by  confiscating  the  pro- 
perty of  the  London  people  at  the  end 
of  their  leases,  was  able  to  pay  for  more 
land,  while  the  unfortunate  crofters 
could  not  get  land  nor  pay  for  it.  As  to 
the  working  of  the  Commission,  200  de- 
cisions had  been  given  in  Sutherland 
and  the  North-East  district,  2 1 3  in  Sky e, 
and  probably  400  more  would  be  given 
during  the  remainder  of  this  month,  so 
that  they  had  about  800  cases  decided 
up  to  the  present  time.  But  there  were 
several  thousand  more  applications,  and 
others  were  coming  in  every  day,  and 
he  estimated  that  there  would  be  7,000 
or  8,000  cases  that  would  have  to  be 
adjudicated  on.  Unless  something  was 
done,  therefore,  in  this  direction  to  assist 
the  Commissioners  and  to  meet  the  rea- 
sonable demands  of  the  crofters,  they 
would  soon  have  a  condition  of  things 
that  would  again  call  for  the  interven- 
tion of  gunboats  and  marines.  There 
were  cases  of  hardship  now  pending, 
and  unless  the  Government  took  some 
steps  in  the  matter  many  more  poor 
crofters,  in  his  own  county  and  else- 
where, would  be  cruelly  cleared  out  of 
their  holdings  in  the  course  of  a  very 
short  time.  He  urged  the  Government 
to  fully  apply  the  clauses  of  the  Crofters 
Act,  which,  he  said,  they  were  not  doing, 
and  advised  them  to  grant  a  sum  of 
money  for  the  appointment  of  valuers 
and  assessors  in  the  different  counties 
for  the  purpose  of  valuing  the  land  and 
giving  evidence  on  the  point,  a  course 
which,  at  comparatively  email  expense, 


would  obviate  the  great  waste  of  time 
that  now  took  place  under  the  present 
course  of  dealing  with  the  difficulty. 
Last  year  only  £200  was  voted  for  this 
purpose,  and  it  was  proposed  in  the 
present  year  to  expend  the  magn^ificent 
sum  of  £419 !  That  sum  was  totally 
inadequate  to  the  work.  He  did  not 
at  first  like  the  Commission,  for  they  had 
not  got  a  single  representatiye  of  the 
Crofters  on  it.  They  had  a  Sheriff  as 
its  legal  head,  and  although  the  Sheriff 
had  acted  so  far  judicially  and  wisely, 
and  considered  the  interests  of  both 
landlords  and  tenants,  he  did  not 
value  land.  Of  the  other  two  Com- 
missioners— one  was  a  factor  and  the 
other  was  a  big  farmer.  The  factor 
and  the  big  farmer  would  do  their  duty 
and  act  fairly  between  the  parties ;  but 
they  must  remember  that  the  crofters 
did  not  like  the  factors,  and  that  be- 
tween the  big  farmers  and  the  crofters 
there  was  as  much  love  as  between  the 
Protestant  boys  of  Belfast  and  the  Na- 
tionalist Catholics.  In  his  humble  judg- 
ment, the  only  and  proper  way  in  which 
these  thousands  of  cases  could  be  con- 
sidered in  time  would  be  to  appoint  in 
the  different  counties  valuers  and  asses- 
sors, as  was  provided  for  under  the  Act, 
and  these  gentlemen  could  value  the 
land  and  come  to  the  Court  and  give 
evidence,  and  so  save  the  Commissioners 
occupying  so  much  of  their  time  in 
tramping  over  the  bogs  in  going  to 
examine  the  crofts  concerned  in  the 
many  cases  before  them.  He  hoped 
something  would  be  done,  and  this  was, 
in  his  opinion,  the  best  way  to  expedite 
the  work  of  the  Commission.  He  also 
thought  the  measure  which  had  been 
introduced  in  the  other  House  would 
help  them.  Turning  to  another  subject, 
he  desired  to  say  a  word  in  regard  to  the 
ploughmen  and  agricultural  labourers 
in  the  North  of  Scotland;  he  would 
press  on  the  Government  the  desirability 
of  looking  at  the  conditions  under  which 
they  worked  and  lived.  He  learned  that 
in  Kincardineshire  and  other  adjoining 
counties  ploughmen's  associations  were 
being  formed  everywhere.  Their  griev- 
ance was  that  they  were  fed  in  the  farm- 
house and  lodged  worse  than  horses 
were  stalled  or  dogs  were  kennelled.  In 
fact,  they  were  stalled  with  the  horses 
in  the  lofts  over  the  stables,  and  there 
were  plenty  of  openings  between  the 
stable  and  the  bothy,  so  that  the  man 
could  see  the  horses,  and  the  smell  of 
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the  stable  was  always  very  prevalent  in 
the  bothy.  The  physical  and  moral  de- 
gradation of  such  a  system  was  very 
great  indeed.  He  predicted  that,  under 
the  influence  of  the  Education  Act,  men 
would  not  much  longer  consent  to  pig 
together  as  they  were  now  expected  to 
do.  As  an  instance  of  the  evil  of  the 
bothy  system,  he  would  state  that  in 
Oaithness-shire,  where  the  bothy  system 
prevailed,  the  rate  of  illegitimacy  was 
14  per  cent  of  births,  while  in  the  ad- 
joining county  of  Sutherland  it  was  only 
10  per  cent.  He  attributed  the  extra 
4  per  cent  in  Caithness- shire  to  the  cus- 
tom of  pigging  young  men  and  boys 
together  in  these  bothies.  He  appealed 
to  the  Government  not  to  wait  until  the 
ricks  were  burning  before  they  ap- 
pointed a  Commission  to  inquire  into 
this  matter. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
said,  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  an- 
other part  of  the  Crofters  Question, 
which,  to  his  mind,  was  as  important 
as  that  brought  forward  by  his  hon. 
Friend — namely,  to  those  who  had  not 
the  advantage  and  benefit  of  the 
Crofters  Act.  He  would  refer  to  the 
crofters  in  Morayshire  and  Nairn, 
where  the  Crofters  Act  did  not  apply, 
while  it  was  in  operation  across  the 
bounds  of  the  county  in  Inverness-shire. 
In  Inverness* shire  the  crofters  who  had 
gone  before  the  Commission  were  entitled 
to  the  adjustment  of  their  rents  to  a  fair 
standard,  and  the  reductions  in  those 
rents  by  the  Commission  amounted  to  30, 
40,  and  in  some  instances  50  per  cent, 
while  the  crofters  in  the  contiguous 
county  wereexcluded  from  the  operations 
and  the  benefits  of  the  Act.  This  was 
naturally  a  very  fruitful  source  of  dis- 
satisfaction to  the  crofters  of  the  border. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Member  is  out  of  Order.  He  is 
now  anticipating  the  discussion  of  one, 
if  not  two  Bills,  which  are  before  the 
House,  one  of  which  proposes,  if  I 
remember  aright,  to  extend  the  benefits 
of  the  Crofters  Act  to  Highland  coun- 
ties adjoining  the  actual  declared  croft- 
ing counties,  and  the  other  Bill  is  of  a 
similar  nature.  The  hon.  Member  is 
clearly  anticipating  the  discussion  on 
both  Bills. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  he  presumed 
he  should  be  in  Order  in  calling  atten- 
tion to  a  particular  case  with  respect  to 
which  he  got  an  answer  from  the  hon. 

Dr.  Clarl 


and  learned  Solicitor  General  for  Scot- 
land (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson)  on 
Monday.  The  case  he  wished  to  bring 
under  the  notice  of  the  Hoase  was 
that  of  Alexander  Taylor,  a  crofter 
of  Lake  of  Moy,  Morayshire,  who 
had  been  induced  to  sign  a  document 
under  which  he  would  have  to  give 
up  his  holding,  and  be  evicted  from 
a  house  built  50  years  before  by  his 
ancestors,  and  from  a  farm  which  had 
been  enclosed  and  reclaimed  by  himself 
and  his  ancestors,  whose  labour  had 
given  it  its  present  value.  That  man's 
case  was  but  an  illustration  of  the  con- 
dition in  which  those  tenants  stood  in 
that  part  of  Scotland.  They  were 
wholly  and  entirely  at  the  mercy  of  the 
lairds  in  consequence  of  the  present 
state  of  the  law.  He  (Mr.  Anderson) 
wished  to  ask  the  Government  whether 
they  intended  to  introduce  a  measure 
this  Session  to  give  powers  to  enable 
persons  to  obtain  small  patches  of  land 
compulsorily,  which  were  so  much 
wanted  in  the  North  of  Scotland,  and 
mentioned  a  case  which  had  come  under 
his  notice,  where  a  shopkeeper  on  being 
obliged  to  leave  his  premises  could  not 
get  a  piece  of  land  on  which  to  erect 
other  premises,  although  the  pro- 
prietor owned  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  acres  ? 

PRISONS    (ENGLAND    AND    WALES)- 

CONTRAOTS  FOR  MAT  MAKING. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  QUILTER  (Suffolk,  South)  said, 
he  was  desirous  of  calling  attention 
to  certain  advertisements  which  had  ap- 
peared in  the  newspapers  at  the  instance 
of  the  prison  authorities  offering  to  con- 
tract for  the  supply  of  large  quantities  of 
mats  made  by  prison  labour  in  the 
Bristol,  Leeds,  Cardiff,  Chelmsford,  and 
other  prisons.  Such  contracts  entered 
into  on  the  part  of  the  prison  authorities 
were  calculated  to  keep  a  great  number 
of  honest  and  industrious  persons  out  of 
work,  and  were  entirely  opposed  to  the 
spirit  of  the  assurances  which  had  been 
frequently  given  by  the  G-overument 
that  every  effort  should  be  made  to  re- 
duce the  amount  of  mat-making  in 
prisons,  which  competed  most  unfairly 
with  outside  labour.  It  was  one  of  the 
greatest  anomalies  of  our  system  of 
government  that  a  Public  Department 
was  allowed  to  compete  in  the  open  mar- 
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ket  with  manufacturers  and  industrious 
artizans  for  the  supply  of  articles  which 
were  the  result  of  labour  in  our  prisons, 
which  were  supported  and  paid  for  by 
the  taxpayers  of  the  country.  In  these 
circumstances,  he  asked  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Stuart- 
Wortley)  to  give  him  assurance  that 
these  proposed  contracts  should  not  be 
entered  into  by  the  Prison  Department 
until  he  and  other  hon.  Members  had 
had  an  opportunity  of  bringing  the 
subject  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 

SCOTLAND  —  ACTION    OF    THE 
CROFTER  COMMISSION. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mb.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) 
said,  he  wished  to  raise  his  humble 
voice  to  emphasize  the  peculiar  facts 
connected  with  the  results  of  the  recent 
deliverances  of  the  Crofter  Commis- 
sion. He  did  not  think  these  points 
wore  sufficiently  appreciated,  even  after 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr.  Clark).  The  reductions 
that  had  been  made  in  rents  by  that 
Commission  were  even  more  significant 
than  those  coDnected  with  the  fixing  of 
judicial  rents  in  Ireland.  The  reduc- 
tion percentages  were  much  higher  in 
Scotland  than  in  Ireland,  reaching,  as 
they  did,  to  30,  40,  and  even  50  per 
cent,  which  showed  how  great  the  in- 
jury was  that  had  been  inflicted  upon 
the  crofters.  He  did  not  think  the 
meaning  of  the  reduction  of  50  per  cent 
was  sufficiently  realized.  Suppose  there 
had  been  a  reduction  of  50  per  cent, 
what  did  that  mean  ?  It  meant  an  in- 
jury to  the  tenant  much  higher  than 
an  injury  of  50  per  cent.  It  represented 
100  per  cent.  A  tenant,  say,  was  charged 
£100  a-year  rent;  it  was  then  dis- 
covered by  the  Commission  that  the 
rent  ought  to  be  reduced  to  £50.  That 
was  a  reduction  of  50  per  cent,  so  far  as 
the  landlord  was  concerned ;  but  what 
did  it  mean  with  respect  to  the  injury 
that  has  been  all  along  done  to  the  ten- 
ant? It  meant  that  he  had  been  all 
along  paying  £50  of  unjust  charge,  so 
that  he  had  been  charged  100  per  cent 
more  than  he  ought  to  have  been 
charged  ;  £50  on  £50  was  the  same  as 
£100  on  £100.  IMinUterial  laughter.'] 
It  required  elementary  instruction  or 
that  kind  to  bring  the  matter  prox)orly 


home  to  the  minds  of  hon.  Members  op- 
posite. He  thought  it  ought  to  be  im- 
pressed on  the  minds  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  there  were  sufferings  in 
connection  with  the  tenancies  in  the 
Western  Islcmds  of  Scotland  that  were 
even  more  deplorable,  in  many  respects, 
than  the  sufferings  of  the  tenants  of 
Ireland.  There  were  numbers  of  people 
in  Scotland  who  had  been  proved  by 
the  statistics  placed  before  them  by  the 
Crofter  Commission  to  have  been  charged 
100  per  cent  in  excess  of  what  they  ought 
to  have  been  paying,  and  in  some  cases 
even  more  than  120  per  cent. 

Mr.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
said,  that  being  a  Scotch  debate,  per- 
haps it  had  been  rather  dull.  Scotch 
affairs  did  not  evoke  much  enthusiasm. 
He  would  not  seek  to  retract  one  word 
which  had  been  said  on  behalf  of  the 
Highlands  of  Scotland ;  but  he  demurred 
somewhat  to  the  complaint  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Elgin  and 
Nairn  (Mr.  Anderson),  who  said  that  they 
had  no  Hepresentative  of  the  Scotch  De- 
partment in  the  House.  He  regretted 
as  much  as  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber that  they  had  not  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland  in  that  House.  It  was  a  cir- 
cumstance over  which  they  had  no  con- 
trol ;  but  they  had  in  that  House  a  very 
eminent  Member  of  the  Government 
(Mr.  J.  B.  P.  Eobertson),  who  repre- 
sented a  Scotch  county  constituency,  and 
whose  abilities  were  known  throughout 
Scotland.  As  this  was  the  time  for 
complaints,  he  (Mr.  Esslemont)  would, 
while  he  supported  the  complaints  of 
his  hon.  Friends,  make  his  own  com- 
plaint, for  the  difficulties  which  existed 
in  the  Highlands  existed  equally  in 
East  Aberdeenshire.  They  had  a  fish- 
ing population  there,  and  they  had  the 
cottagers,  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor  General  knew  of  the  unsatis- 
factory condition  of  their  houses,  and  of 
the  tenure  in  many  places  on  the  East 
Coast  of  Scotland,  and  particularly  in 
Aberdeenshire.  There  they  had  the 
depression  of  trade,  and  the  consequent 
depression  of  fishing,  and  they  had  there 
all  the  difficulties  which  the  fishermen 
had  in  the  West  of  Scotland.  The  other 
day  he  suggested  that  the  Fishery 
Board  and  the  Scotch  Department  gene- 
rally should  make  specific  inquiries  into 
the  complaints  which,  from  time  to  time, 
came  before  them.  They  should  by- 
and-bye  have  to  discuss  the  extension 
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of  the  Crofters  Act  to  the  other  coun- 
ties of  Scotland,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland 
was  aware  that  in  Aberdeen  they  had  a 
larger  number  of  crofters  than  in  any 
other  county.  What  he  asked  was,  that 
before  that  discussion  came  on  the  com- 
plaints of  the  fishermen  in  regard  to  the 
boat  question,  and  the  complaints  in 
regard  to  the  Land  Question,  should 
receive  from  the  Scotch  Office  that  atten- 
tion and  inquiry  which  he  knew  they 
deserved.  They  had  not  yet  had  Her 
Majesty's  gunboat  on  the  East  Coast; 
but  that  was  not  because  they  had  not 
suffered.  But  they  were  a  courageous 
and  long-sufifering  people  ;  and  he  hoped 
the  Government,  while  they  would  not 
pay  less  attention  to  the  Highlands, 
would  pay  more  to  them.  He  should 
be  failing  in  his  duty  if  he  did  not  point 
out  that  the  complaints  were  by  no 
means  confined  to  the  Highlands  of 
Scotland — that  there  was  sufi'ering  on 
the  East  Coast.  There  was  much  do- 
mestic legislation  sorely  needed.  He 
hoped,  in  the  meantime,  the  complaints 
would  be  investigated  which  he  had  had 
the  sorrow  to  lodge  in  the  Scotch  Office; 
and  he  commended  that  inquiry  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
for  Scotland. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson) 
(Bute) :  The  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Aberdeenshire  (Mr. 
Esslemont)  have  touched  a  number  of 
social  questions  which  afi'ect  the  con- 
stituency which  he  so  assiduously  repre- 
sents. I  need  make  no  general  pro- 
testation on  behalf  of  the  Scotch  Depart- 
ment that  questions  relating  to  fisher- 
men as  well  as  to  agricultural  labourers 
must  always  bulk  largely  with  those 
who  have  the  responsibility  of  adminis- 
tering the  affairs  of  Scotland.  We 
fortunately  have  Representatives  in  this 
House  who  are  perfectly  able  to  enforce 
on  the  Government  and  on  Parliament 
the  views  of  their  constituents,  and  I  do 
not  think  I  should  be  far  wrong  in  say- 
ing that,  with  regard  to  the  social 
legislation,  we  should  welcome  any  sug- 
gestions which  are  made  to  us  from 
any  quarter  of  the  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Elgin  and  Nairn 
(Mr.  Anderson)  has  addressed  the  Houso 
on  a  variety  of  topics,  upon  which  I 
shall  not  dwell  for  any  time.  He  has 
introduoed  to  the  House  two  cases  of 
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individual  or  personal    grievance,    re- 
garding one  of  which  he  has  informed 
the  House  that  an  explanation  has  been 
given  him  from  this  Bench ,  the  accuracy 
of  which  he  is  not  in  a  position  to  im- 
peach.    If  that   explanation    be   well 
founded,  as  we  have  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve it  is,  that  subject  ought  to  vanish, 
and  I  hope  has  vanished,  from  occupying 
the  time  of  the  House.     The  other  case 
is  one  regarding  which  I  have  no  in- 
formation, but  if  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  thinks   he  has   a  substantial 
grievance,  he  has  the  means  of  calling 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  it  in  the  ordinary  manner.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Elgin  has 
added  as  a  supplement  to  these  some- 
what personal  observations  about  two  of 
his  constituents  a  general  appeal  to  the 
Government  to  initiate  legislation  en- 
abling persons  to  acquire  land  by  com- 
pulsory powers.     I  need  hardly  say  that 
this  is  too  large  a  subject  to  enter  upon 
at  the  present  time,  and  this  would  be 
a   most  improper  occasion  for   me   to 
enter  upon  it.     I   pass    to    the    more 
important  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark),  because  they 
relate   to   a   specific  and  definite   sub- 
ject— the  administration  of    the  Crof- 
ters Act.     There  is  one   remark  with 
which  I  think  the  House  will  generally 
sympathize.       The    Crofters    Act    was 
passed  little  more  than  a  year  ago,  and 
we  have  not  yet  had  a  year's  experience 
of  its  administration  to  show  its  merits 
or  defects.     I  think  I  may  appeal  to 
hon.    Gentlemen    whether    all    Parties 
ought  not  to  give  the  Crofters  Act  fair 
play  and  fair  trial ;  and  I  am  bound  to 
say  that  I  deeply  regret  that  on  this 
occasion  the  hon.  Member's    sense   of 
duty  should  have  compelled  him  to  make 
remarks  disparaging  to  the  Commission 
itself. 

Db.  CLARK  said,  he  was  not  aware 
that  he  did. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON :  The  hon. 
Member  said — **  We  do  not  like  the 
Commission,"  and  he  proceeded  to  give 
his  reasons  for  that  di8like--[Dr.  R. 
McDonald:  Hear,  hear!] — and  I  see 
his  observation  is  sympathized  in  by 
another  crofter  Representative.  He  pro- 
ceeded to  give  his  reasons  for  that  dis- 
like. That  Commission  was  only  ap- 
pointed last  year,  under  an  Act  passed 
in  the  last  l^ession  of  the  previous  Parlia- 
ment, and  I  venture  to  think  that  any- 
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one  interested  in  those  parts  of  the 
country  would  forget  something  of  what 
is  due  to  the  prospects  of  the  population 
if  he  were  to  shake  the  con6dence  of  his 
constituents  in  those  who  administer  the 
Act.  The  action  of  the  Government  has 
been  animated  by  motives  of  a  totally 
opposite  character.  The  present  Go- 
vernment were  not  parties  to  the  passing 
of  the  Act. 

Dr.  CLARK  said,  he  wished  to  cor- 
rect a  misapprehension  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  He  (Dr.  Clark) 
had  stated  distinctly  what  he  thought — 
that  the  learned  gentleman  the  Sheriff 
at  the  head  of  the  Commission  had 
acted  very  impartially  and  judicially, 
and  had  considered  the  interests  both 
of  the  landlords  and  the  tenants.  He 
eulogized  the  Sheriff's  conduct  as  far  as 
he  possibly  could,  and  he  also  stated 
that  the  other  two  Commissioners  had 
acted  in  the  same  way.  He  entirely 
repudiated  that  he  had  disparaged  these 
officials,  but  had  pointed  out  the  class 
to  which  the  crofters  had  a  prejudice. 
He  would  not  personally  do  so. 

Mr.  J.  V.  B.  EOBERTSON:  The 
hon.  Member  has  not  overstated  what 
he  said,  but  at  the  same  time  he  did 
emphasize  the  point  that  he  did  not  like 
the  Commissioners. 

Dr.  CLARK  said,  he  begged  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  pardon,  he 
simply  spoke  of  the  prejudice— the  class 
dislike — and  that  they  loved  each  other 
as  the  Protestant  boys  love  the  Irish 
Nati«)nali8t3.  He  only  spoke  of  the 
antagonism  between  the  big  farming 
class  and  the  crofting  class. 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  :  I  think 
that  is  not  the  best  means  of  inspiring 
con6dence  in  the  persons  whose  quali- 
fications are  so  characterized.  I  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  find  that  he 
added,  **We  do  not  like  the  Commis- 
sioners." The  hon.  Gentleman  went 
further,  because  he  criticized  the  result 
of  the  Crofter  Commission  down  to  the 
present  day  in  a  way  which  was  hardly 
fair.  He  said,  in  the  first  place,  that 
they  had  an  enormous  number  of  appli- 
cations, and  that  not  much  progress 
had  been  made,  and  that  in  regard  to 
the  Fishery  Clauses  we  must  regard  the 
terms  required  for  advances  as  prohi- 
bitory. Now,  the  clauses  relating  to 
rents  and  the  clauses  relating  to  fish- 
eries constitute  practically  the  bulk  of 
the  Billy  and  if  I  were  a  friend  of  the 


successful  administration  of  the  Act,  I 
should  hardly  point  out  that  the  Act  was 
not  working  smoothly  or  successfully  in 
its  two  main  purposes.     I  have,  how- 
ever, a  word  to  say  in  regard  to  each  of 
these  matters,  and  I  do  think  that  the 
dispassionate  opinion  of  the  House  will 
discover  no  ground  for  despondency  as 
to  the  work  of  the  Crofters  Act.     In  the 
first  place,  as  regards  the  Land  Clauses, 
the  Commission  has  certainly  not  been 
able  to  get  much  more  than  abreast  of 
the  applications  which  are  coming  in, 
and  for  a  very  good  reason.     They  have 
proceeded  with  some  caution,   because 
the  powers  entrusted  to  them  were  of 
the  most  novel  description.     They  de- 
sired that  they  should  have  a  sufficient 
number  of  cases  to  enable  them  to  gene- 
ralize and  form  rules  and  opinions  as  to 
the  methods  by  which  they  should  dis- 
pose of  the  various    classes  of   cases 
which  came  before  them,  and  accord- 
ingly, I  think,  they  have  acted  rightly  in 
hearing  a  great  number  of  cases  before 
deciding  upon  any.     There  is  another 
point   to  be  observed  as   to   the  rate 
of  progress.      The  Crofter  Commission 
began    its   operations    in   October  last 
year.  Much  of  the  work  of  the  Commis- 
sion involves  the  peripatetic  process  of 
going  about  and  examining  the  country, 
and  making  themselves  acquainted  with 
the  circumstances  of  the   district  and 
even  of  the  individual  holdings.     The 
winter  days  were  short,  and  necessarily 
the  part  of  the  year  which  has  elapsed 
since  October  is  not  the  most  favourable 
for  making  progress  with  a  work  of  that 
kind.  I  may  be  allowed,  on  behalf  of  the 
Scotch  Department,  who  necessarily  are 
brought  into  contact  with  the  Commission, 
to   say  that  there  is  now  good   reason 
for  hoping  that  once  the  Commissioners 
break  ground,  and  see  their  way  through 
the  various  classes  of  cases,  they  will 
proceed  with  a  firmness,  precision,  and 
rapidity  which  they  could  not  have  done 
if  they  had  decided  a  number  of  cases 
as  they  came  in,  and  pronounced  what 
might  be  called  hasty  decisions.     The 
other  branch  of  the  Act  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  criticized,  and  the  working  of 
which  he  did  not  seem  to  consider  very 
satisfactory,    was    that    regarding    the 
fishing  loans.     The  importance  of  that 
question  the  Government  are  quite  alive 
to.     I  should  like  to  mention,  for  the 
information  of  the  House,  that  the  hon. 
Member  is  not  quite  accurate  in  saying 
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that  the  terms  have  proved  to  be  pro- 
hibitory, because,  in  point  of  fact,  there 
is  evidence  in  the  proceedings  which 
took  place  before  the  Commission  that 
the  population  were  alive  to  the  advan- 
tages of  these  clauses,  and  would  take 
advantage  of  them.  I  am  informed 
that  down,  not  to  date,  but  to  a  con- 
siderable time  ago,  1,400  forms  of 
application  had  been  applied  for  from 
fishery  towns,  and  183  applications  had 
been  sent  in.  That  does  not  show  that 
in  the  judgment  of  those  who  are  pri- 
marily concerned — whatever  their  poli- 
tical advisers  may  consider — these  clauses 
are  likely  to  be  inoperative.  I  should 
add,  regarding  the  Fishery  Board,  whose 
duty  it  is  to  superintend  the  working  of 
this  branch  of  the  Act,  that  they  neces- 
sarily proceeded  with  some  caution.  It 
was  necessary  that  they  should  find  out 
how  many  applicants  there  were  to  be, 
in  order  to  see  how  far  the  limited 
amount  of  money  at  their  disposal 
would  go,  and  also  to  exercise  g^eat 
caution  in  finding  out  whether  there  was 
any  ground  for  supposing  that  the  secu- 
rity was  not  sufficient  to  cover  the  ad- 
vance of  public  money,  and  also  that 
the  boats  which  are  to  be  built  would 
be  such  as  would  conduce  to  the  further 
prosperity  of  the  fisheries  of  Scotland 
oy  being  efficient  and  good  boats  for  a 
storm.  There  was  one  other  point  of 
detail  to  which  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred— that  in  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  values.  Under  the  Act  it  did 
not  fall  to  the  Government,  but  to  the 
Commission,  to  appoint  valuers,  and, 
accordingly,  it  is  entirely  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Commission  to  say  at  what 
time  they  should  require  assistance  of 
that  kind,  and  when  grants  are  required 
for  that  purpose.  It  is  the  duty  of  the 
Government  not  to  cut  in  and  interfere 
with  the  action  of  the  Commissioners, 
but  rather  to  expedite  their  operations. 
In  this  matter  the  Government  are  not 
at  variance  with  the  judgment  of  the 
Commissioners.  I  was  very  glad  to 
hear  the  hon.  Member  mention,  with 
incidental  approval,  a  Bill  which  has 
been  introduced  and  passed,  I  believe, 
through  the  House  of  Lords,  and  I  was 
very  happy  to  gather  that  those  for 
whom  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness 
is  spokesman  approved  of  its  provisions, 
and  I  hope  we  may  rely  on  their  active 
assistance  in  carrying  the  Bill  through 
this  House.    The  judgment  of  the  Go- 
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vemment  entirely  coincides  with  the 
view  that  that  Bill  is  a  proper  comple- 
ment of  the  legislation  of  last  year. 
There  is  another  point  somewhat  de- 
tached from  the  subject  of  the  crofting 
population — the  condition  of  ploughmen 
in  Scotland.  It  would  be  impossible  to 
enter  into  a  subject  of  that  magnitude 
at  the  present  time,  but  I  think  the  hon. 
Member  who  referred  to  this  matter 
would  leave  the  House  under  a  some- 
what gloomy  and  mistaken  view  of  the 
condition  of  Scotland,  if  I  were  not  to 
mention  that  the  present  system  is  to  a 
very  large  extent  being  superseded  and 
replaced  in  many  parts  of  the  country. 
The  subject  of  dwellings  for  the  work- 
ing classes  is  one  which  of  late  years  has 
excited  very  great  attention ;  and  more 
especially — to  their  credit  should  it  be 
said — among  the  proprietors  in  Scotland, 
and  the  housing  of  ploughmen,  as  well 
as  other  classes  of  labourers,  is,  I  be- 
lieve, receiving  very  great  amelioration 
from  the  exertions  of  those  to  whom  I 
refer.  I  think  I  have  touched  upon  all 
the  questions  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Members  in  this  discussion. 

Dr.  B.  McDonald  (Ross  and  Cro- 
marty) said,  he  had  the  misfortune  not 
to  be  in  the  House  during  the  whole  dis- 
cussion. The  question  as  to  the  fishing 
boats  was  of  great  importance.  He  had 
no  reason  to  complain  of  the  tone  of  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Ro- 
bertson), and  he  assured  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  the  terms  on 
which  loans  were  granted  for  building 
boats  were  not  satisfactory.  He  had 
received  scores  of  letters  from  fishermen 
in  the  North  complaining  of  the  terms 
offered  by  the  Government  with  regard 
to  the  purchase  of  fishing  boats,  and 
stating  they  were  perfectly  useless,  as  it 
was  impossible  for  the  fishermen  on  the 
West  Coast  to  collect  the  money  to  pay 
for  them.  £350  had  been  mentioned  as 
the  sum  required  for  a  fishing  boat; 
but,  from  information  which  he  had  re- 
ceived, he  thought  that  the  sum  was  too 
low  an  estimate,  and  would  not  be  suffi- 
cient to  buy  a  boat  and  gear.  He 
thought  that  the  Fishery  Board  had  no 
right  to  ask  such  onerous  terms,  as  they 
insisted  on  the  boats  being  insured  to 
their  full  value— thus  giving  them  full 
and  ample  security  if  anything  shoold 
happen  to  the  boats  —  and  they  were 
thus  secure  of  their  money.     "With  le- 
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Flintshire.  This  caused,  as  it  seemed  to 
him,  very  grievous  injustice.  The  ap- 
pointments in  Flintshire  had  been  made, 
he  might  say,  almost  entirely  in  the 
interests  of  the  Conservative  Party. 
Most  of  the  magistrates  in  Flintshire 
belonged  to  that  Party.  There  were  a 
few  Liberals,  mostly  Churchmen,  and 
one  or  two  Catholics ;  but  so  far  as  he 
knew,  there  was  not  a  single  magistrate 
sitting  on  the  Bench  in  Flintshire  who 
belonged  to  the  religious  denomination 
of  the  great  mass  of  the  constituency. 
This  state  of  things  was  one  which,  at 
this  age  of  the  world,  was  perfectly  in- 
tolerable. They  had  hoped  that  by 
means  of  friendly  private  negotiations 
they  might  get  over  this  difficulty ;  but 
they  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  nothing  for  them  to  do  but  to 
lay  the  matter  before  the  public  and  the 
House  of  Commons,  until  at  last  the 
mere  sense  of  shame,  if  nothing  else, 
would  load  to  justice  being  done.  He 
had  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  whether  there  were 
about  30  gentlemen  in  Flintshire  who 
possessed  the  requisite  qualification,  and 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  had  informed 
him  that  this  was  not  the  case.  Now, 
he  (Mr.  Samuel  Smith)  had  taken  much 
pains  to  ascertain  how  many  Protestant 
Nonconformists  of  Flintshire  possessed 
the  legal  qualifications,  and  he  was  quite 
within  the  mark  when  he  said  there  were 
30  such  men  that  could  be  easily  found. 
He  might  be  told  that  some  of  these 
gentlemen  did  not  possess  the  social 
qualifications.  He  admitted  that  some 
of  them  did  not  hold  the  highest  posi- 
tion in  society ;  but  there  were,  no 
doubt,  a  fair  number  who  possessed 
both  the  educational  and  social  as  well 
as  the  legal  qualifications.  If  the  ap- 
pointments were  made  by  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  looking  at  this  matter  with 
fair  and  unprejudiced  eyes,  there  could 
not  be  any  difficulty  in  discovering 
several  highly  estimable  persons  who 
might  be  put  upon  the  Bench  with  great 
satisfaction  to  the  mass  of  the  popula- 
tion of  Flintshire.  Again,  the  bulk  of 
the  people  were  Welsh  speaking,  while 
the  present  magistrates,  almost  without 
exception,  were  English  speaking,  and 
were  totally  unacquainted  with  anything 
of  the  Welsh  language.  Interpreters — 
often  men  of  a  very  incompetent  kind — 
were  employed,  and  he  believed  that  in 
consequence  there  were  cases  decided  in 


gard  to  depreciation,  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  one-eighth  of  the  money  was 
paid  year  by  year.  On  the  whole, 
therefore,  he  thought  that  the  Fishery 
Board  were  driving  too  hard  a  bargain 
with  these  people.  As  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  had  stated  that 
the  Government  would  welcome  any  sug- 
gestion, he  (Dr.  McDonald)  would  recom- 
mend that  they  should  offer  the  boats  to 
the  fishermen  for  a  very  small  sum  paid 
down,  and  so  enable  them  to  prosper.  He 
freely  told  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  that  he  did  not  like  the  Com- 
mission. The  crofter  Members  were  not 
allowed  to  have  any  say  in  the  matter, 
for  the  Government  did  not  g^ve  them 
on  the  Commission  one  man  in  whom 
the  crofters  had  confidence.  That  the 
Commission  had,  however,  done  better 
than  he  expected,  he  freely  admitted ;  but 
it  was  doing  its  work  very  slowly,  and  it 
was  time  that  the  Government  brought 
pressure  to  bear  on  the  Commission  to 
appoint  valuers  so  that  their  work 
might  be  facilitated.  A  great  deal  of 
the  work  was  done  by  gentlemen  who 
got  £800  a-year,  which  could  well  be 
done  by  paid  valuers,  who  could  be 
got  for  £200  a-year. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— APPOINTMENT  OF  MAGIS- 
TRATES IN  FLINTSHIRE. 

OBSEBYATIONS. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH  (Flintshire) 
said,  that  he  desired  to  call  attention  to 
a  subject  of  much  interest  to  his  con- 
stituents— namely,  the  constitution  of 
the  magistracy  in  Flintshire.  The  ques- 
tion had  been  brought  before  the  notice 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  by  means  of  Questions 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway. 
He  had  not  himself  taken  part  in  these 
Questions  until  that  day,  being  in  hopes 
that  the  grievance  would  be  removed. 
But  his  hopes  were  now  very  faint,  and 
he  thought  it  was  his  duty  to  impress 
upon  the  House  the  great  injustice 
under  which  the  Nonconformists  of 
Flintshire  laboured.  It  ought  to  be 
known  that  in  this  county  two- thirds  of 
the  population  were  Protestant  Non- 
conformists. The  magistracy  of  Flint- 
shire numbered  between  80  and  100 
gentlemen.  He  believed  there  was  not 
a  single  Nonoonformist  on  the  Bench  in 
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which  the  magistrates  were  improperly 
informed  as  to  the  facts,  and  injustice 
was  done.  There  ought  to  be  an  adequate 
representation  on  the  Bench  of  the  Pro- 
testant Nonconformists,  and  especially  of 
those  who  were  able  to  speak  the  Welsh 
language.  The  existing  state  of  things 
was  producing  want  of  sympathy  be- 
tween the  people  of  Flintshire  and  the 
adminstration  of  the  law.  He  wished  to 
see  the  law  strengthened,  and  it  could 
be  so  only  in  so  far  as  it  was  based  on 
the  confidence  and  affections  of  the 
people  ;  but  those  who  were  responsible 
m  this  matter  in  that  part  of  Wales 
were  doing  their  best  to  bring  about  a 
breach  between  the  people  and  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law.  The  system  of 
excluding  the  great  mass  of  the  com- 
munity from  their  proper  share  in  the 
administration  of  justice  was  not  truly 
conservative,  or  conducive  to  the  real 
interests  of  the  country.  He  hoped  that 
the  Government  would,  in  some  way  or 
other,  put  pressure  on  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, the  Queen's  Eepresentative  in 
Flintshire,  in  order  to  see  that  this 
glaring  injustice  was  remedied.  If  it 
was  not  remedied,  he  believed  there 
would  be  never-ceasing  agitation,  in- 
creasing disaffection,  and  want  of  con- 
fidence in  the  administration  of  the  law. 
He  did  not  wish  to  see  in  Wales  a  repe- 
tition of  the  scenes  that  had  taken  place 
in  some  parts  of  L'eland ;  but  this  system 
of  excluding  representatives  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  from  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  was  certain  to  bring  it 
about.  His  only  object  in  bringing  that 
question  forward  was  to  promote  good 
feeling  among  all  classes  of  the  com- 
munity, and  to  remove  all  just  ground 
of  complaint. 

Mb.  OSBOENE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
shire, E.)  said,  the  people  of  Wales 
must  be  exceedingly  grateful,  and  he 
(Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  begged  to  ex- 
press his  thanks  to  his  hon.  Friend  for 
bringing  that  matter  forward,  because 
such  a  state  of  things  as  now  existed  in 
Flintshire  did  not  exist  in  any  other 
county  of  England  or  Wales.  Although 
the  great  majority  of  its  inhabitants 
were  Nonconformists,  yet  there  was 
not  a  single  Nonconformist  magistrate 
on  the  Bench.  Question  after  Ques- 
tion had  been  put  to  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  to  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley),  and 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  the  answers  of 

JUr,  JSamutfl  Smtth 


the  Under  Secretary  upon  the  question 
had  been  most  unsatisfactory.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  pointed  out  that  there  were 
30  Nonconformist  gentlemen  in  Flint- 
shire who  possessed  the  necessary  quali- 
fication for  appointment  to  the  magis- 
tracy. The  hon.  Member  for  the  county 
of  Flint  (Mr.  Samuel  Smith),  and  also 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Borough  of 
Flint  (Mr.  John  Eoberts),  themselves 
possessed  the  necessary  qualifications 
for  the  magistracy,  and  both  of  them,  he 
believed,  acted  as  magistrates  in  neigh- 
bouring counties,  but  yet  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Flintshire  had  not  thought  fit 
to  put  either  of  them  or  any  other  Non- 
conformist on  the  Bench.  Was  that 
tho  result  of  accident?  The  Welsh 
people  had  hitherto  been  among  the 
most  loyal  and  law-abiding  subjects  of 
the  Queen ;  but  he  doubted  whether 
there  was  not  a  strong  spirit  of  dis- 
content and  disaffection  springing  up  in 
many  parts  of  Wales,  and  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  Lords  Lieutenant  who  acted 
in  the  way  which  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
for  Flintshire  did  were  greatly  re- 
sponsible for  that  state  of  things. 

LAW   AND   JUSTICE    (IRELAND) -THE 
BARBA VILLA  PRISONERS. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Mk.  TUITE  (Westmeath,  N.)  said, 
he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  condition  of  the  prisoners 
who  were  convicted  in  this  case,  and  to 
ask  the  Government  to    grant   an  im- 
partial inquiry    in    their  case,  as  had 
been  given  in  the  case  of  the  prisoners 
Hebron    and    Brian    Kilmartin.      Mr. 
Justice  Day  had  been  sent  to  investigate 
the  Belfast   riots,  and  he  urged   that 
some  impartial  Judge  should  be  sent  to 
investigate    the   circumstances    of  this 
case.     If  he  were  not  clearly  convinced 
that  the  men  now  suffering  penal  ser- 
vitude   were    completely    innocent   he 
would  not  trouble  the  House  for  one 
moment  on  the  subject.      All  the  Qto- 
vernment  were  asked  to  do  was  to  give 
an  impartial  inquiry  into    the   case  of 
these  prisoners,  such  as  was  given  into 
the  case  of  Hebron,  Hyan,   and  Kil- 
martin, and  if  that  were  done  evidence 
would  be  produced  to  show  tho  inno- 
cence of  the  men,  and  to  show  the  per- 
jured character    of   the    testimony  on 
which  they  had  been  convicted.    Oon- 
stable  Fitzgerald  was    ready  to   sub- 
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Btantiate  the  statement  which  he  had 
already  made  that  the  informers  in  the 
case  had  between  them  concocted  the 
evidence  on  which  a  packed  jury  in 
Green  Street  had  convicted  the  prisoners. 
He  again  appealed  to  the  Government 
not  to  be  so  steadfast  In  refusing  the 
impartial  inquiry  he  asked  for,  and  for 
which  he  would  continue  to  ask  so  long 
as  he  was  a  Member  of  the  House.  He 
was  sorry  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  had  not  thought  fit  to  make 
it  convenient  to  he  present  in  the  House; 
for  he  (Mr.  Tuite)  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  National  Teachers'  Bill.  The 
Government  had  promised  from  time  to 
time  to  deal  with  the  position  of  those 
teachers,  and  successive  Chief  Secretaries 
had  been  interviewed  on  the  subject. 
The  reply  given  in  each  case  had  been 
to  the  effect  that  the  position  of  the 
teachers  would  be  immediately  con- 
sidered by  the  Government.  The  result 
up  to  the  present  had  been  that  the 
teachers  had  received  many  promises, 
but  nothing  in  the  shape  of  substantial 
improvement  in  their  position.  Com- 
paring the  inferior  position  of  the  Irish 
teachers  with  that  of  the  English  and 
Scotch  teachers,  he  said  that  all  they 
wanted  was  to  have  the  Irish  teachers 
placed  on  the  same  footing  as  their 
brethren  in  England  and  Scotland.  He 
asked,  seeing  that  no  facilities  had  been 
offered  by  the  Government  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Bill,  whether  they  would 
give  a  promise  that  before  the  Session 
closed  the  case  of  the  Irish  teachers 
would  be  considered. 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  FOE  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT (Mr.  Stuakt-Wortley)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  said,  he  wished  to  inter- 
pose in  the  debate  in  order  to  answer 
the  question  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Suffolk  (Mr.  Quilter) 
as  to  the  tenders  for  contracts  of 
prison  labour.  The  subject  had  been 
brought  to  his  notice  so  late  before  coming 
down  to  the  House  that  he  had  prac- 
tically no  opportunity  of  learning  more 
than  that  the  tenders  had  been  invited. 
In  the  circumstances,  he  must  not  be 
taken  to  admit  that  in  the  contracts  to 
be  made  there  was  any  departure  con- 
templated from  pledges  given  to  the 
House,  or  that  tnere  was  any  intention 
to  increase  to  any  extent  the  amount  of 
mat-making  labour  done  in  the  prisons. 


There  had  been  a  great  decrease  in  the 
last  nine  years  in  the  amount  of  mat- 
making  labour.  In  the  convict  prisons 
mat  -  making  had  disappeared  alto- 
gether, and  in  the  local  prisons  the  daily 
average  number  of  prisoners  employed 
on  it  had  diminished  in  this  period  from 
close  upon  3,000  to  1,681.  He  hoped 
that  this  fact  indicated  what  the  policy 
of  the  Department  was.  He  assured 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  would  take 
care  that  no  action  was  taken  in  respect 
of  those  tenders  until  after  the  first  two 
days  after  the  House  had  met  again, 
and  until  there  had  thus  been  an  oppor- 
tunity of  raising  the  subject  in  the  form 
of  a  Question  in  the  House  or  on  the 
Estimates.  In  reference  to  the  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Flintshire 
(Mr.  S.  Smith)  and  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  as  to  the  insufficient  repre- 
sentation of  the  Nonconformist  party  on 
the  magisterial  Bench 

Mr.  OSBORNE  MORGAN :  No  re- 
presentation  at  all. 

Mr.  STUART-WORTLEY  :  Well,  an 
inadequate  representation. 

Mr.  SAMUEL  SMITH :  None  at  all. 

Mr.  STUAET- WORTLEY  :  Well,  in 
saying  that  there  was  no  representation 
at  all  it  seemed  to  be  assumed  that  there 
was  a  right  to  some  representation.  The 
mere  fact  that  a  man  belonged  to  a  par- 
ticular religious  denomination  did  not 
constitute  a  right  or  qualification  for  the 
Bench.  Moreover,  the  law  did  not  give 
the  appointments  to  the  House  nor  to  the 
political  departments  of  the  Executive 
Government.  The  information  they  had 
received  from  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  upon 
whom  the  responsibility  rested,  was  to 
the  effect  that  he  was  unable  to  find 
gentlemen  possessing  the  necessary 
qualification  to  sit  on  the  Bench.  When 
he  said  qualification  he  understood  him 
to  mean  not  merely  qualification  by 
estate,  but  to  include  also  qualifications 
with  regard  to  social  position,  and  in  the 
matter  of  legal  learning.  He  thought  it 
was  a  wise  arrangement  which  kept  the 
appointment  of  magistrates  a  thing  apart 
from  the  duties  of  the  Administration ; 
but  even  if  it  were  advisable  to  alter  the 
law,  there  were  measures  on  the  subject 
before  the  House  which  made  discus- 
sion on  such  a  subject  at  present  out 
of  Order.  He  did  not  see  what  the 
Government  could  do  in  the  matter.  If 
it  was  possible  to  put  presftore  on  the 
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Lord  Lieutenant  in  the  direction  indi- 
cated, an  opportunity  had  presented  itself 
during  the  five  years  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  in  the  enjoyment  of  power. 
It  was  surprising  that  they  had  made  so 
little  use  of  their  opportunities  in  the 
matter  complained  of.  The  matter  did 
not  come  within  the  province  of  the  De- 
partment which  he  represented.  The 
main  facts  on  which  the  hon.  Member 
rested  his  case  were  really  disputed  by 
those  who  were  equally  well  able  to 
judge  of  the  question  with  himself. 
He  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  must  protest 
against  the  idea  that  anything  improper 
had  been  done,  and  deny  that  the  mat- 
ter was  within  the  province  of  the  De- 
partment to  which  he  belonged. 

THE  VACCINATION  ACT— ACTION  OF 
THE  COMPULSORY  LAW  OF  VACCI- 
NATION.—OBSE  RVATIONS. 

Mr.  PIOTON  (Leicester)  said,  that  he 
wished  to  bring  before  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  and  the 
Government  generally  a  subject  which 
was  one  of  increasing  importance — that 
was  the  growing  friction  which  attended 
the  working  of  the  Vaccination  Acts.  He 
wanted  to  urge  some  reasons  why  the 
Government  should  give  attention  to  the 
question  and  look  into  it  under  the  new 
aspect  which  it  wore  now.  Within  a 
very  few  years  there  had  been  thousands 
of  prosecutions  under  that  Act,  a  great 
number  of  conscientious  men  had  been 
imprisoned,  and  the  goods  of  many 
honest  and  industrious  men  had  been 
distrained.  It  should  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  people  who  suffered  under  what 
they  called  persecution  were,  in  almost 
all  cases,  men  and  women  of  good  cha- 
racter, of  industry,  and  of  thrSt,  and  of 
intelligence  enough  to  form  an  opinion 
for  themselves,  and  of  firmness  to  stick 
to  it.  He  thought  such  people  were  de- 
serving of  a  good  deal  of  consideration. 
They  had,  at  any  rate,  experience  to  go 
by.  A  large  number  of  them  had  seen 
their  own  children  suffer  from  vaccina- 
tion. [*•  Oh,  oh !  "]  At  all  events,  they 
had  seen  them  suffer  in  a  manner  which 
they  traced  to  the  effects  of  the  opera- 
tion. They  were  fortified  in  this  view 
by  the  opinions  of  a  good  many  medical 
men,  who  not  only  did  not  deny,  but 
urged  that  vaccination  was  frequently 
attended  with  considerable  danger.  The 
Government  should  not  look  on  quietly 
and  see  prosecutions  increasing  by  leaps 
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and  bounds,  and  also  see  the  amount  of 
suffering  entailed,  without  trying  to  find 
out  whether  an3'thing  could  be  done  to 
lessen  the  strain  of  the  law.  He  had 
asked  a  Question  the  previous  day  with 
respect  to  a  case  of  special  hardship 
which  had  happened  on  the  borders  of 
his  own  constituency.  He  referred  to  the 
case  of  a  Mr.  King,  who,  in  consequence 
of  what  had  happened  in  his  own  family, 
had  declined  to  have  one  of  his  own 
children  vaccinated.  A  fine  was  in- 
flicted. The  child  died  on  the  9th  May 
last  year ;  but  it  was  not  until  the  May 
of  this  year  that  the  fine  was  enforced  by 
distraint.  The  mode  of  carrying  out  the 
law  had  inspired  such  a  bitter  feeling  in 
Leicester,  that  a  sale  of  King's  goods 
could  not  be  carried  out,  and  it  was  not 
surprising  that  some  disorder  arose. 
Besides  that,  it  was  said  that  the  provi- 
sions of  the  law  were  not  fully  complied 
with,  especially  with  regard  to  the  time 
of  selling  the  goods. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  that  he  was 
sorry  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
but  he  must  remind  him  that  he  was 
now  speaking  on  a  subject — the  com- 
pulsory vaccination  laws- -in  regard  to 
which  he  had  given  Notice  of  a  Motion  on 
a  future  day- 

Mk.  PICTON  said,  that  he  begged 
pardon  if  he  had  transgressed  the  Hules 
of  the  House.  He  did  not  then  desire 
to  discuss  the  operation  or  the  merits  of 
the  laws  of  compulsory  vaccination.  He 
was  only  asking  that  the  Government 
should  direct  their  attention  to  the  in- 
creasing friction  caused  by  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  law  of  compulsory  yaccina- 
tion.  The  difficulty  of  enforcing  the  law 
was  now  rapidly  increasing,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  Government  would  not 
allow  it  to  escape  their  attention,  but 
would,  if  possible,  take  measures  to  ter- 
minate the  existing  state  of  things. 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  that 
after  the  Speaker's  ruling  the  House 
would  not  expect  him  to  enter  at  any 
length  into  the  subject  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  House.  The  object  of  the  hon. 
Member  had  his  sympathy,  and  he  re- 
gretted that  such  action  as  the  hoo. 
Member  referred  to  had  to  be  taken  for 
the  purpose  of  seeing  that  the  law  was 
earned  out.  There  were,  no  doubt,  a 
considerable  number  of  persons  who  had 
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conscientious  objections  to  their  children 
being  vaccinated,  but  many  of  the  prose- 
cutions arose,  not  on  account  of  persons 
conscientiously  refusing  to  comply  with 
the  law,  but  because  certain  associations 
urged  people  not  to  comply  with  the  law. 
The  Local  Government  Board  had  a  duty 
to  perform,  and  were  bound  to  see  that 
the  Vaccination  Acts  were  carried  out, 
but  at  the  same  time  they  were  desirous 
that  this  should  be  done  without  undue 
harshness.  He  could  not  say  that  there 
was  any  intention  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  institute  any  general  inquiry 
into  the  matter.  He  gave  his  personal 
attention  to  every  case  brought  before 
him,  and  he  always  took  care  to  see  that 
the  law  was  not  unduly  strained.  More 
than  that  he  could  not  say. 

Mb.  SWETENHAM  (Carnarvon,  &c.) 
had  wished  to  say  something  at  an  earlier 
moment  on  the  subject  of  justice  in  Flint- 
shire, as  he  did  not  wish  what  had  been 
already  said  by  a  right  hon.  and  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  other  side  to  pass  un- 
challenged. No  one  had  had  a  greater 
opportunity  for  the  last  35  years  than 
he  had  to  see  the  way  in  which  justice 
in  that  county  was  administered.  He 
had  the  honour  of  knowing  very  well 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Flintshire ;  and 
of  seeing  the  extremely  conscientious 
manner  in  which  he  made  his  appoint- 
ments, and  he  ventured  to  think  that 
there  could  be  no  greater  justification 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
than  the  remarks  which  fell  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Flint- 
shire. The  nature  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's complaint  was  that  Nonconform- 
ists ought  to  be  appointed,  and  in  fact, 
that  inquiries  ought  to  be  made  into 
their  political  views.  Now,  that  was  the 
very  thing  which,  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Flintshire  refused  to  do.  The  Lord 
Lieutenant  said  that  a  Lord  Lieutenant, 
in  order  to  win  the  admiration  and  the 
confidence  of  the  country,  ought  not  to 
look  any  way  either  to  religion  or 
politics,  and  he  refused  to  do  so.  What 
he  did  look  to,  and  rightly  in  his  (Mr. 
Swetenham's)  opinion,  was  that  the  gen- 
tleman he  wished  to  appoint  to  the  County 
Bench  was  both  socially,  educationally, 
and  financially  a  desirable  person.  There- 
fore, he  ventured  to  think  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Flintshire  had  had  as 
much  experience  as  he  had  had,  and  the 
same  opportunities  of  seeing  the  way 
lustice  was  administered  inFlintsliire,  he 


would  have  spared  the  House  the  remark 
which  fell  from  him  to-day —  a  remark 
which  was  calculated  to  bring  justice  into 
disrepute  in  the  county.  He  thought 
it  quite  right  to  make  these  obser- 
vations, and  he  should  not  have  troubled 
the  House  with  them  if  he  had  not 
thought  it  was  absolutely  necessary  that 
someone  knowing  the  faets  of  the  case 
should  rise  in  his  place  and  say  that 
which  he  knew,  and  be  able  to  refute 
the  arguments  used.  There  was  only 
one  other  observation  he  had  to  make. 
It  had  been  said  that  there  were  no  less 
than  30  gentlemen  fully  qualified  for 
taking  their  seat  on  the  Flintshire 
Bench.  No  one  knew  the  facts  better 
than  he,  and  he  ventured  to  say  there 
were  not  anything  like  that  number  who 
were  fit  and  quedified  to  take  that  im- 
portant position.  It  was  said  that  the 
hon.  Member  himself  was  not  a  magis- 
trate. He  (Mr.  Swetenham)  did  not 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  resided  in 
Flintshire,  but  he  was  quite  certain  if 
he  did  reside  there,  and  if  he  expressed 
the  smallest  wish  to  become  a  magis- 
trate, and  that  wish  was  conveyed  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  that  officer  would  in- 
stantly recommend  him  for  the  position. 
Colonel  NOLAN  (G«dway,  N.)  said, 
that  the  speech  of  the  Member  for 
Caithness  (Dr.  Clark)  had  raised  several 
questions  which  were  of  interest  in  the 
West  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  had 
referred  to  the  want  of  the  crofters  for 
more  land.  This  was  also  the  case  of 
tenants  in  the  West  of  Ireland.  What- 
ever the  rent  might  be,  the  smaller  ten- 
ants in  the  West  of  Ireland  could  not 
support  themselves  and  families  in 
decent  comfort  on  their  small  holdings. 
Fortunately,  with  the  exception  of  the 
coast,  all  over  the  West  of  Ireland  there 
was  an  ample  supply  of  grass  land  in 
each  district  which  could  be  taken  at  a 
valuation  and  given  to  increase  the  hold- 
ing of  the  small  farmers.  As  a  general 
rule  proprietors  would  be  extremely  glad 
to  aefi  the  grass  lands  at  a  fair  value,  and 
the  result  would  do  more  good  than  could 
be  accomplished  by  any  amount  of  legis- 
lation. There  would  be  some  objection 
on  the  part  of  the  larger  grass  farmers, 
but  that  was  a  comparatively  small 
difficulty.  He  should  like  to  see  an 
Amendment  of  the  Purchase  Clauses  of 
the  Land  Act  so  as  to  enable  the  tenants 
to  buy  the  land  adjoining  their  hold- 
ings.   This  could  easily  be  done  if  the 
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1 877  ;  and  for  a  very  considerable  period 
before  that  the  Court  of  Chancery  Appeal 
was  constituted  with  the  Lord  Chancellor 
as  one  of  its  constituted  members.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  said  that  in 
Ireland  the  Lord  Chancellor  sat  in  the 
Court  of  Appeal,  while  in  England  he 
did  not  do  so.  It  would  be  impossible, 
without  a  much  larger  staff,  to  manage 
the  Court  of  Appeal  unless  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  a  member  of  it ;  and  it 
was  on  that  basis  that  its  constitution 
under  the  Act  of  1877  was  drawn  out. 
It  did  not  appear  to  be  an  extraordi- 
nary thing,  when  that  Act  was  passe(^ 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  should  be 
placed  at  the  head  of  the  Court  of 
Appeal.  They  had  in  the  Court  of 
Appeal  in  Ireland  Lord  Chancellors 
drawn  from  both  sides  of  the  House. 
They  had  two  very  distinguished  and 
keen  politicians  from  the  Liberal  side 
of  the  House— Lord  O'Hagan  and  the 
late  Mr.  Hugh  Law.  In  the  same  way, 
Lord  Ashbourne  had  always  acted  as 
his  Predecessors  had  done  in  presiding 
in  that  Court ;  and,  as  he  gathered  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  he  did 
not  impute  to  Lord  Ashbourne  par- 
tiality in  the  mode  in  which  he  admi- 
nistered justice.  At  present  the  Eng- 
lish Lord  Chancellor  did  not  sit  in  the 
Court  of  Appeal.  For  many  years  he 
had  done  so;  but  by  reason  of  the  ap- 
pellate jurisdiction  of  the  House  of 
Lords  his  time  was  fully  occupied,  and 
t  had  been  for  many  years  not  usual  for 
him  to  do  so,  and  why?  Because  he 
was  presiding  in  the  very  highest  Court 
of  the  Bealm.  If  the  case  of  Father 
Keller  was  brought  to  the  House  of 
Lords  the  Lord  Chancellor  would  pre- 
side at  the  hearing.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  then  referred  to  the  arrest  of 
Father  Keller,  and  asked  why  the  Q-o- 
yernment  should  not  make  some  inquiry 
into  the  circumstances  connected  with  it, 
and  make  that  inquiry  with  the  view  of 
seeing  that  some  compensation  should 
be  given.  What  occurred  in  that  case 
occurred  very  frequently  in  the  various 
Courts,  the  only  difference  being  that  it 
was  a  rev.  genUeman  in  that  case,  while 
in  other  cases  the  person  committed 
would  not  be  in  Holy  Orders.  The 
Court  of  Bankruptcy  made  an  order 
that  had  the  effect  of  sending  this  rev. 
gentleman  to  prison.  It  came  by  ap- 
peal before  the  Queen's  Bench,  and  that 
Court  decided  that  the  order  was  right ; 
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and  it  then  came  before  the  Court  of 
Appeal,  and  that  Court,  by  a  majority 
of  four  Judges  to  one,  decided  that  the 
order  was  wrong.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  also  refered  to  the  case  of  an 
English  clergyman,  who  was  released 
by  the  Superior  Courts.  He  (Mr. 
Holmes)  was  not  aware  that  any  de- 
mand for  inquiry  or  compensation  was 
made  in  that  case,  which  was  a  pre- 
cisely similar  case  to  that  of  Father 
Keller. 

Mr.  T.  M.   HEALY  :    No ;  he  was 
convicted  in  that  case. 

Mb.  HOLMES  wished  further  to 
point  out  that  the  Court  of  Appeal  held 
that  Father  Keller  should  be  released  by 
reason  of  the  warrant  not  being  valid. 
They  all  admitted  that  the  facts  of  the 
case  as  they  transpired  in  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Court  were  sufficient  to  justify 
the  Judge  in  making  the  order  to  com- 
mit him  to  prison,  but  they  held  that 
the  mode  in  which  he  made  that  order 
was  bad.  The  point  had  been  a  tech- 
nical one;  although  a  proper  order 
could  have  been  made,  as  a  matter  of 
fact  it  had  not  been  made.  With  refer- 
ence to  the  proceedings  at  Youghal,  in 
which  a  man,  unfortunately,  lost  his  life, 
it  must  be  remembered  that  there  was 
considerable  excitement  in  Youghal; 
and  at  the  time  the  police  charged  with 
their  bayonets  Father  Keller  was  not 
arrested  at  all.  It  took  place  early  in 
the  morning  after  the  lives  of  the  police 
had  been  placed  in  danger.  Although 
the  stabbing  of  the  man  was  an  unfor- 
tunate circumstance,  he  denied  tJiat  it 
was  a  criminal  act.  The  matter  was  in- 
vestigated before  the  Coroner's  jury,  and 
it  was  not  a  fact  that  Constabulary  wit- 
nesses refused  to  answer  any  question, 
because  it  appeared  from  the  depositions 
that  all  the  questions  asked  were  an- 
swered. He  read  the  depositions  most 
carefully,  and  beyond  all  doubt,  any 
officer  would  be  justified  in  ordering  the 
charge.  The  man  Ward  would  have 
been  dismissed  from  the  force  if  he  had 
not  carried  it  out,  and  the  officer  (Sub- 
Inspector  Somerville)  would  have  been 
guilty  of  a  dereliction  of  duty  if  he  had 
not  ordered  it.  Having  read  the  depo- 
sitions he  advised  that  no  prosecution 
should  be  brought,  as  he  haa  advised  in 
the  case  of  eight  policemen  who  had, 
also,  been  found  guilty  of  wilful  murder 
by  a  Coroner's  jury  in  Belfast.  He  was 
informed  that  according  to  the  praotic^ 
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in  England  there  was  no  precedent  for  a 
man  being  put  on  his  trial  on  a  Coroner's 
inquisition.  He  believed  he  would  not 
be  justified  in  the  performance  of  his 
duty  by  directing  a  trial  against  those 
men  in  Youghal  or  against  those  men 
in  Belfast.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Hbaly  :  What 
happened  ?  ]  The  matter  did  not  belong 
to  his  Department,  but  he  heard  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  stating,  in 
answer  to  a  Question,  that  Sub-Inspector 
Somerville  and  Constable  Ward  were 
still  in  the  force,  and  he  did  not  see  why 
they  should  not  be.  Then,  in  regard  to 
the  case  of  Sub-Inspector  Milling,  he 
was  bound  to  clear  the  streets  of  Cork 
owing  to  the  collection  of  a  crowd  in  the 
streets  at  that  late  hour.  And  he  did 
clear  the  streets,  as  the  police  would  do 
under  ordinary  circumstances.  Although 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Cork  (Dr. 
Tanner)  was  knocked  down,  that  was 
done  in  the  ordinary  course  of  clearing 
the  streets,  and  on  reading  the  deposi- 
tions in  that  case  he  did  what  he  had 
done  again  and  again  in  other  cases — 
directed  that  the  Crown  should  not 
prosecute.  These  were  the  facts  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  referred  to. 
He  had  no  knowledge  that  he  was 
going  to  bring  them  forward,  except 
what  he  said  with  respect  to  the  Court 
of  Appeal  last  night;  but  he  had  the 
facts  in  his  recollection,  and  was,  there- 
fore, able  to  answer  the  questions  which 
he  had  raised. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE  —  UNSATISFACTORY  STATE 
OF  PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

OBSEBVATIONS. 

Me.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  said, 
he  rose  to  make  some  observations  on 
a  subject  which  he  wished  could  have 
been  taken  up  by  some  Member  of 
greater  experience  in  the  House  than 
himself.  He  referred  to  the  extraor- 
dinary situation  in  which  the  House 
found  itself  placed  with  regard  to  the 
general  business  of  the  country.  The 
House  had  now  been  sitting  four  months, 
and  during  that  time  what  had  taken 
place  ?  They  had  passed  two  clauses 
of  the  Coercion  Bill  for  Ireland  and  the 
Bill  to  enable  the  Duke  of  Connaught 
to  come  home  for  the  purpose  of  attend- 
ing Her  Majesty's  Jubilee  Celebrations. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  considered  this  record  of 


achieyements  as  sufficient  to  justify  the 
reward  he  had  conferred  upon  the  House 
in  giving  a  somewhat  extended  Whitsun- 
tide holiday ;  but  he  felt  certain  that  the 
country  at  large  were  looking  on  with 
disapproval  and  with  disappointment  at 
the  very  small  results  that  had  attended 
the  first  four  months  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion. He  did  not  blame  for  a  moment 
the  line  of  conduct  pursued  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  from  Ireland  below  the 
Gangway ;  he  did  not  say  as  to  any  one 
of  their  Amendments  that  it  was  not 
reasonable  in  itself,  or  at  all  events 
arguable ;  and  there  could  be  no  doubt 
of  this — that  all  their  Amendments  had 
been  argued  with  conspicuous  ability  if 
not  at  all  times  with  success  in  the  voting 
Lobby.  But  he  could  not  shut  his  eyes 
to  the  fact  that  any  Bill,  however  small 
it  might  be,  could  be  so  loaded  with 
Amendments,  each  in  itself  reasonable, 
that  the  discussion,  even  the  reasonable 
discussion,  of  these  Amendments  might  in 
the  aggregate  amount  to  a  state  of  things 
which  would  prevent  any  other  business 
whatever  being  taken  by  the  House.  He 
did  not  blame  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land for  doing  what  they  had  conceived 
it  to  be  their  duty  to  do ;  but  he  did 
blame  the  Government  for  the  position 
in  which  the  House  of  Commons  was 
placed.  First  of  all,  what  was  the 
prime  cause  of  the  condition  into  which 
they  had  been  led  ?  He  insisted  upon 
throwing  the  responsibility  upon  the 
Government,  because  they  had  com- 
mitted themselves  to  a  Bill  which,  in  the 
view  of  the  Opposition,  was  absolutely 
unnecessary  and  unjustified  by  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland — a  Bill  which  every- 
body must  have  seen  was  ill-conceived 
and  ill-considered,  and  which  had  been 
ill-defended  and  obstinately  adhered  to. 
The  prime  cause  of  the  present  position 
of  the  House  was  the  unfortunate  policy 
of  the  Government.  Then  he  complained 
that  the  Government,  having  undertaken 
that  policy,  had  not  adopted  the  only 
means  of  carrying  it  through  without 
injury  to  the  Business  of  the  House.  He 
referred  more  particularly  to  the  policy 
and  conduct  of  the  Government  with 
reference  to  the  closure,  and  he  would 
remind  the  House  that  the  Government 
had  refused  to  accept  the  only  effec- 
tive form  of  closure  which  was  offered 
to  them  by  the  great  majority  of 
the  Liberal  Party.  They  had  in- 
sisted on  overloading  the  closure  with 
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restrictions  which  had  made  it  almost 
inapplicable.  They  had  insisted  on  re- 
taining the  veto  of  the  Chair ;  they  had 
insisted  on  the  presence  of  the  200 
majority,  and  they  had  insisted  on  intro- 
ducing considerations  with  regard  to  the 
rights  of  minorities  and  the  fulness  of 
discussion  which  were  totally  irrelevant 
to  the  question  of  the  closure  as  a  means 
of  facilitating  discussions  in  that  House. 
The  fact  was,  he  supposed,  the  Govern- 
ment were  troubled  with  the  anticipa- 
tions of  a  guilty  political  conscience. 
They  remembered  what  they  had  been 
in  the  past,  and  they  did  not  expect 
always  to  be  in  a  majority.  They  had  a 
shrewd  suspicion  of  how  the  closure 
would  be  applied  to  them  when  they 
came  to  carry  out  in  Opposition  their 
habitual  policy.  This  had  foiled  the 
application  of  the  closure,  which  had 
bent  in  their  hands.  Tbere  had  never 
been  any  closure  during  the  dinner 
hour,  and  why?  Because  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  get  the  necessary 
attendance,  and  because  they  refused 
to  accept  at  the  hands  of  the  Oppo- 
sition that  absolute  majority  which 
alone  would  enable  them  to  work  this 
instrument.  He  would  not  refer  to  other 
examples  that  might  be  g^ven  of  the 
failure  of  this  instrument.  This,  how- 
ever, he  might  allude  to— that  on  several 
occasions  they  had  been  beaten  by  the 
application  of  the  closure,  because  they 
insisted  upon  calling  in  the  judgpinent  of 
the  Chair.  His  further  objection  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Government  in  the  whole 
of  this  matter  was  that  they  had  not 
been  ashamed  to  make  Party  capital 
out  of  the  situation  which  they  them- 
selves had  created.  If  they  were  to 
apply  to  old  maxims  in  questions  of 
suspected  guilt,  who  was  to  gain  by 
the  perpetuation  of  the  present  state  of 
matters  in  this  House,  what  must  be  the 
answer?  Who  gained  by  the  present 
condition  of  this  House?  It  was  not 
the  Gt)vemment  alone,  but  it  was  the 
alliance  between  the  Government  and 
the  illegitimate  Opposition.  There  was 
an  illegitimate  Opposition,  which  sat  on 
this  side  of  the  House  and  voted  with 
the  other,  and  it  was  the  alliance  be- 
tween the  Government  and  the  Oppo- 
sition, and  that  alliance  only,  which 
gained  by  the  continuation  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  things.  If  the  Government 
were  successful  in  passing  through  the 
Bunmier    discussing    nothing    but    this 
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Irish  Coercion  Bill,  all  the  questions 
would  be  staved  off  on  which  there 
would  be  any  possibility  of  dispute  be-^ 
tween  the  Government  and  the  Liberal 
Unionists.  He  said,  moreover,  they 
were  attempting  to  make  Party  capitid 
out  of  the  present  situation  by  charging 
the  Liberal  Party  with  Obstruction. 
The  secretaries  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  as  he  knew 
very  well,  scattered  broadcast  over  the 
country  insinuations  of  all  kinds  against 
the  Liberal  Party,  until  they  were 
checked  by  questions  put  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  that  House.  For 
some  weeks  they  had  been  silent,  but 
apparently,  in  anticipation  of  the  Whit- 
suntide Holidays,  the  secretaries  were  at 
it  again.  Perhaps  the  House  would 
allow  him  to  read  the  latest  manifesto 
of  one  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
secretaries,  which  was  in  answer  to  a 
letter  from  a  branch  of  the  Primrose 
League.  Speaking  in  the  name  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  secretary 
said — 

**  I  tniBt  that  the  growing  indignation  of  the 
country  will,  even  at  the  eleventh  hour,  warn 
those  who  are  leading  the  minority  in  the 
House  of  the  dangerous  and  unpatriotic  course 
they  are  pursuing,  and  remind  them  that  tiiey, 
equally  with  Her  Majesty's  Qoyemment,  are 
responsible  that  the  time  of  Parliament  shall 
not  be  wasted,  and  still  more  that  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  House  shall  not  be  brought  into 
contempt." 

With  the  sentiments  of  that  letter  he 
had  no  fault  to  find.  He  was  as  anxious 
as  any  man  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  that  the  time  of  the  House  should 
not  be  wasted.  He  was  anxious  also 
that  the  proceedings  of  the  House  should 
not  be  brought  into  contempt  or  ridicule ; 
nor  was  he  going  to  presume  to  defend 
his  Leaders.  Some  hon.  Members  on 
the  Opposition  side  were  not  such  slavish 
followers  of  Leaders  as  were  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side.  He  left  his 
Leaders  to  defend  themselves.  For  him- 
self, he  said  that  the  charge  in  the  letter 
against  the  Liberal  Party  was  one  which 
they  repudiated.  What  he  repudiated 
especially  was  that  any  responsibility 
whatever  rested  upon  them  for  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  things.  The  Leader 
of  the  House  had  the  power  and  the 
responsibility,  and  if  he  chose  to  engage 
in  measures  which  led  to  this  result — 
that  after  four  months  the  House  had 
done  next  to  nothing — then  the  respon- 
sibility of  getting  them  out  of  tliat  posi* 
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tion  rested  not  upon  them  but  upon  him. 
He  wished  to  make  this  final  charge 
against  the  Government — that  they  were 
using  the  state  of  things  they  themselves 
had  created  not  merely  as  a  means  of 
attacking  the  Liberal  Party,  but  as  a 
means  of  disparaging  this  House  and  of 
exalting  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
Lord  Salisbury  could  not  make  a  speech 
without  endeavouring  to  secure  Party 
capital  in  this  way.  He  was  not  sur- 
prised at  anything  Lord  Salisbury  might 
say.  He  was  not  surprised  that  even 
Tory  Democrats  might  reveal  their  real 
character  by  such  charges  as  these. 
They  were  Tories  at  heart  and  Demo- 
crats by  necessity ;  but  he  was  surprised 
that  the  Leader  of  that  House,  who  was 
charged  with  the  maintenance  of  the 
honour  of  the  House,  could  sit  silently 
under  charges  which  were  directed 
against  the  institution  he  was  bound  to 
protect,  and  which  were  based  upon  a 
state  of  things  he  was  chiefly  respon- 
sible for  producing.  As  a  Member  of 
the  Liberal  Party,  as  a  Member  of  that 
House,  he  declined  to  permit  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  walk  away  with 
the  advantages  which  they  were  so  dis- 
ingenuously claiming.  He  declined  to 
submit  patiently  to  charges  which,  so  far 
as  Members  around  him  were  concerned, 
were  entirely  unfounded.  He  insisted 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  find  a  way  out  of  the  imbroglio  which 
they  themselves  had  created.  This  was 
his  practical  conclusion.  It  was  the  duty 
of  the  Government  so  to  manage  Parlia- 
mentary Business  for  the  rest  of  the 
Session  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should  be  able,  whether  this  Bill  went 
on  or  whether  it  was  dropped,  to  set 
itself  to  the  discharge  o^  those  tre- 
mendous duties  which  had  been  im- 
posed upon  it,  and  to  the  safeguard  of 
the  great  interests  which  had  been  com- 
mitted to  its  care. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Cockermouth)  said,  he  must  con- 
gratulate the  Leader  of  the  House  on 
having  moved  the  Resolution  for  Ad- 
journment ;  it  was  about  the  best  thing 
he  had  done  since  he  had  led  the 
House.  The  adjournment  would  pre- 
vent them  from  doing  a  great  deal  of 
mischief  for  a  couple  of  weeks.  But 
still  it  was  a  most  extraordinary  Mo- 
tion. They  had  for  seven  weeks,  at  the 
instance  of  the  Government,  been  doing 
what  was  called  '*  promoting  law  and 


order ''  in  Ireland.  They  had  been  told 
that  the  policy  of  the  Government  was 
absolutely  essential  to  keep  things  quiet 
in  Ireland.  The  Chief  Secretary  had 
told  them  that  they  would  neglect  the 
most  elementary  duties  of  government 
if  they  were  to  defer  for  a  single  day  to 
answer  the  appeal  that  came  to  them 
from  Ireland — that  things  were  going 
from  bad  to  worse  in  that  country,  and 
that  society  was  crumbling  into  its  origi- 
nal atoms.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer said  they  would  be  guilty  of  a 
great  breach  of  trust  if  they  did  not 
restore  the  authority  of  the  Queen  in 
Ireland.  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  told  them  that  there  were 
850  gentlemen  in  Ireland  suffering  from 
Boycotting.  Well,  the  Bill  was  brought 
in  for  them ;  it  was  not  brought  in  to 
put  down  crime.  They  were  told  at  first 
that  it  was ;  but  that  had  gone  to  the 
winds,  for  everyone  knew  that  there 
was  no  crime.  Even  l%e  Times  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell)  were  out  of  work.  Bu.t 
why  did  the  Leader  of  the  House,  who 
had  brought  in  this  Bill  to  relieve  the 
850  Boycotted  gentlemen,  move  this  Re- 
solution ?  He  had  had  plenty  of  oppor- 
tunity to  carry  out  his  policy.  He  had 
had  the  whole  time  of  the  House.  He 
had  had  the  closure,  which  he  put  into 
force  night  after  night  with  so  much 
ability  and  with  so  much  agility.  He 
had  had  the  most  loyal  support  of  his 
Party,  and  he  had  had  a  contingent 
from  the  Liberal  side.  He  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  did  not  wish  to  use  an  offensive 
expression;  but  he  must  say  of  the 
latter  that  they  were  the  most  servile 
supporters  any  Government  had  ever 
bad.  Having  all  these  advantages,  in 
preventing  society  from  crumbling  into 
atoms  in  Ireland,  what  did  the  Leader  of 
the  House  do  at  this  time  of  crisis  ?  He 
moved  that  the  House  do  adjourn  for  a 
fortnight,  and  left  Ireland  to  crumble 
into  atoms.  Everyone  must  see  that  the 
policy  and  proceedings  of  the  Govern- 
ment were  the  very  greatest  sham.  He 
was  glad,  however,  K)r  two  reasons  that 
the  Adjournment  had  been  moved — 
first,  it  would  show  to  the  people  that 
the  policy  of  the  Government  in  regard 
to  this  Crimes  Bill  was  a  sham ;  and, 
secondly,  because  the  Radicals  would 
go  to  the  country,  and  return,  he  hoped, 
in  a  fortnight  like  giants  refreshed  with 
new  wine.     Hon.   Gentlemen  opposite 
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might  be  sure  that  they  would  return 
with  increased  determination  to  give  the 
moat  persistent  opposition  in  their  power 
to  what  was  the  most  unjust,  unconstitu- 
tional, and  uncalled-for  measure  ever 
introduced  into  a  Legislative  Assembly. 
He  knew  what  was  said  of  them  in  the 
Tory  and  other  Presses — [An  hon. 
Member  :  The  wine  press.] — that  they 
were  assisting  what  was  called  Ob- 
struction. It  was  their  duty  to  practise 
what  was  called  obstruction,  but  what 
he  called  Constitutional  opposition.  He 
cared  little  for  the  charges  made,  or  for 
diatribes  against  them  in  the  Press.  He 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  when  he  said  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  an  Opposition  to  oppose;  and 
the  worse  the  policy  the  more  incumbent 
was  it  upon  them  to  oppose.  What  was 
done  the  previous  night  when  some  of 
the  most  important  clauses  were  dropped 
or  postponed  was  a  justification  of  the 
opposition  given  to  the  Bill  ?  He  had 
the  warmest  and  sincerest  admiration 
for  the  Irish  Members  for  the  course 
they  had  taken.  He  did  not  see  how 
anyone  who  valued  patriotism  or  free- 
dom could  object  to  their  course.  They 
had  before  the  House  a  measure  which 
was  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  de- 
claration of  war  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  on  the  Irish  nation, 
and  the  Bepresentatives  of  the  immense 
majority  of  the  Irish  people  would  be 
cowards  if  for  a  moment  they  relaxed 
their  opposition  to  that  measure,  and 
Liberal  Members  would  be  traitors  to 
all  Liberal  principles  if  they  did  not 
support  them.  The  House  of  Commons 
was  a  national  assembly,  and  when  any 
locality  was  attacked  the  nation  would 
be  called  upon  to  come  to  the  rescue  of 
that  locality.  When  the  nation  sent  a 
majority  to  carry  out  a  certain  policy 
obstruction  could  not  be  justified.  But 
this  House  of  Commons  never  was  sent 
to  carry  a  Coercion  Bill,  and  that  was 
why  he  avowedly  defended  a  policy  of 
persistent  opposition  to  that  Bill.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  pathe- 
tically said—*'  Do  get  on  with  this  Bill. 
Let  this  Bill  get  through,  and  then  we 
can  get  on  with  some  very  important 
measures  we  are  anxious  to  pass."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  apparently  wished 
the  House  to  look  upon  him  as  a  bene- 
volent deity  with  his  pocket  bursting 
with  Bills  ready  to  scatter  them  abroad 
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upon  a  grateful  nation.  No  doubt  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  believed  in  himself, 
but  he  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  did  not 
believe  a  word  of  what  he  said  about 
these  Bills.  The  Gt>vernment  were  now 
in  the  happiest  position  a  Gt)vemment 
ever  was  in.  They  were  getting  through 
the  whole  Session  without  doing  any- 
thing— just  the  position  a  Tory  Govern- 
ment liked — and  making  people  believe 
they  wanted  to  do  something.  He  re- 
joiced that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  giving  them  a  fortnight's  holiday, 
because  he  believed  that  time  was  on 
their  side  in  fighting  this  great  battle, 
and  that  they  would  come  back  re-in- 
vigorated to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man even  more  trouble  then  he  had  yet 
had  on  behalf  of  a  policy  which  he  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson)  believed  to  be  one  of 
right  and  justice. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  the 
defence  made  by  the  Irish  Attorney 
General  to  the  case  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  was  a  most 
feeble  one.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  endeavoured  to  make  out 
a  parallel  and  similarity  between  the 
action  of  the  English  Lord  Chancellor 
and  the  Irish  Lord  Chancellor,  whereas 
anybody  who  was  acquainted  with  the 
condition  of  things  in  the  two  countries 
knew  that  by  no  possibility  could  such 
a  parallel  be  made  out.  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor in  Ireland  was  a  Lord  Justice  at 
the  head  of  the  Executive  Government ; 
he  was,  at  all  times,  one  of  the  chief  ad- 
visers of  the  Executive,  and  actively 
engaged  in  carrying  on  the  Executive 
Government.  The  present  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland  was  one  of  the  pillars 
of  the  Government,  and  a  man  on  whose 
advice  they  leaned.  The  case  on  which 
the  Lord  Chancellor  recently  sat  was  a 
case  in  which  a  section  of  the  people  be- 
lieved that  the  whole  of  that  transaction 
was  part  and  parcel  of  a  political  policy 
carried  out  in  consultation  with  the  Irish 
Attorney  General  and  the  Executive 
officers  in  Ireland.  He  had  reason  to 
believe  that  there  were  good  grounds  for 
such  an  opinion.  If  that  were  the  case, 
if  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  at  this 
moment  one  of  the  mainsprings  of  the 
Executive  Government  in  Ireland,  if  he 
had  any  sense  of  decency  he  would  not 
have  taken  his  seat  on  the  Bench  where 
a  case  of  that  kind  was  to  be  heard,  but 
would  have  left  the  trial  to  the  four 
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other  Judges,  who  were  perfectly  oom- 
potent  to  hear  it,  and  who  would  have 
fully  manued  the  Court  of  Appeal.   The 
English  Lord  Chancellor  was  not  in  the 
habit  of  sitting  on  trials  where  political 
considerations  were  decided.     This  case 
of  Father  Keller  had  been  brought  for- 
ward in  that  House  time  after  time,  and 
no  notice  had  been  taken  of  it,  but  there 
could  now  be  no  doubt  that  a  grave  and 
serious  wrong  had  been  done  this  rev. 
gentleman.     He  was  arrested  in  a  case 
which  he  had  nothing  to  do  with,  simply 
because  it  was  suspected  he  would  not 
answer  these  questions,  and  that  there 
would  bo  an  opportunity  of  putting  him 
into  prison.     The  Judge  of  the  Bank* 
ruptcy  Court  in  Dublin  was  so  eager  to 
carry  out  the  policy  that  he  did  not 
know  how  to  draw  up  the  warrant,  which 
was  incorrectly  made  out,  and  subse- 
quently declared  to  be  illegal,  after  Father 
Keller  had  been  in  gaol  for  eight  weeks. 
He  felt  bound  to  protest  against  the 
treatment  of  the  rev.  gentleman  by  the 
authorities  while  in  gaol.     It  had  been 
most  unnecessai*ily  harsh    and   severe. 
He  heard  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
express  from  that  Bench  the  previous 
day  his  gratification  at  the  release  of 
another    clergyman  of  a  different  reli- 
gion, and  he  stated  that  all  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  would  be  gratified  to 
hear  of  the    release  of  the  Bev.   Mr. 
Bell  Cox.     They    were    gratified    that 
the  gentleman  was  released  from  prison, 
for  the  Rev.  Bell  Cox  was  a  good  friend 
of  theirs,  and  of  the  Irish  cause ;  but 
was  it  not  a  strange  thing  that  no  Eng- 
lish Minister,  no,  nor  any  Irish  Minister, 
had  indicated  the  slightest  gratification 
that  an  Irish  priest  had  been  released  ? 
On  the  contrary,  as  far  as  they  could 
gather  from  the  manner  of   the  Mini- 
sters, while  they  rejoiced  to  see  an  Eng- 
lish clergyman  released  from  prison — 
although  condemned  by  the  tribunals  of 
his  own   Church — yet,   when  an  Irish 
priest  was  released  from  illegal  impri- 
sonment— having    been  condemned  by 
no  tribunal — the    Minister  of   Ireland 
found  no  cause  of  congratulation ;  but, 
as  far  as  they  could  judge  from  his  de- 
meanour, rather  the  contrary.     What 
was  the  treatment  of  the  two  gentlemen? 
He  abstained  from  drawing  any  parallel 
between  the  cases  until  the  Rev.  Mr. 
Bell  Cox   was  out  of  prison,  in   order 
that  it  could  not  be  said  that  the  Irish 
Members  were  anxious  in  any  way  that 
the  indulgence  properly  granted  to  the 


rev.  gentleman  should  be  withdrawn. 
But  now  he  wished  to  ask  how  it  was 
that  the  Rev.  Mr.  Bell  Cox  had  two 
carpeted  rooms,  and  was  as  comfortable 
as  he  would  be  in  his  own  home,  while 
Father  Keller  was  treated  like  a  pick- 
pocket ?  He  considered  that  the  treat- 
ment of  Father  Keller  was  calculated, 
and  no  doubt  intended,  to  embitter  the 
feelings  of  the  Irish  people.  He  asked 
that  an  inquiry  should  be  granted  into 
the  whole  case,  and  if  necessary  some 
compensation  granted  to  Father  Keller 
for  the  cruel  sufferings  to  which  he  had 
been  wrongfully  subjected. 

Mr.  W.  Redicokd  rising  to  address  the 
House 

Thr  FIRST  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  interposed,  and  appealed 
to  the  House  to  allow  the  Question  to  be 
put  now.  They  must  all  feel  that  the 
Speaker  and  the  officers  of  the  House 
were  greatly  in  need  of  some  sort  of  re- 
laxation. He  wished  to  refrain  from 
putting  any  pressure  on  hon.  Members ; 
but  he  appealed  rather  to  their  good 
feeling — not  with  regard  to  himself  or 
his  hon.  Friends  beside  him — to  permit 
the  Adjournment  to  be  now  taken. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after  Six 
o'clock  till  Monday  6tii  of  June. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Monday^  6th  June,  1887. 


MINUTE8.]--Sblect  CoMMiTTBB—Army  and 

Navy  Estimates,  nominated. 
Supply  —  contidered  in  Committee  —  Rbtbnub 

Departmbnts  ;  Post  Office. 
Public  Bills — Second  Reading — Customs  and 

Inland  Reyenue  *  [241];  National  Debt  and 

Local  Loans  *  [266]. 
Committee  —  Report  —  Trusts  (Scotland)  Act 

(1867)  Amendment  *  [225]. 
Withdfawn-^CoTn  Sales  •  [91]. 
Protisional  Order  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firet 

Reading— Pier  and  Harbour  (No.  2)  •  [276]  I 

MetropoUs  (Cable  Street,  Shadwell)  •  [277] ; 

Metropolis  (Shelton  Street,  St.  GUes)  •  [278]. 

QUESTIONS. 


SECRETARY  FOR  SCOTLAND- 
LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  MUNBO-FEEGUSON    (Leith, 
&c.)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  When 
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the  measure  for  completing  recent  legis- 
lation as  to  the  powers  of  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  will  be  introduced  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  It  is  expected 
that  this  Bill  will  be  brought  in  in 
'^  another  place  "  on  an  early  day. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  (IRELAND)— THE  GO- 
VERNMENT SUBVENTION  —  DRAIN- 
AGE OF  THE  BARROW,  &c. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  the  Government 
have  yet  decided  as  to  the  particular 
mode  in  which  the  £50,000  proposed  to 
be  taken  for  public  works  in  Ireland  is 
to  be  expended ;  and,  whether,  in  view 
of  the  immense  damage  annually  caused 
by  floods  in  the  valley  of  the  Barrow,  in 
insalubrity  induced  thereby,  the  impos- 
sibility of  properly  draining  such  places 
as  Portarlington,  and  other  centres  of 
population,  and  the  strong  representa- 
tions made  by  a  series  of  Commissions 
and  other  authorities  on  the  subject,  he 
will  cause  arrangements  to  be  forthwith 
made  for  carrying  out  a  general  scheme 
for  dealing  with  the  main  channel  of  the 
Barrow,  from  Mountmellick  to  Carlow, 
in  the  present  summer  ? 

The  chancellor  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  been  giving  their  very 
best  attention  to  this  matter,  and  are 
working  out  the  bent  plan  for  the  dis- 
posal of  the  sum  referred  to.  I  shall  be 
obliged  to  the  hon.  Member  if  he  will 
repeat  his  Question  on  Thursday,  when 
I  trust  that  I  shall  be  in  a  position  to 
give  him  full  details  with  regard  to  the 
subject. 

WAR  OFFICE— THE  ROYAL  ENGINEERS 
—TRANSFERENCE  OF  LIEUTENANT 
GOliDON  OF  THE  ROYAL  MARINE 
ARTILLERY. 

Sib  henry  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  it  is  the  case  that  a  Lieu- 
tenant from  the  Royal  Marine  Artillery 
has  been  appointed  to  a  Lieutenancy  in 
the  Royal  Engineers,  over  the  heads  of 
all  existing  Lieutenants  of  Engineers 
whose  commissions  bear  date  subsequent 
to  15th  February,  1883;  and,  if  so,  on 
whose  recommendation  and  on  whose 
responsibility  that  appointment  has  been 
made ;  whether,  under  the  terms  of  the 
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Royal  Warrant,  such  an  appointment 
could  legally  be  made ;  and,  whether, 
in  view  of  the  injury  which  may  result 
to  officers  thus  superseded,  the  pre- 
cedent thus  for  the  first  time  created  is  to 
be  allowed  to  be  followed  in  the  future  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
Lieutenant  Gordon,  of  the  Royal  Marine 
Artillery,  had  been  employed  for  some 
time  at  Suakin  as  our  acting  Engineer, 
and  he  was  reported  to  possess  in  a 
marked  degree  the  qualifications  of  an 
Engineer  officer.  As  he  was  also  a 
nephew  of  that  very  distinguished 
officer  of  Engineers,  the  late  General 
0.  G.  Gordon,  the  authorities  of  the 
corps  were  desirous  that  he  should  be 
transferred  to  it,  so  that  one  of  the  same 
name  and  family  should  still  be  borne 
on  the  roll  of  the  Royal  Engineers.  In 
accordance  with  that  desire,  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  on  the  recommendation  of 
all  his  military  advisers,  felt  justified  in 
submitting  to  Her  Majesty  a  transfer 
which  was  undoubtedly  unusual.  Oare 
was  taken  that  Lieutenant  Gordon  should 
not  supersede  in  the  corps  any  officer 
who  had  been  a  candidate  with  himself 
and  above  him  when,  in  1880,  he  quali- 
fied for  admission  to  the  Royal  Military 
Academy,  though  he  was  not  successful 
in  gaining  admittance. 

Sir  henry  TYLER:  Is  it  not  a 
fact  that  193  officers  have  been  super- 
seded ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  said,  that,  as  be 
had  already  stated,  care  had  been  taken 
that  no  one  should  be  superseded,  and 
that  no  injustice  should  be  done  to  any 
other  officer  by  the  transfer;  but  he 
could  not  state  whether  the  figures 
quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  were  exact. 

CEYLON— CELEBRATION  OP  THE  JU- 
BILEE  OF  HER  MAJESTY'S  REIGN- 
LEGISLATIVE  COUNCIL— PROPOSED 
REFORM  OF  CONSTITUTION. 

Sib  roper  LETHBRIDGE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  received 
any  intimation  of  a  wish  on  the  part  of 
the  people  of  Ceylon  that  Her  Majesty's 
Jubilee  in  that  island  should  be  com- 
memorated by  a  reform  in  the  constitu- 
tion  of  the  local  Legislative  Council  in 
the  direction  of  enlarged  popular  repre- 
sentation ;  and,  if  so,  whether  any  steps 
will  be  taken  to  carry  out  that  wish  ? 
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The  secretary  of  STATE  (Sir 
Henry   Holland)  (Hampstead) :    Her 
Majesty's  Government   are    unable   to 
take    the    steps    contemplated  in    the 
Question.     The  Constitution  of  Ceylon 
from  time  to  time  has  formed  the  sub- 
ject of  discussion,  and  the  Government 
has  recently  sent  home  a  Memorial  and 
a  counter  Memorial  on  the  question. 
The  population  of  Ceylon  is  composed 
almost  entirely  of  Natives,  and  it  is  a 
matter  of  grave  consideration  how  far  it 
would  be  possible  to  entrust  to  them  the 
responsibility  of  electing  Representatives 
consistently  with  the  system  of  Crown 
Colony  government,  which  is  the  only 
one   possible   in    Ceylon.     At    present 
there  are  six  unofficial  Members  of  the 
Council,  representing  the  Burghers,  the 
Cingalese,  and  the  Tamil  populations. 
Besides  these,  three  Europeans,  repre- 
senting   the    general    European    com- 
munity, the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and 
the  Planters'  Association  respectively, 
have  seats  in  the  Council.     To  fill  those 
allotted  to  the  Chamber  and  the  Associa- 
tion, the  usual  practice  is  to  invite  those 
two  Bodies  to  suggest  the  names  of  fit 
candidates,    who    are    thereupon     ap- 
pointed.    The    Governor  reports   that 
the  Memorial  aroused  no  popular  feeling, 
and  was  not  supported  by  any  unofficial 
Member,  Native  or  European. 

BURMAH  (UPPER)-THE  RUBY  MINES. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  he  will  state  the  tenour 
of  the  document  communicated  to  Messrs. 
Streeter  with  reference  to  the  Ruby 
Mines  of  Burmah,  and  the  names  of  the 
several  persons  who  have  applied  for 
permission  to  visit  the  mines,  the  dates 
of  their  several  applications,  and  the  re- 
spective grounds  stated  for  each  such  ap- 
plication, and  the  date  and  tenour  of  the 
reply  in  each  case  ;  why  permission  was 
granted  in  one  case  and  withheld  in 
others ;  and  who  is  the  person  respon- 
sible for  the  permission  granted  to  the 
representatives  of  Messrs.  Streeter  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
The  Secretary  of  State  is  not  in  posses- 
sion of  such  official  information  as  is 
necessary  to  enable  me  to  reply  to  the 
detailed  inquiries  of  the  hon.  Member. 
He  has,  therefore,  referred  to  India  for 
a  full  Report  upon  the  matters  in  ques- 
tion. 


Mr.  BRADLAUGH  asked,  whether 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  could 
give  him  any  information  of  which  the 
Government  were  now  in  possession, 
whether  official  or  officious  ? 

Sir  JOHN  GORST  said,  that  he  did 
not  like  in  a  matter  of  that  kind,  which 
appeared  to  be  of  a  controversial  cha- 
racter, to  make  any  statement  unless  it 
was  supported  by  official  information. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  asked,  whether 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  meant, 
by  the  term  '*  controversial,"  that  he  had 
any  reason  to  modify  any  answers  that 
he  had  already  given  on  this  subject  ? 

Sir  JOHN  GORST :  I  am  afraid  that 
I  cannot  answer  that  Question  without 
Notice. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  he  would 
like  to  know  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
whether,  as  the  question  could  only  be 
raised  on  the  Indian  Budget,  and  as  he 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had  reason  to  suppose 
that  many  of  the  answers  which  had 
already  been  given  were  not  in  accord- 
ance with  the  facts  which  were  now 
known,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  him  some  opportunity  of  permitting 
the  question  to  be  raised,  seeing  that  it 
implied  serious  misrepresentation  by  the 
Home  Government,  or  serious  misconduct 
on  the  part  of  the  officials  in  Burmah  ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  must  ask  the  hon. 
Member  to  be  good  enough  to  give  me 
Notice  of  the  Question,  as  I  have  no  in- 
formation which  justifies  me  in  giving 
an  answer  which  might  appear  to  imply 
agreement  on  my  part  with  the  views  of 
the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  he  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  could  give  a  similar 
assurance  to  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  or,  indeed,  any  information 
on  the  subject  ? 

Sir  JOHN  GORST:  As  the  hon. 
Member  has  appealed  to  me,  I  can  only 
say  that  there  is  no  foundation  whatever 
for  the  implication  involved  in  the  Ques- 
tion put  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  by 
the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  gave  Notice  that, 
inasmuch  as  the  answers  which  had  been 
given  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
were  unsatisfactory,  unless  within  a 
reasonable  time  the  Government  were 
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in  a  position  to   make  a  complete  state-  place,  I  should  like  to  aakhim,  Whether 

mont  as  to  the  contracts  with  reference  it  has  been  finally  decided  by  the  Com- 

to  the  Euhy  Mines,  he  shoi^d  take  such  mittee  who  have  charge  of  the  arrange- 

means  as  were  in  bU  power  to  raise  a  ments  being  made  for  the  Jubilee  Ssr- 

discutsion  on  the  subject.  ?ice  at    Westminster  Abbey,    that  the 

!kf  embers  of  the  House  of  GommoDS  who 

WAR    OFFICE    [ORDNANCE    DEPABT-  ^dowers  and  bachelors  are  to  be 

MENT)-DEFECTIVE  WEAPONS-THE  3^^^,^^  from  being  acoompanied    by 

TESTS.  ladies;    and,  if  not,   whether  the  nght 

COHREOTioH  OF  AN8WEB.  hon.  Gentleman  will  ask  the  Committee 

Thb    SEOEETARY    of  state  for  to  reconsider  their  decision   upon  this 

WAH  (Mr.  E.  Stanhopbj  (Li ucoIc shire,  point,  as  I  believe  that  the  number  of 

Horn  castle') :  I  wish,  with  the  permis-  widowers  and  of  bachelors  in  the  House 

sion  of  the  House,  to  make  a  correction  is  not  very  large. 

of  an  answer  which  I  gave  just  before  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
the  Recess.  On  the  19th  of  May,  in  SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Skith)  (Strand, 
answer  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  Westminster) :  I  have  not  bad  Notice  of 
for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury),  I  explained  the  hon.  Member's  Question,  and,  there- 
at some  length  the  re-testing  of  the  fore,  I  am  unable  to  answer  it  deBoitely. 
triangular  bayonets  in  the  bands  of  the  As  far  as  I  know,  however,  the  arran^ 
Regular  Army,  and  in  store.  On  Wed-  ment  proposed  was,  that  acoommodation 
ne^ay  last,  I  became  aware  of  an  should  be  provided  in  the  Abbey  only 
inaccuracy  in  my  statement  as  regards  for  Members  of  the  House  and  their 
sword  bayonets  ;  and  I  communicated  to  wives.  I  will,  however,  inquire  whether 
my  hon.  Friend  my  intention  to  correct  it  is  possible  to  make  any  relaxation 
it,  with  the  permission  of  the  House,  to-  in  the  rule  with  reference  to  the  eaaei 
day.  I  then  stated  that  the  test  now  of  those  Members  of  the  House  who 
applied  to  the  sword  bayonets  included,  may  be  widowers  or  bachelors, 
among  other  things,  their  "being  sprung 

round  a  curved  block  2J  inches  high,  or  THEATRES  ~  PBOTECTION    OF    LIFK 

over  a  bridge  ^ving  the  same  bend."  I  fihe  -  BDRNIKU    OF     THE 
find  now  mtit  the  heiirht  of  the  bridee  is 

reJly  only  2  inchee,  and  not  2J  molie..  °^^  COMIQUE,  PAEI8. 

ThU  murt  |J.0  modif,  my  .newer  ae  to  „,   DIXON- HAETLAND  (Middle- 

Ihe  conipml„e  eeverily   of   the  te.te  „,,  urtridseWeked  the  Firet  Lord  of 

.pplied  to  theee  eword  b.yon.t..     The  the  Tieuray.  Whether,  in  yiew  of  the 

newte.l,emo™.e.erea»ieg„d.How.  ,,,  ^„„,  „^j,„,  ,t„'^„  oocumdin 

on  the  fl.t  bet  the  height  01  the  bndge  p,^;,  ^     ^^   b„„;       „,  j^      0  , 

oyer  which  they  .re  te.led  i.  the  ..me  comiqn.,  end  to  the  poeubUity  of  £.1- 

..  before.    I  .m  «,n-y  to  h.v.  m^e  ,„   ^a^^,  o«.urring  in  Lindon,  in 

any  error  in.. Ltement  of  eo  much  im-  ^„„,„„„e    of  the    non-in.p«^on  ef 

portence.   Theinform.fon  w...upphed  n„tt'„,  he  wiU  .How  hi.  (iSr.  Diion- 

?■,  ,1   °.°  ,''•  /"""""'y/   Colonel  H.rtl.nd'.)  BiU,  which  .t.nd.  npon  the 

Arbnthnot,  late  Snpenntendent  of  the  p         ,„,  J^^  ,'5^    k,  k,„^e  tV  fir* 

Sm.ll  Arm.  Factory  who  ejpre»e.  hi.  u„;,„„e„i  Order  ? 

fSfl,     I  '»  'I'»"'"''8  fro"  nK'inoi-y  Th.  FIRST   LOED  of  thi  TEEA- 

whether   the    b.yonet'.   would' be  .nh:  Ty"  pZ ft'o' .1.^  t^ S 'A.'r„?«" 

mitted  to  any  stronger  test  ?  t  ■'  ^t?  ■     j       tt     ■         n                 .... 

Mr  E.  STANHOPE  ^id,  that  thai  ^""i-  ^T""^'      ^?  '■"  ^^"  *"■«'«  that. 

,j  ■     T           -.7         ™i  '                r;  under  the  present  circumstances,  I  am 

ye«,oU  '°1"'"'''«'  "  ""7  '""  =°  uneble  to  m.ke.njpromi.e  with  refer- 

'  ence  to  the  progress  of  PriTate  Buai- 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEU  YEAR  ''^^8- 

OP  HER  MAJESTT-a  REIQN-JDBILEE  ^R.  DIXON- HAHTL AND :  I  wonH 

THANKSGIVING    SERVICE    (WEST-  ^"'ther  ask  my  right  hon.  Friend  ths 

MINSTER  ABBEY)  ^'"'  ^^""^  *>*  *h,B  iVeasury,  whether  hs 

Mh.GODELBY  (Sunderland):  Seeing  J*  a^are  also  that  one  of  the  J^pntiesia 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  hil  tl  ^*"V^  T^'  °'  »«P°fes  rwwd 

'  the  question  of  this  very  theatre,  asi 

Mr.  araaMugh 
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whether  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  will  not 
consult  his  Colleagues  before  he  returned 
a  definite  answer  to  so  very  important  a 
Question. 

[No  reply.] 

COAL  MINES— THE  UD8T0N  COLLIERY 

ACCIDENT. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  with  reference 
to  the  accident  which  happened  at  the 
Udston  Colliery,  in  Lanarkshire,  whereby 
a  large  number  of  lives  were  lost  and  a 
very  large  number  of  persons  were  in- 
jured, What  is  the  constitution  of  the 
Board  of  Inquiry  which  is  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  investigate  the  circumstances ; 
and,  secondly,  whether  there  are  any 
means  known  to  the  Home  Office  by 
which  the  magnificent  heroism  which 
has  been  displayed  by  the  rescuing 
party  will  be  properly  recognized  ?  He 
would  also  ask,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  inform  the  House  when 
the  Coal  Mines  Regulation  Bill  was 
likely  to  be  reached  ? 

Mr.  S.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid):  I 
intended  to  have  myself  asked  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Ques- 
tion which  has  now  been  put  by  the 
hon.  Member ;  and  I  wish  to  impress 
on  the  Government  the  necessity — [  Cries 
of  **  Order,  order!"]  — of  the  Coal 
Mines  Bill  being  reached  as  soon  as 
possible. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  With 
regard  to  the  unfortunate  accident  at 
Udston  Colliery,  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber alludes,  I  immediately  directed  that 
an  inquiry  should  be  held  the  moment 
it  was  brought  to  my  notice.  That  in- 
quiry, as  far  as  my  memory  serves  me, 
will  be  conducted  by  one  of  the  Inspec- 
tors, assisted  by  a  Scotch  barrister 
nominated  or  suggested  to  me  by  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord 
Advocate  as  a  proper  person  to  conduct 
the  inquiry  in  the  most  satisfactory 
way.  With  regard  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Question,  that  of  rewarding  the 
heroism  of  the  relief  parties,  I  am  afraid 
that  I  have  no  means  directly  in  my 
power  of  recognizing  what  I  would  so 
gladly  recognize,  except  that  of  suggest- 
ing that  those  among  them  who  have 
displayed  the  necessary  amount  of  con- 


spicuous gallantry  should  be  awarded 
the  Albert  Medal  of  the  first  or  second 
class  according  to  the  circumstances.  I 
have  not  yet  had  before  me  any  details 
as  to  the  conduct  of  these  gallant  men, 
but  I  am  aware  generally  that  there  has 
been  very  great  bravery  displayed  by 
the  rescuing  party  throughout.  With 
regard  to  the  Coal  Mines  Regulation 
Bill,  it  stands  at  present  for  the  9th  of 
June ;  but  I  am  afraid  that  I  am  not  in 
a  position  to  say  whether  it  will  be  pro- 
ceeded with  at  that  date.  I  will,  how- 
ever, endeavour  to  give  the  hon.  Member 
the  information  he  desires  upon  the 
point  to-morrow. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked, 
whether  the  Board  of  Inquiry  would 
have  power  to  inquire  into  the  Reports 
of  Inspections  of  the  mine  in  question 
which  had  been  made  for  some  time 
anterior  to  the  accident,  not  only  by 
Her  Majesty's  Inspectors,  but  also  by 
the  subordinate  officials  connected  with 
the  management  of  the  colliery  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  should  like  to 
refresh  my  memory  by  reading  the  sec- 
tion of  the  Act  before  I  answer  this 
Question ;  but  whatever  the  law  enables 
me  to  inquire  into  shall  be  inquired  into. 
For  the  satisfaction  of  the  hon.  Member 
I  may  say  tfiat,  at  the  request  of  the 
workmen,  I  desired  that  the  Inspector 
should  allow  two  representative  work- 
men to  accompany  him  in  the  inspection 
made  at  the  pit  with  the  view  of  ascer- 
taining the  cause  of  the  accident. 

Mr.  TOMLINSON  (Preston):  Will 
the  Inspector  who  is  to  conduct  the  in- 
quiry be  the  Inspector  for  the  district  in 
which  the  colliery  is  situated,  or  an  In- 
spector taken  from  some  other  district ; 
and,  will  there  be  given,  in  the  course 
of  the  investigation,  an  opportunity  of 
inquiry  into  the  allegations  that  have 
been  made,  that  on  some  of  the  bodies 
of  the  men  were  found  the  means  of 
opening  their  safety  lamps  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  have  abeady 
stated  that  the  inquiry  shall  be  the 
fullest  that  the  law  permits;  but  not 
having  the  terms  of  the  section  of  the 
Act  in  my  memory  I  am  unable  to 
answer  definitely  the  Questions  put  to 
me.  As  regards  the  Inspector  who  shall 
hold  the  inquiry,  it  appears  desirable 
that  it  shall  be  conducted  by  some  other 
Inspector  rather  than  by  the  Inspector 
of  die  district. 
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SUPPLY— REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Post  Office. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

<<  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,820,770,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeaty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1888,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Post  Office  Services,  the 
Expenses  of  Post  Office  Sayings  Banks,  and 
Government  Annuities  and  Insurances,  and  the 
Collection  of  the  Post  Office  Revenue.'* 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
There  are  two  points  to  which  I  wish  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General,  one 
of  which  is  personal  to  himself,  while 
the  other  deals  chiefly  with  the  Post 
Office  at  Liverpool,  in  regard  to  which 
there  are  one  or  two  general  remarks  I 
desire  to  make. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order.  I 
have  an  Amendment  to  move  on  the 
second  item  contained  in  this  Vote,  and 
I  wish  to  know  whether  J  shall  be  in 
Order  in  bringing  forward  that  Amend- 
ment, if  a  general  discussion  is  taken 
now  upon  the  whole  Vote  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  propose  to  move  an  Amendment 
upon  any  special  item  of  the  Vote  ? 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  :  No ;  but  I  have 
risen  for  the  purpose  of  speaking  upon 
the  whole  Vote.  I  do  not  intend  to  move 
any  Amendment  in  connection  with  any 
particular  item. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Then,  in  that 
case,  there  will  be  no  interference  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  Member  with  any 
Amendment  the  hon.  Member  for  Can- 
terbury (Mr.  Henniker  Heaton)  may 
desire  to  move  subsequently.  I  would 
ask,  however,  whether  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  intends  to  propose  the 
rejection  of  the  entire  Vote  ? 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  No ;  I  am  ad- 
dressing myself  to  the  whole  Vote  and, 
therefore,  I  am  entitled  to  speak  upon 
the  whole  Vote.  The  first  question  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  is, 
whether  he  promotes  by  seniority  having 
reference  to  fitness,  which  appears  to 
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me  to  be  the  regulation  oonceming  pro- 
motions established  by  the  Post  Omoe, 
and  which  will  be  found  on  page  105  of 
a  book  which  is,  no  doubt,  very  familiar 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  or  whe- 
ther he  simply  regards  fitness  without 
reference  to  seniority,  or  whether  he 
takes  seniority  without  reference  to  fit- 
ness, or  whether  he  acts  on  the  advice 
of  heads  of  Departments  without  refer- 
ence to  either,  or  whether  he  disregards 
alike  advice,  seniority,  and  fitness  for 
reasons  personal  to  himself  ?  My  reason 
for  putting  this  question  is  that  I  have 
recently  received  a  letter  giving  certain 
information  which  may  or  may  not  be 
accurate,  although  I  have  tiucen  the 
best  means  in  my  power  to  verify  the 
facts  contained  in  it,  and  also  those  of 
certain  other  cases  which  I  desire  to 
bring  before  the  Committee.  This  letter 
states  that  a  very  flaerant  case  has 
occurred  within  the  last  few  days.  There 
was  a  vacancy  for  a  second-class  clerk  in 
the  Receiver  and  Accountant  General's 
Office,  and  for  that  vacancy  a  person  was 
recommended  as  the  senior  man  quidified 
for  promotion.  The  letter  states  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  did  not  confer  the  post  upon  the 
gentleman  so  recommended,  but  that 
he  has  promoted,  although  on  proba- 
tion only,  a  Mr.  Davies,  who  stood  fifth 
in  the  class,  and  who  was  reported  by 
his  senior  officers  as  not  fully  qualified 
to  perform  the  duties  of  his  own  class. 
I  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought 
to  make  some  satisfactory  statement  to 
the  Committee  as  to  what  certainly  does 
seem  to  be  a  departure  from  the  rules 
which  govern  promotion,  and  that  he 
will  explain  why  it  is  that,  absolutely  in 
the  face  of  the  declaration  made  by  the 
heads  of  a  Department,  he  has  promoted 
a  gentleman  who  was  declared  to  be  un- 
qualified for  the  duties  he  is  now  per- 
forming to  the  performance  of  the  still 
higher  duties  to  which  he  has  been  pro- 
moted. I  come  now  to  a  matter  of  which 
special  Notice  has  been  given  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  already  answered  some 
Questions  which  I  put  to  him  in 
reference  to  the  Post  Office  at  Liver- 
pool, and  I  now  wish  to  deal  with 
the  matter  in  one  or  two  general  words. 
I  am  inclined  to  think  that  in  Post 
Office  management  errors  have  been 
allowed  to  creep  in  which  are  difficult  to 
account  for,  but  which  operate  piqa- 
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dicially  in  yarious  ways.  One  serious 
defect  is,  that  the  letter-carriers,  sorters, 
and  the  lower  class  of  employ h  are  so 
poorly  paid,  that  they  are  under  a  strong 
temptation  to  commit  crime.  Another  de- 
fect is,  that  the  superior  classes  are  either 
too  well  paid  or  have  too  little  to  do  for 
the  pay  they  receive.  The  great  evil 
connected  with  the  promotion  in  the 
superior  classes  appears  to  be  this,  that 
the  Post  Ofiice  promotion  is  couducted 
on  a  method  entirely  different  from  that 
of  the  rest  of  the  Civil  Service,  and 
without  auy  reference  to  the  eligibility 
or  seniority  of  the  persons  promoted. 
In  the  Post  Office  Department  through- 
out the  country  the  postmasters  have 
the  opportunity,  which  they  generally 
exercise,  of  appointing  or  promoting 
persons  from  personal  considerations,  or 
from  influences  which  may  be  brought 
to  bear  upon  them.  For  my  own  part, 
I  think  it  would  be  more  wise,  if  it  were 
possible,  to  place  the  Post  Office  promo- 
tion on  the  same  level  as  the  rest  of  the 
Civil  Service  promotion.  Surely  if  it 
is  good  for  one  set  of  Departments,  it 
should  be  equally  good  for  another.  lo 
referring  to  occurrences  which  have  re- 
cently taken  place  at  Liverpool,  I  am 
under  this  difficulty — that  I  have  had  to 
investigate  the  facts  entirely  from  one 
side,  and  I  may  have  been  misled,  in 
some  degree,  in  the  matters  I  am  about 
to  submit  to  the  Committee.  I  put  a 
Question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Postmaster  General  in  the  first  week 
of  April,  in  reference  to  the  promotion 
of  a  man  named  McDougal,  who  had 
been  promoted  over  14  persons  who 
were  his  seniors.  The  answer  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that, 
although  there  were  in  the  second  class 
14  clerks  who  were  senior  to  this  gentle- 
man, ^'  All  those  14  clerks,  I  am  sorry 
to  say,"  remarked  the  Postmaster 
General,  '^  were  reported  to  me  as  not 
qualified  for  the  duties  of  a  higher 
class.''  Now,  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  wish  me 
to  trouble  the  Committee  with  the  par- 
ticulars of  all  those  14  cases,  into  the 
whole  of  which  I  have  gone  carefully. 
I  found  that  none  of  them  warranted  the 
answer  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. Let  me  take  the  first  case,  be- 
cause it  is  one  which  seems  to  me  to  put 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
entirely  on  one  side.  The  first  person 
passed  over  had  been  for  42  years  in  the 


Service,  whereas  the  person  who  was 
promoted  over  his  head  had  only  had 
six  years'  service.  The  person  with  42 
years'  service  ^was  a  gentleman  of  irre- 
proachable character,  and  it  is  recorded 
that  he  is  employed  in  the  highest 
duties  of  the  class  to  which  he  belongs ; 
not  only  so,  but  he  is  also  employed  to 
instruct  others  belonging  to  that  class  in 
the  performance  of  their  duties.  The 
next  person  passed  over  was  a  gentle- 
man who  had  had  32  years'  service.  He, 
also,  was  of  irreproachable  character, 
and  had  been  in  sole  charge  of  a  branch 
office  for  seven  years.  These  are  two 
out  of  14  persons  passed  over  for  this 

fentleman  with  six  years'  service  alone, 
will  not  trouble  the  Committee  with 
the  other  12  cases,  although  in  each 
case  there  seems  to  have  been  nothing 
whatever  against  the  persons  who  were 
passed  over.  Therefore,  I  think  the 
Committee  are  entitled  to  some  explana- 
tion why,  when  the  rule  laid  down  dis- 
tinctly says^  that  seniority  is  to  be  re- 
garded when  there  is  nothing  in  the 
nature  of  unfitness,  and  that  it  is  to 
govern  the  postmasters  in  the  various 
districts  in  reporting  to  the  Postmaster 
General  for  promotion.  I  think  the 
Committee  ought  to  have  some  explana- 
tion as  to  how  it  has  come  to  pass  that,  in 
this  instance,  that  regulation  has  been 
disregarded.  I  am  sorry  to  bring  these 
questions  before  the  Committee  ;  but 
there  is  no  other  tribunal  which  is 
capable  of  examining  them,  and,  if  ne- 
cessary, of  reversing  the  Postmaster 
General's  decisions.  Therefore,  I  think 
it  is  not  unreasonable  that  I  should  take 
this  opportunity  of  submitting  the  mat- 
ter to  the  Committee.  This,  however,  is 
not  the  only  case  which  has  occurred  in 
Liverpool,  where  the  promotion  has  been 
dependent  upon  the  judgment  or  the 
favouritism  of  the  Postmaster  General. 
I  believe  the  postmaster  of  the  Liver- 
pool district  is  an  admirable  servant.  I 
am  assured  by  those  who  know  him 
better  than  I  do  that  as  postmaster  in  a 
large  office  like  Liverpool  he  conducts 
the  business  in  a  way  that  is  most  satis- 
factory to  the  State.  But  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  list  of  five  cases  of  unsatisfactory 
promotion  which  have  taken  P^^o  ^^ 
reference  to  the  lower  class  of  omcers  in 
Liverpool.  One  is  the  case  of  a  man 
named  Hegnett,  who  has  been  promoted 
to  be  assistant  superintendent  over  19 
persons  who  were  his  seniors  by  many 
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years,  and  many  of  whom  have  been 
engaged  in  the  performance  of  duties 
which  involve  great  responsibility,  and 
which  they  have  performed  with  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  satisfaction.  There 
is,  also,  the  case  of  a  man  named 
Helsby,  promoted  over  1 1  other  officers. 
This  promotion  has  been  regarded  as  a 
special  hardship,  seeing  that  several 
men  who  were  senior  clerks  were 
admittedly  qualified  for  the  duties  this 
gentleman  is  now  performing,  and  who 
have  been  passed  over  for  no  reason 
whatever,  as  far  as  I  can  make  out,  and 
who  ought  to  have  received  from  the 
State  the  reward  to  which  their  services 
entitled  them.  Then,  again,  there  is  the 
case  of  a  man  named  Miller,  who  has 
received  promotion  over  the  head  of  a 
gentleman  named  Richardson,  who  has 
been  acting  as  assistant  superintendent 
for  years  with  the  salary  of  a  supervising 
clerk  only.  There  are  several  other 
cases  of  the  same  kind  with  which  I  will 
not  trouble  the  Committee,  but  I  will  go 
to  a  case  which  seems  to  show,  if  any- 
thing can  show,  that  favouritism  does 
operate  in  the  Liverpool  Post  Office.  I 
will  take  the  case  of  the  medical  officer , 
because  it  is  one  of  so  striking  a  nature 
as  to  show  what  happens  generally  in 
the  whole  of  the  Department.  Prior  to 
June,  1882,  the  whole  of  the  Medical 
Department  at  Liverpool  was  under  the 
control  of  Mr.  Townsend — Mr.  Townsend 
being  a  doctor  of  considerable  expe- 
rience, and  a  gentleman  in  regard  to 
whom  there  had  been  no  complaint.  It 
was  suggested  in  1882  that  the  district 
under  this  gentleman's  care  was  too 
large.  Mr.  Townsend  had  several  assist- 
ants, who  were  qualified  medical  men. 
A  portion  of  the  district  was,  however, 
taken  from  him,  and  given,  not  to  one 
of  Mr.  Townsend's  assistants,  but  to  a 
young  gentleman  who  may  have  been 
highly  qualified,  for  anything  I  know, 
but  who  came  fresh  from  his  examina- 
tion, and  whose  only  qualification  ap- 
pears to  have  been  that  his  father 
happened  to  be  the  postmaster.  This 
young  gentleman  received  the  appoint- 
ment at  a  high  salary,  and  after  a  little 
while  Mr.  Townsend  resigned,  and  the 
three  districts  into  which  Liverpool  had 
been  divided  were  handed  over  to  young 
Mr.  Bich,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
in  the  first  instance  he  had  only  been 
placed  in  charge  of  a  third  of  the  dis- 
trict, on  the  ground  that  the  district  it- 
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self  was  much  too  large.  The  result  is, 
that  a  district  which  in  1882  was  under 
the  charge  of  a  highly  qualified  practi- 
tioner, and  was  then  declared  to  be  too 
large  for  the  supervision  of  any  one 
individual,  has  now  been  handed  over  to 
this  young  medical  gentleman,  whose 
qualifications  may  be  great,  but  whose 
only  qualification,  as  far  as  I  know,  is 
that  he  happens  to  be  the  son  of  the 
man  who  appointed  him.  I  think  it 
requires  something  more  than  aa  off- 
hand answer  in  this  House  to  get  rid  of 
the  complaints  which  have  been  made 
in  regard  to  the  way  in  which  promo- 
tion has  been  carried  out  in  the  Liver- 
pool Post  Office.  I  quite  feel  that  it 
may  be  suggested  that  the  statements  I 
have  made  are  ex  parte,  and  liable  to  be 
challenged  on  the  other  side.  That  is 
the  misfortune  of  the  manner  in  which 
these  questions  have  to  be  dealt  with. 
It  is,  however,  no  fault  of  mine,  and  as 
long  as  these  matters  have  to  be  dis- 
cussed on  the  Votes  it  will  be  necessary 
to  discuss  them  in  this  way.  It  has  not 
been  an  agreeable  task  to  myself  to  have 
been  compelled  to  raise  the  question 
now.  In  the  first  instance,  I  put  a  Ques- 
tion to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  and 
when  his  answer  differed  from  my  own 
knowledge  of  the  facts  I  was  obliged  to 
give  Notice  that  I  would  raise  the  ques- 
tion on  the  first  opportunity  that  was 
afforded  to  me.  In  conclusion,  I  will 
ask  the  Postmaster  General  to  state, 
when  he  rises  to  reply,  whether  it  is  not 
possible,  especially  in  the  case  of  the 
Telegraph  Department,  to  consider  if 
there  are  not  a  number  of  men  with 
high  salaries  whose  salaries  might  be 
saved,  and  the  sums  they  receive  appor- 
tioned among  the  lower  class  of  servants, 
who  are  at  present  wretchedly  paid,  aud 
who  are  occasionally  found  figuring  in 
the  Criminal  Courts  charged  with  em- 
bezzlement and  felony  on  account  of  the 
starvation  wages  they  receive  not  being 
enough  to  enable  them  to  provide  for 
themselves  and  their  families?  I  have 
no  wish  to  attempt  any  palliation  of  the 
criminality  of  their  conduct;  but  I  must 
put  it  to  the  Government  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  State  to  pay  the  men  it  em- 
ploys in  its  service  such  wages  as  will 
remove  them  from  all  temptation  to 
commit  crime. 

Ma.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  I  do  not  propose  to  oocopj 
the  attention  of  the  Uommittee  for  any 
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length  of  time;  but  the  speeoh  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down 
affords  me  an  opportunity  of  directing 
attention  to  the  fact  that  all  the  blame 
in  matters  connected  with  the  Post 
Office  rests  with  the  official  Heads.  The 
Postmaster  General,  like  other  political 
Heads  in  this  country,  finds  himself  in 
this  difficulty — that  if  he  were  to  oppose 
the  permanent  officials  of  his  Depart- 
ment he  would  inevitably  go  to  the  wall. 
At  any  rate,  that  has  been  the  experience 
hitherto ;  and  in  order  to  bring  the  ques- 
tion clearly  before  the  Committee  I  feel 
tempted  to  move  the  omission  from  the 
Vote  of  the  item  for  the  salary  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Post  Office.  To  give 
an  instance  of  what  I  mean,  I  think  it 
will  be  in  the  recollection  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  in  an  early  period  of  the 
Office  of  the  present  Postmaster  General 
an  address  of  sympathy  was  got  up  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Post  Office  himself 
and  signed  by  all  the  head  officials  in 
the  Office.  If  such  a  thing  had  been 
done  under  ordinary  circumstances,  or 
if  it  had  occurred  to  anybody  else,  in  all 
probability  the  offender  would  not  have 
been  tolerated  in  office  for  a  day.  The 
Postmaster  General  took  a  stand  against 
the  action  of  this  official,  but  I  believe 
that  he  found  the  officials  in  the  Depart- 
ment were  backed  up  in  high  places, 
and  for  several  days  there  was  a  ques- 
tion whether  the  Postmaster  General 
should  resign  his  Office  or  continue  in 
the  performance  of  his  duties.  The  very 
document — I  mean  the  address  of  sym- 
pathy— came  into  the  hands  of  the  Post- 
master General,  and  I  asked  him  some 
Questions  in  the  House  upon  it.  He 
informed  me  that  he  had  not  made  up 
his  mind  what  action  to  take  in  the 
matter,  and  that  before  taking  notice  of 
it  he  intended  to  consult  the  Head  of 
the  Government.  That  answer  simply 
meant  this — that  it  would  be  a  question 
for  the  Head  of  the  Government  to  say 
whether  Mr.  Blackwood  was  to  continue 
his  office  of  Secretary  to  the  Post  Office, 
or  whether  the  Postmaster  General 
should  resign.  If  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral had  continued  his  objections  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  Department,  can 
anybody  doubt  what  the  result  would 
have  been  ?  I  have  called  attention  to 
the  action  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Post 
Office,  because  that  gentleman  is  re- 
sponsible for  almost  every  one  of  the 
matters  which  have  been  referred  to  by 


the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton ;  and, 
moreover,  the  Secretary  to  the  Post 
Office  has  been  notoriously  opposed  to 
every  reform  which  has  been  attempted 
to  be  brought  about  in  the  Post  Ohffice 
of  this  country.  I  trust  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  allude  to  some  of  the  reforms 
which  we  desire  to  bring  about.  In 
doing  so,  let  me  point  to  this  simple 
fact  that  in  every  country  in  Europe, 
except  England,  and  in  all  the  Co- 
lonies with  which  I  am  acquainted, 
Money  Orders  can  be  sent  by  telegram. 
If  a  man  desires  to  send  a  few  pounds 
from  Sydney  to  Melbourne,  for  instance, 
he  has  simply  to  go  to  the  Money  Order 
Office  and  the  service  is  performed  by 
telegram.  In  the  same  way,  if  he  desires 
to  send  a  sum  of  money  to  Germany, 
Switzerland,  or  France,  he  is  able  to  do 
so  by  the  simplest  operation  possible ; 
but  through  the  obstinacy,  the  officialism, 
and  the  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Post 
Office  Authorities  to  avoid  trouble,  ob- 
stacles have  been  placed  in  the  way  of 
effecting  this  reform  in  this  country.  I 
think  there  could  be  no  greater  advan- 
tage conferred  upon  the  public  than  to 
provide  that  if  a  man  desires  to  send  a 
few  pounds  to  Manchester  or  Liverpool, 
or  from  any  of  the  large  towns  to  the 
Metropolis,  he  should  be  able  to  go  to 
the  Post  Office  and  do  so.  I  am  afraid, 
however,  that  this  reform  will  never  be 
carried  out  until  we  teach  the  Post  Office 
officials  that  we  are  their  masters.  The 
next  point  I  desire  to  draw  attention  to 
is  the  nature  of  the  postal  arrangements 
of  this  country  witn  all  parts  of  the 
world.  I  have  prepared  a  statement 
showing  the  postal  rates  from  this  coun- 
try to  France,  Germany,  and  other 
parts  of  the  Continent,  as  well  as  to  the 
Colonies  and  other  parts  of  the  Empire. 
It  will  be  found  that  the  postage  from 
England  to  the  Colonies  is  4(f,,  bd,^  and 
even  6(f. ;  whereas  from  France  and 
Germany,  as  well  as  various  other  coun- 
tries, it  is  only  2}i. — that  is  to  say, 
that  what  in  England  is  charged  5(f.,  is 
charged  in  Germany  and  every  other 
country  in  the  world,  2Jrf.  I  say  it  is  a 
scandal  that  to  all  parts  of  the  British 
Empire  the  charge  should  be  bd.  from 
England,  and  only  2\d,  from  Germany  and 
France.  The  same  remark  applies  to  the 
postal  rates  from  Ceylon  to  Hong  Kong, 
the  Straits  Settlements,  and  to  other 
countries.  The  system  pursued  creates 
much  annoyance  to  men  engaged  in 
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business.  The  other  day  I  received  an 
envelope  from  Singapore,  which  had 
been  received  there  from  New  York 
with  a  2}i.  stamp.  By  the  same  mail 
steamer  the  gentleman  who  sent  this 
letter  received  a  number  of  home  let- 
ters, for  each  of  which  he  had  to  pay 
bd.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  English 
Government  are  giving  a  bounty  to 
foreigners  to  carry  on  their  business, 
and  they  are  imposing  on  English  mer- 
chants and  traders  double  the  rates 
charged  in  America,  Germany,  and 
France.  Nay,  foreign  letters  are  even 
sent  through  our  own  Office  for  half  the 
rates  charged  upon  English  letters.  I 
maintain  that  such  a  state  of  affairs  is  a 
great  scandal,  and  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
&e  Postmaster  General  to  make  an  in- 

Suiry  into  such  a  condition  of  things. 
fo  doubt,  the  Government  are  making 
a  large  profit  out  of  the  Post  Office; 
but  they  are  pursuing  a  course  only  to 
be  pard.leled  by  that  of  a  farmer  who 
preferred  to  eat  up  his  seed  corn  rather 
than  sow  it  in  the  field  for  a  future  har- 
vest. Probably  the  Postmaster  General 
will  inform  the  Committee  that  there  is 
a  decrease  in  the  revenue  of  the  Post 
Office.  I  say  that  that  is  a  great  mis- 
take. I  have  carefully  looked  through 
the  Estimates  connected  with  the  Post 
Office,  and  I  find  that  so  far  as  the 
postage  of  letters  is  concerned,  there  is 
a  very  large  profit  indeed,  amounting  to 
something  like  £3,000,000  a-year;  and, 
further,  that  there  has  been  a  steady 
increase  in  the  profits  derived  from  this 
source  during  the  last  40  years.  If  there 
has  been  any  source  of  trouble  or  diffi- 
culty which  has  arisen  from  the  mode  in 
which  the  affairs  of  the  Post  Office  are 
managed  and  administered,  and  the  large 
and  increasing  expenditure  which  is  in- 
curred, it  is  also  very  difficult  to  get  at 
the  real  facts ;  and  if  a  Question  is  put 
to  the  Government  with  reference  to 
the  nature  of  the  arrangements  with 
foreign  countries,  the  invariable  reply  is 
that  no  accounts  are  kept  with  foreign 
countries.  Fortunately,  I  have  been  able 
to  obtain  an  account  which  shows  what 
the  real  state  of  matters  is,  and  the  facts 
are  of  such  an  extraordinary  nature  that 
I  maintain  and  I  think  it  is  a  duty  of 
the  Postmaster  General  to  cause  an 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  the  whole 
question.  The  profits  of  the  American 
Mail  Service  amount  to  more  than 
£100,000  a-year,  while  the  whole  cost 
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of  sending  letters  to  America  is  only 
£80,000.  Indeed,  we  could  establish  \d. 
post  to  America  without  costing^  the 
country  one  farthing,  but,  in  fact,  leaving 
a  profit  of  £120,000  a-year.  I  do  not 
ask  for  any  reduction  wluktever  on  book 

Eostage,  or  on  newspapers  or  ciroolars, 
ut  only  upon  letters.  It  is  a  curious 
fact  that  the  postal  arrangements  in 
Australia  yield  £120,000,  while  the 
whole  cost  of  a  weekly  service  is  only 
£85,000.  Nevertheless,  when  any  pro- 
posal to  carry  out  any  reform  is  made, 
the  officials  of  the  Post  Office  invariably 
come  forward  and  whisper  in  the  ear  of 
the  Postmaster  General  their  fears  that 
it  will  involve  a  loss.  The  result  is,  that 
any  Englishman  can  at  this  moment 
send  six  letters  to  his  friends  in  England, 
Ireland,  and  Scotland  for  every  one  he 
sends  to  Australia.  I  believe  that  Im- 
perial Penny  Postage  could  be  carried 
out  without  involving  any  loss  to  the 
Revenue,  and  in  order  that  the  matter 
should  be  inquired  into  I  asked  for  a 
Select  Committee.  Some  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Opposition  promised  me  their 
support ;  but  1  believe  that  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  intend  to  oppose  the  Motion,  not- 
withstanding the  fact  that  if  a  Select 
Committee  were  appointed,  and  I  failed 
to  prove  my  case,  the  Government  would 
be  confirmed  in  their  present  course  of 
action.  I  see  that  the  next  Vote  in  these 
Estimates  is  for  the  Packet  Service. 
We  are  asked  to  vote  a  sum  of  £725,000 
for  the  Packet  Service. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  question  of  the  Packet  Service  is  in 
the  next  Vote,  and  not  in  this. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  Then 
I  will  touch  upon  that  question  later  on. 
All  I  will  say  now  is  that  the  heavy  sub- 
sidies we  are  paying  for  the  conveyance 
of  mails  are,  in  my  judgment,  no  longer 
necessary.  If  we  want  speed,  it  would 
be  much  better  to  subsidize  the  Gable 
Service  of  the  Telegraphs.  I  believe  that 
we  could  construct  cables  to  Australia 
for  much  less  than  we  are  now  paying 
fur  the  Mail  Service.  And  what  is  the 
state  of  matters  in  India  ?  We  are  con- 
stantly boasting  of  being  in  touoh  with, 
and  having  the  freest  possible  com- 
munication with,  every  part  of  the 
Empire,  and  yet  the  English  people  can- 
not send  a  letter  to  distant  parts  of  the 
Empire  under  6(f.,  and  they  cannot  send 
a  telegram  under  10#.  a  word.  These 
are  prohibitory  rates  whioh  ought  no 
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longer  to  be  tolerated  by  this  House, 
and  if  we  really  want  Imperial  unity  we 
could  not  act  more  wisely  than  in  re- 
ducing the  rates  to  all  parts  of  the 
Empire.  There  are  other  important 
matters  in  connection  with  the  anomalous 
state  of  things  now  prevailing  which 
ought  not  to  be  overlooked,  and  among 
them  is  the  growing  danger  to  our  trade, 
especially  when  it  is  well  known  that 
Germany  and  France  are  sending  heavily 
subsidized  steamers  to  Australia  to  com- 
pete with  our  trade  in  letter  carrying. 
Those  who  know  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ments of  Germany  and  France  are  quite 
aware  that  these  subsidies  are  not  paid 
for  Post  Office  purposes  at  all.  I  was 
surprised  to  hear  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  declare  that  the  Post  Office 
does  not  pay,  and  he  endeavoured  to 
prove  it  by  including  the  money  paid  lor 
the  Packet  Service.  The  enormous  sum 
paid  for  Packet  Service  should  not  be 
charged  to  the  Post  Office  at  all.  To 
prove  that,  and  to  show  the  absurdity  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  views 
on  that  head,  I  will  point  out  that  we  pay 
at  the  present  moment  something  like 
£350,000  for  the  Packet  Service  to  India, 
while  the  total  revenue  derived  from  it 
only  amounts  to  £55,000.  Would  that  be 
tolerated  for  a  moment  if  it  were  not 
perfectly  clear  that  we  are  paying  this 
large  sum  of  money  for  other  purposes  ? 
Such  an  expenditure  would  not  be  sanc- 
tioned unless  the  people  were  aware  that 
it  was  incurred  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
couraging trade.  If  you  admit  that 
fact,  I  would  ask  you  why  should  the 
Post  Office,  and  those  who  send  letters, 
be  put  to  this  enormous  cost,  and  be 
prevented  from  carrying  out  the  reforms 
of  the  Post  Office  Service  which  are  so 
strongly  demanded  ?  The  theory  now 
put  forward  by  the  Government  in  justi- 
fication of  their  refusal  to  carry  out  re- 
forms is  altogether  a  new  doctrine.  As 
a  proof  of  this,  I  may  mention  the 
fact  that  a  Select  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed by  this  House  in  1863,  of 
which  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  was  a 
Member. 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University):  Sir, 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  understood  you  to 
rule  just  now  that  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  be  in  Order  in  dealing  with 
the  question  of  the  Packet  Service, 
which  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  Yote 
now  under  disoussion. 

VOL.   OOGXY.      [TSIBD  SBBIXS.] 


The  CHAIRMAN:  That  is  so.  j 
pointed  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  the 
Packet  Service  is  in  the  next  Vote. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  I  beg 
to  apologize  for  having  wandered  from 
the  subject  of  the  Vote  ;  but  it  is  diffi- 
cult to  separate  the  two  matters.  The 
whole  system  of  our  Telegraph  and 
Postal  Services  ought  to  form  the  sub- 

i'ect  of  an  inquiry.  Most  gross  anoma- 
ies  exist,  and  every  week  samples  of 
English  goods  are  posted  abroad,  instead 
of  being  sent  from  England.  I  am  ac- 
quainted with  one  firm,  who  have  in- 
formed me  that  they  have  posted  500,000 
samples  to  all  parts  of  England  at  one- 
half  the  rate  which  it  would  have  cost 
them  if  they  had  posted  them  in  London  ; 
and  as  a  matter  of  fact,  letters  for  all 
parts  of  the  British  Empire  can  be 
posted  from  France  and  Germany  at 
100  per  cent  less  cost  than  would  be 
entailed  if  they  were  posted  in  England. 
There  are  other  grievances  of  another 
kind  which  demand  a  remedy ;  and, 
under  these  circumstances,  I  think  we 
are  justified  in  asking  for  a  full  inquiry 
into  the  whole  state  of  affairs. 

Mr.  raikes  :  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther  it  is  desirable  that  I  should  inter- 
vene so  early  in  the  debate ;  but  as  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  has  just 
addressed  the  Committee  seemed  to  travel 
rather  wide  of  the  question,  perhaps  it 
would  be  as  well  to  go  back  to  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  which 
certainly  were  relevant  to  the  Vote  now 
before  the  Committee.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  called  attention  to 
the  system — or,  rather,  what  he  charac- 
terized as  a  want  of  system — in  regard 
to  the  promotions  in  the  Post  Office.  I 
quite  admit  that  it  is  an  extremely  diffi- 
cult thing  to  conduct  the  promotions  in 
this  or  any  other  important  Public  De- 
partment. The  hon.  Member  has  asked 
me  whether,  in  sanctioning  various  pro- 
motions, I  am  guided  by  the  question  of 
fitness,  or  by  seniority,  or  by  fitness  ac- 
companied by  seniority,  or  by  the  advice 
of  my  permanent  advisers  ?  In  reply,  I 
can  only  say  to  the  hon.  Member,  as  I 
think  he  has  already  anticipated,  that  I 
am  guided  by  all  those  considerations. 
I  think  it  is  very  desirable  that  fitness 
should  be  considered,  and  by  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Department  it  is  bound  to  be 
considered  in  the  case  of  all  promotions 
to  the  first  class      In  the  promotions 
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in  the  classes  below,  seniority,  coupled 
with  fitness,  is  considered.  Of  course, 
I  cannot  myself  pretend  to  decide  as  to 
the  individual  merits  of  the  94,000  or 
95,000  employ h  of  the  Oovernment  in 
the  Post  Office  Department,  and  I  have 
to  be  largely  guided  by  the  opinions  of 
those  who  are  acquainted  with  the  de- 
tails of  the  Service.  The  hon.  Member 
has  made  special  reference  to  the  case 
of  a  promotion  which  took  place  a  short 
time  ago  in  the  second  class  in  the  Office 
of  the  Keceiver  and  Accountant  Oeneral. 
It  is  a  curious  thing  that  whenever  a 
man  does  an  act  which  he  thinks  will 
be  popular,  he  afterwards  finds  that  that 
is  the  very  thing  he  gets  pulled  up  for.  I 
have  not  had  any  communication  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  as  to  the 
details  of  this  particular  promotion  ;  but 
if  he  had  intimated  to  me  that  he  desired 
to  bring  the  matter  before  the  House  of 
Commons,  I  should  have  been  glad  to 
give  him  all  the  information  in  my 
power. 

Mb.  BBADLATTGH  :  I  regret  that  I 
did  not  give  Notice  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
Holidays  prevented  me  from  giving  the 
same  Notice  in  regard  to  this  case  as  I 
gave  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
regard  to  other  cases. 

Mb.  K AIKES  :  As  far  as  I  remember, 
three  clerks  had  to  be  promoted,  and 
the  Secretary  recommended  me  to  pro- 
mote three  officers  who  were  all  rather 
junior.  It  was  said  that  the  first  four 
in  the  class  were  not  fit  for  promotion ; 
the  fifth  was  an  improving  clerk,  and 
after  him  came  others  who  were  re- 
ported to  be  fit  for  promotion.  I 
was  asked  to  promote  three  gentle- 
men the  highest  of  whom  stood  ninth 
on  the  list,  but  I  was  unwilling  to  pass 
over  the  first  eight  clerks,  when  I 
saw  that  one  of  them  was  reported  to 
be  an  improving  officer.  I  therefore 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  give  the 
improving  officer  a  probationary  ap- 
pointment, and  that  is  the  long  and  the 
short  of  the  whole  matter.  I  have  no 
knowledge  whatever  of  the  gentleman 
promoted,  either  personally,  or  of  his 
politics.  I  come  now  to  the  case  of 
Liverpool.  These  cases  seem  to  be 
rather  mutually  destructive.  In  the 
first  case  I  did,  to  a  certain  degree, 
disregard  the  advice  tendered  to  me,  and 
I  reoogpiized  the  principle  of  seniority; 
whereas,  in  the  case  of  Liverpool,  I  acted 

Mr.  JRaikes 


upon  the  advice  given  to  me,  and  dis- 
regarded seniority.  Yet  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  not  satisfied  with  either  appoint- 
ment. These  two  cases  exemplify  the 
difficulties  which  surround  the  Post- 
master General  in  making  these  appoint- 
ments ;  but  they  show,  at  all  events, 
that  I  have  not  erred  according  to  any 
fixed  principle  for  determining  what  I 
ought  to  do.  As  regards  Liverpool,  the 
hon.  Member  brought  the  case  before 
the  House  some  time  ago,  and  when 
my  attention  was  called  to  it,  I  at  once 
sent  for  the  papers.  I  was  extremely 
reluctant  to  confirm  that  promotion.  I 
quite  feel  the  force  of  what  the  hon. 
Member  has  said,  and  it  certainly  did 
seem  that  some  of  those  who  have  been 
passed  over  had  considerable  claims.  I 
did  not,  however,  care  to  set  aside  the 
very  strong  recommendation  of  the  post- 
master of  Liverpool  in  favour  of  any  in- 
dividual respecting  whom  I  had  no  infor- 
mation at  all.  I  was  inclined  to  believe 
that  the  officer  promoted  must  be  a 
gentleman  of  exceptional  merit,  seeing 
that  he  had  been  acting  almost  as  a 
sort  of  private  secretary  to  the  post- 
master, so  that  the  postmaster  had 
special  means  of  forming  an  accurate 
opinion  of  his  capacity.  I  believe  that 
the  course  I  pursued  was  one  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  would  have 
taken  if  he  had  been  in  my  place. 
There  were  two  or  three  other  cases 
mentioned  in  regard  to  Liverpool,  and  I 
can  only  say  that  I  will  make  inquiries 
about  them.  The  facts  in  connection 
with  the  cases  of  Hegnett  and  Helsby 
have  not  been  brought  before  me,  nor 
have  I  received  any  information  in 
regard  to  that  of  Miller.  I  will,  how- 
ever, make  inquiries  into  all  of  those 
oases.  Then  comes  the  case  of  the 
medical  officer,  but  that  is  a  matter 
which  happened  when  the  late  Mr. 
Fawcett  was  Postmaster  General,  and  I 
was  not  in  Office.  The  arrangement 
which  was  made  in  1 882  has  since  been 
set  aside,  and  the  gentleman  who  was 
then  appointed  medical  officer  for  part 
of  the  district  is  now  officiating  for  the 
whole  district.  It  is  simply  a  return  to 
the  system  which  was  in  force  before 
1882 

Mb.  BKADLAUGH:  May  I  be 
allowed  to  explain  ?  I  did  not  intend  to 
make  any  attack  upon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  all,  but  I  simply  pointed 
out  that  in  1882  a  large  district  which 
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had  been  under  one  competent  medical 
man  was  divided  into  three,  because  it 
was  considered  too  large  for  one  officer. 
On  that  occasion  the  postmaster's  son 
was  given  a  large  portion  of  the  district, 
and  shortly  afterward,  when  the  previous 
medical  officer  resigned,  the  whole  of 
the  district  was  put  into  the  hands  of  this 
young  man,  thus  more  than  doubling 
the  original  salary,  although  his  only 
qualification  was  that  he  was  the  son  of 
the  postmaster. 

Mr.  EAIKES  :  I  was  not  aware  that 
he  was  the  son  of  the  postmaster.  All 
that  I  know  is  that  what  has  been  done 
has  been  to  restore  the  practice  which 
prevailed  before  1882,  and  that  one 
medical  officer  now  controls  the  whole 
district.  I  do  not  know  the  facts  pre- 
cisely ;  but  from  what  has  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member,  I  take  it  that  the  Mr. 
Townsend  he  speaks  of  was  an  experi- 
enced medical  officer,  who  was  probably 
a  man  advanced  in  years,  seeing  that  he 
soon  afterwards  resigned  the  office.  It 
is  quite  probable  that  a  young,  vigorous, 
and  energetic  man  may  be  competent  to 
perform  duties  which  may  have  been  too 
heavy  for  an  older  man  in  1882.  The 
hon.  Member  has  made  a  reference  to 
salaries  generally,  and  particularly  to 
the  higher  and  lower  salaries.  I  have  a 
good  deal  of  sympathy  with  the  hon. 
Member,  and  I  do  not  deny  that  I  share 
to  a  certain  degree  in  the  sentiments  to 
which  he  has  given  expression.  He  says 
that  it  is  desirable  to  reduce  the  salaries 
of  those  who  are  at  present  highly-paid 
in  order  to  increase  the  salaries  of  those 
who  are  ill-paid.  That  is  a  very  natural 
sentiment;  but  you  have  to  deal  with 
bargains  which  have  been  made  with 
individuals  when  they  first  entered  the 
Service,  and  the  existing  interests  and 
the  expectations  of  these  men  must  be 
carefully  borne  in  mind,  seeing  that  they 
form  part  of  the  reward  they  expected  to 
receive  when  their  salaries  were  not  so 
good  as  they  are  now.  I  regret  the  re- 
ference made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Canterbury,  who  followed  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton,  to  a  matter  which 
I  had  hoped  had  now  passed  into  oblivion. 
I  do  not  wish  to  detain  the  Committee  by 
going  into  it  again,  but  I  must  refer  to 
it,  lest  it  should  be  assumed  that  I  have 
any  regret  to  express  for  the  course 
which  I  took.  I  refer  to  the  question  of 
the  irregular  proceeding  which  took 
place  in  the  Post  Office  shortly  after  I 


became  Postmaster  General,  and  which 
I  hope  all  the  parties  who  participated  in 
it  have  since  regretted.  I  felt  bound  to 
vindicate  the  authority  of  the  Office  I 
have  the  honour  to  hold,  and  having  so 
vindicated  it,  I  have  been  perfectly  satis- 
fied to  let  the  matter  rest,  and  I  trust  that 
I  shall  secure  the  cordial  co-operation  and 
hearty  assistance  of  the  very  able  gentle- 
men who  form  the  permanent  staff  of 
the  Department  with  whom  I  was  on  that 
occasion  in  temporary  conflict.  The 
hon.  Member  then  proceeded  to  refer  to 
the  question  of  telegraphing  Money 
Orders.  That  is  a  matter  which  I  think 
will  be  more  suitably  dealt  with  when 
we  come  to  the  Telegraph  Vote.  I  will 
only  say  that,  as  far  as  convenience  is 
concerned,  there  would  be  great  risk  in 
largely  increasing  the  balances  deposited 
in  the  hands  of  provincial  postmasters, 
or  in  giving  them  increased  credit  with 
the  local  banks.  If  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  Member  were  carried  out,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  enlarge  the  bal- 
ances in  the  hands  of  the  postmasters. 

Mb.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  :  I  only 
suggested  that  the  amount  of  the  Money 
Order  Telegrams  should  be  moderate. 

Mb.  EAIKES:  I  quite  admit  that 
there  might  be  a  certain  amount  of  con- 
venience in  the  arrangement ;  but  a  much 
larger  sum  must  necessarily  be  deposited 
in  the  hands  of  the  postmasters,  and 
the  danger  is  not  so  much  the^loss  to 
the  State  as  of  placing  temptations 
before  a  large  class  of  the  public  ser- 
vants. If  the  hon.  Member  knew  the 
great  temptations  to  which  the  post- 
masters are  exposed  now,  even  in  re- 
gard to  the  balances  they  now  have,  I 
think  he  would  hesitate  before  he  de- 
termined on  increasing  the  risk.  I  am, 
however,  quite  prepared  to  consider  the 
matter,  which  is  one  worthy  of  con- 
sideration ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  I 
have  given  to  it  some  consideration  since 
I  have  been  in  Office.  Hitherto,  how- 
ever, I  have  been  unable  to  get  over  the 
obstacle  I  have  mentioned.  Possibly, 
if  there  were  a  g^eat  demand  for  the 
introduction  of  the  system  on  the  part 
of  the  public,  some  way  of  getting  rid 
of  the  difficulty  I  have  pointed  out 
might  be  found ;  but  up  to  the  present 
time  I  have  not  seen  sufficient  reason 
for  changing  the  present  system.  As  to 
the  mail  subsidies,  I  will  only  point  out 
that  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  apply  to  the  present  Vote.    I 
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do  not  wisli  to  close  these  obseryations 
without  making  one  statement,  which  I 
think  the  Committee  will  be  glad  to 
hear,  and  it  arises  out  of  the  last  part 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  observations. 
Ever  sinoe  I  came  into  Office  I  have 
done  my  best  to  endeavour  to  bring 
about  some  system  for  re-establishing 
the  pattern  post.  I  found,  however, 
that  there  were  difficulties  in  the  way, 
and  serious  objections  were  raised  to  the 
plan.  It  was  said  that  the  Parcel  Post 
ought  to  meet  all  the  requirements,  and 
I  was  assured  that  the  system  could  not 
be  re-established  without  loss  to  the 
Bevenue ;  but  I  have  persevered  in  the 
project,  because,  as  I  have  stated  else- 
where, I  consider  it  to  be  a  scandal  that 
it  should  be  possible  to  send  patterns  aud 
samples  abroad,  and  then  send  them 
back  home  at  a  cheaper  rate  than  they 
can  be  sent  direct  from  one  part  of  this 
country  to  another.  Patterns  can  be 
sent  from  abroad  for  10  centimes,  no 
portion  of  which  reaches  our  Kevenue, 
a  rate  considerably  below  the  cost  of 
postage  in  England.  I  am  happy  to  say 
that  within  the  last  few  days  I  have 
obtained  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury 
to  the  re-establishment  of  a  Pattern 
Post.  Although'  the  details  are  not 
settled,  as  the  matter  is  one  of  con- 
siderable public  interest,  I  think  I  may 
not  unreasonably  give  the  Committee 
the  outlines  of  the  plan.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose, at  all  events,  at  present,  to  extend 
it  beyond  the  weight  of  J  lb.,  but  I  pro- 
pose that  we  should  establish  a  gra- 
duated scale.  The  proposed  rates  are — 
for  patterns  less  than  4  ozs.,  Id, ;  be- 
tween 4  ozs.  and  6  ozs.,  iid,;  and  be- 
tween 6  ozs.  and  8  ozs.,  2d,  I  believe 
this  scale  will  meet  the  exigencies  of  the 
case,  and  will  deal  with  all  samples  and 
patterns  correctly  and  justly  described, 
though  it  will  be  necessary  to  keep  a 
watchful  eye  against  the  surreptitious 
sending  of  correspondence  under  the 
form  of  patterns.  In  the  first  year  or 
two  there  will  probably  be  some  loss  of 
Bevenue ;  but  I  expect  that  the  loss  will 
be  almost  inperceptible.  I  shall  be 
happy  to  deal  with  the  larger  and  Im- 
perial questions  which  have  been  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Can- 
terbury when  the  Packet  and  Telegraph 
Votes  come  on. 

Mb.  SHAWLEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  Will  the  samples  and  patterns 
go  by  the  Letter  or  the  Parcel  Post  ? 


Mb.  E  AIKES  :  The  present  intention 
is  to  send  them  with  the  letters. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  :  I  wish  to  put  a 
question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
with  regard  to  the  good-conduct  badges 
for  the  letter  carriers.  I  understand 
that  among  a  great  number  of  the  letter 
carriers  there  has  been  some  falling  oif 
in  the  number  of  g^od-conduot  badges 
awarded.  Now,  these  badges  are  highly 
prized,  and  bring  pecuniary  advantages 
to  a  very  poor  class  of  men.  In  some 
districts  it  is  quite  clear  that  when  a 
man  who  possessed  one  of  these  badges 
has  either  died  or  left  the  Service,  the 
vacant  badge  has  not  been  given  to  a 
letter  carrier  in  the  same  district.  I  am 
informed  that  that  has  been  specially 
the  case  in  Hampshire.  There  are 
several  districts  there  in  which  the  num- 
ber of  badges  is  less  than  it  was  some 
time  ago.  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
that  the  number  has  grown  less  since  the 
time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  been 
in  Office.  I  am  rather  inclined  to  be- 
lieve that  the  falling  off  commenced  be- 
fore he  assumed  Office  ;  but  I  know  it 
would  be  a  great  consolation  to  the  men 
to  know  that  their  chances  of  enjoying 
this  distinction  are  not  fewer  than  they 
used  to  be.  It  is  also  desirable  that 
some  encouragement  should  be  held 
out  to  men  who  have  distinguished 
themselves  by  their  good  conduct  and 
honesty  that  they  will  receive  a  reward 
which  will  have  the  effect  of  making 
their  lives  more  happy. 

Mb.  RAIKES  :  I  entirely  appreciate 
the  force  of  the  remarks  which  have  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member.  I  think  it 
is  most  desirable  to  maintain  the  system 
of  awarding  good-conduct  badges,  and 
even  to  extend  it.  I  do  not  believe, 
however,  that  there  has  been  any  falling 
off  in  the  number  of  good-conduct 
badges  given.  Certainly,  no  diminution 
of  the  number  has  been  sanctioned.  I 
think  the  point  to  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  called  attention  is  only  to  be 
found  in  the  fact  that  the  districts  are 
more  extensive  than  he  is  aware  of,  that 
a  certain  number  of  good  conduct 
badges  are  given  for  the  whole  district, 
and  that  the  districts  are  of  a  very  con- 
siderable size  and  area — for  instance, 
although  a  man  may  have  died  in 
Hampshire,  it  is  possible  that  the  badge 
may  have  been  given  to  some  other 
letter  carrier  in  Surrey.  I  will,  however, 
inquire  into  the  matter. 
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Mr.  cavendish  BENTINOK 
(Whitehaven) :  I  am  sorry  to  give 
my  right  hoa.  Friend  the  trouble  of 
having  to  speak  again  upon  this 
Vote ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  I  rose 
before  my  right  hon.  Friend  made 
his  answer  to  the  previous  observa- 
tionSy  in  the  hope  that  I  might  be  able 
to  save  him  the  trouble  and  limit  him  to 
one  speech  on  this  occasion.  Upon  this 
Vote  I  desire  to  call  attention  to  a  mat- 
ter which  [  have  constantly  had  upon 
the  Paper,  but  which,  owing  to  the  un- 
reasonably late  hour  at  which  the  Post 
Office  Estimates  have  been  discussed,  I 
have  found  it  impossible  to  place  before 
the  Committee,  although  it  is  a  matter 
of  considerable  inconvenience  to  the 
country — 1  refer  to  the  defective  mode 
of  collecting  letters  at  various  railway 
stations  in  the  United  Kingdom.  I  have 
never  been  able  to  discover — indeed,  it 
passes  the  wit  of  man  to  discover,  why 
the  English  public  should  not  have  the 
same  facilities  in  regard  to  posting  letters 
at  railway  stations  which  are  enjoyed  by 
the  citizens  of  every  large  Continental 
town.  At  the  railway  stations  in  nearly 
every  foreign  town — certainly  in  France 
and  Italy — there  are  moveable  post- boxes 
which  are  ready  to  be  emptied  on  the 
arrival  oT  a  train,  and  by  this  means  the 
public  have  an  opportunity  of  posting 
their  letters  without  any  extra  charge 
up  to  a  few  minutes  before  the  arrival 
of  the  train.  I  am  sorry  to  think 
how  many  years  have  elapsed  since  I 
first  directed  the  attention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  this  subject. 
It  was  when  Mr.  Tilley  was  Secretary 
to  the  Post  Office,  and  he  met  my  repre- 
sentations with  the  assertion  that  it  was 
absolutely  impossible  to  carry  out  this 
scheme  in  this  country.  Nevertheless, 
the  system  was  introduced  by  the  Post- 
master General  for  France,  under  the 
Imperial  Government,  and  a  Beport  was 
obtained  from  him  showing  the  way  in 
which  the  system  was  worked  ;  and  I 
dare  say  my  right  hon.  Friend,  if  he 
will  make  inquiries,  will  find  that  He- 
port  in  some  pigeon-hole  at  the  Post 
Office.  I  think  it  was  when  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Bossendale  (The 
Marquess  of  Hartington)  was  Post- 
master General  that  a  Post  Office  van 
was  put  on,  and  by  the  payment  of  an 
extra  fee  letters  were  allowed  to  be 
posted,  but  only  in  the  travelling  vans. 
What  I  compLun  of  is  that  the  same 


advantages  should  not  have  been  ex- 
tended to  the  Post  Office  boxes  at  all  the 
railway  stations.  At  present,  a  very 
idiotic  practice  prevails  at  some  of 
the  great  stations  —  such  as  Hugby, 
Preston,  and  Bishopstoke.  We  find  at 
those  stations  a  pillar-box ;  but  instead 
of  the  contents  being  emptied  at  the 
station  into  the  van  when  the  train 
arrives,  the  letters  are  taken  from  the 
station  to  the  central  office  of  the  town, 
which  may  be  a  mile  distant,  and  there 
is  no  advantage  whatever  in  posting  a 
letter  there.  Then,  again,  at  a  certain 
hour  in  the  evening,  even  these  pillar- 
boxes  are  shut  up,  and  the  only  way  of 
posting  a  letter  is  to  give  a  fee  to  a 
railway  porter  employed  at  the  station 
with  instructions  to  give  it  to  the  travel- 
ling clerk  when  the  van  arrives.  In  that 
case  you  have  to  trust  to  the  honour  of 
the  porter  in  discharging  the  duty  he 
has  taken  upon  himself.  I  have  spoken 
to  several  of  the  Post  Office  officials  on 
the  subject  privately,  but  I  have  never 
been  able  to  get  any  reason  from  them 
why  the  foreign  system  should  not  be 
carried  out.  I  think  if  they  would  con- 
sult with  the  officials  connected  with  the 
Continental  Post  Offices, they  would  soon 
ascertain  the  lines  upon  which  the  same 
plan  could  be  worked  satisfactorily  in 
this  country.  I  recollect  that  on  one 
occasion  Mr.  Tilley  did  state  an  objection 
— namely,  that  when  a  letter  was  put 
into  a  travelling  van  there  was  no  telling 
whether  it  was  going  up  or  down  the 
line.  The  answer  to  that  was  that  no 
inconvenience  could  be  sustained,  because 
the  sorting  clerks  who  take  charge  of 
the  letters  would  put  it  into  the  proper 
train  the  moment  they  reached  the  next 
railway  station.  I  hope  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  be  able  to  tell  the  Committee 
that  something  my  be  done  in  this  direc- 
tion. I  believe  that  upon  the  South- 
western line  very  great  inconvenience 
is  at  present  experienced,  and  also  in 
the  town  which  I  represent.  There  is 
another  point  to  which  I  also  desire  to 
direct  the  attention  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  and  it  is  this.  As  I  understand 
— perhaps  I  may  be  wrong — it  is  not 
possible  to  post  a  letter  in  a  railway 
train  unless  there  happens  to  be  a  travel- 
ling clerk  or  some  recognized  official 
person  in  charge  of  the  van.  I  have 
been  told  that  an  alteration  has  been 
made  in  that  respect  lately ;  but  I  under- 
stand that  hitherto  the  presence  of  a 
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clerk  with  a  train  was  a  condition  pre- 
cedent to  the  despatch  of  a  letter  by  the 
train  carrying  the  mail.  What  has 
happened  has  been  this — the  Post  OflB.ce 
train  which  carries  the  London  and 
Southern  mails  leaves  Whitehaven  at 
7.30  in  the  evening ;  but  the  letter  van 
is  not  in  the  charge  of  a  travelling  clerk, 
but  simply  in  charge  of  the  railway 
authorities.  The  Post  OfHce  van  leaves 
an  hour  and  a-half  earlier,  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  Post  Ofl&ce,  so  that  all 
the  letters  between  Whitehaven  and 
Camforth  may  be  picked  up.  The  con- 
sequence is  that  letters  from  the  town  of 
Whitehaven,  with  a  population  of  25,000 
people,  are  not  able  to  be  put  into  the 
travelling  van  when  it  leaves  without  an 
extra  fee  of  Jrf.  I  will  ask  my  right 
hon.  Friend  if  he  cannot  make  some 
arrangement  to  prevent  this  inconve- 
nience by  employing  some  trustworthy 
clerk  to  take  charge  of  the  Post  Office 
van,  and  also  of  all  letters  which  may 
be  given  to  him  to  deliver  at  Camforth  ? 
I  believe  that  a  similar  inconvenience 
has  been  experienced  on  the  South 
Western  System.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  South  Dorset  (Colonel 
Hambro)  will  be  aware  that  the  morn- 
ing mail  which  leaves  Waterloo  Station 
at  8.5  takes  the  whole  of  the  letters 
despatched  in  the  morning.  There  is 
no  travelling  clerk  in  charge,  and  any 
person  who  is  desirous  of  sending  a 
letter  specially  is  not  able  to  do  so.  I 
hope  my  right  hon.  Friend  wiU  take 
the  matter  seriously  into  his  considera- 
tion, and  that  before  he  has  much 
longer  occupied  the  Office  which  he  now 
so  worthily  administers,  he  will  be  able 
to  introduce  some  satisfactory  change 
in  these  respects.  I  can  assure  my  right 
hon.  Friend  that  the  restrictions  now 
imposed  often  cause  the  greatest  incon- 
venience, and  the  people  of  Whitehaven, 
whom  I  represent,  fervently  hope  that 
they  will  be  done  away  with. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston):  There 
are  one  or  two  points  to  which  I  desire 
to  draw  attention  in  connection  with  this 
Estimate.  In  the  first  place,  there  is  an 
item  in  reference  to  the  insurance  of 
public  buildiDgs  belonging  to  the  Post 
Office ;  but  I  do  not  see  in  the  Estimate 
that  any  regular  rule  is  followed,  either 
in  regard  to  the  buildings  which  belong 
to  the  Post  Office  or  to  any  other  Depart- 
ment. In  some  cases  it  would  appear 
that  they  are  insured,  whereas  in  others 
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there  is  no  insurance  at  all,  and  there 
certainly  appears  to  be  no  definite  prin- 
ciple adopted.  There  is  an  item  on 
page  71  for — 

*'  Water,  fire  iDSorance,  tithes,  compensation 
to  ministers  and  parish  clerks  for  loss  of  emolu- 
ments, rent  of  windows  in  money  order  office 
overlooking  graveyard,  &c." 

I  want  to  know  what  the  principle  is 
which  the  Post  Office  Authorities  adopt 
in  regard  to  insurances  ?  There  is  also 
another  matter.  I  find  from  the  Cus- 
toms Beport  that  a  good  deal  of  smug- 
gling goes  on  by  means  of  the  Parcel 
Post.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  is 
about  to  increase  the  facilities  for  the 
Parcel  Post,  and  I  want  to  know  how  it 
is  when  the  Parcel  Post  system  is  so 
much  more  extensive  on  the  Continent, 
and  the  articles  on  which  duty  is  paid 
are  so  much  more  numerous,  that  they 
avoid  smuggling,  whereas  in  this  country 
tobacco  is  the  only  thing  that  can  be 
smuggled,  and  we  have  it  stated  in  this 
Report  that  a  good  deal  of  tobacco 
smuggling  is  carried  on.  Then,  again, 
I  wish  to  have  some  information  with 
reference  to  the  conveyance  of  mails  by 
coach  in  this  country.  I  understand 
that  the  mails  are  now  being  conveyed 
by  the  coach  running  to  Brighton,  and 
I  wish  to  know  whether  the  ste^s  which 
are  now  taken  are  really  tentative,  or 
whether  the  change  is  meant  to  be  per- 
manent. If  the  conveyance  of  mails  by 
coach  should  have  the  effect  of  leading 
to  improvement  in  the  roads  it  must 
command  approval,  and  I  am  glad  to 
hear  of  it ;  but  I  desire  to  know  whe- 
ther in  regard  to  the  coach  now  running 
to  Brighton  the  experiment  shows  that 
it  is  cheaper  to  convey  the  mails  by 
coach  rather  than  by  rail,  and  if  there 
is  any  idea  of  carrying  out  the  same 
plan  extensively  throughout  the  coun- 
try ?  It  is  not  often  that  we  get  an  op- 
portunity of  discussing  the  Post  Office 
Vote,  and  I  think  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Canterbury  has  started  a 
mine  in  reference  to  some  of  the  Post 
Office  anomalies,  which  is  very  well 
worth  working.  Indeed,  I  hope  he  will 
keep  pegging  away  until  he  gets  some 
of  the  evils  he  complains  oi  redressed. 
Unless  he  continues  to  press  them  upon 
the  attention  of  the  Government  day 
after  day  and  year  after  year,  I  am 
afraid  that  very  little  will  be  done.  I 
do  not  see  how  it  is  possible  for  the 
Government  to  say  that  the  Post  Offlee 
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cannot  afford  to  carry  out  the  reforms 
and  improvements  suggested  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Canterbury.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  Memorial  from  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce  in  London,  which 
states  that  there  is  annually  a  large 
surplus  provided  from  the  Post  Office 
Department,  which,  to  the  extent  of 
about  £2,500,000  a-year,  is  appro- 
priated by  the  Treasury.  I  cannot  help 
regarding  that  surplus  of  £2,500,000  as 
a  tax  upon  the  commerce  of  the  country, 
and  I  cannot  believe  that  the  House  of 
Commons  will  continue  much  longer  to 
permit  this  large  surplus  to  be  handed 
over  to  the  Treasury  —a  surplus  which 
amounts  to  the  return  of  about  30  per 
cent  on  the  capital  invested — without 
part  of  it  being  spent  in  affording  the 
public  increased  postal  and  telegraph 
facilities,  such  as  are  enjoyed  in  Ger- 
many and  other  countries,  and  which 
would  be  of  great  benefit  in  securing 
the  real  federation  of  the  Empire.  In 
every  other  country  in  the  world  sur- 
pluses of  this  kind  are  appropriated, 
not  to  the  use  of  the  General  Exchequer, 
but  in  increasing  the  postal  facilities. 
We  know  very  well  what  the  facilities 
are  which  are  given  to  trade  in  Ger- 
many, and  in  other  countries,  but  which 
are  not  afforded  in  England.  Taking 
into  consideration  the  tremendous  ma- 
terial interests  which  are  concerned  in 
a  great  commercial  country  like  this,  I 
think  it  is  simply  ridiculous  to  go  on 
appropriating  this  surplus  instead  of 
utilizing  it  in  increasing  our  postal 
lAcilities 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  I  only 
want  to  say  a  word  or  two  by  way  of 
explanation  in  regard  to  the  telegraph- 
ing of  Money  Orders.  I  want  to  explain 
the  system  in  operation  in  Australia. 
In  the  first  instance,  money  order  offices 
were  established  in  connection  with  the 
Post  Office  in  those  places  which  stood 
most  in  need  of  them,  but  the  sums  re- 
mitted in  that  way  were  limited  to  a 
small  amount,  not  being  allowed  to 
exceed  £10 ;  but  I  believe  that  the 
amount  has  since  been  greatly  extended. 
As  to  the  objections  raised  by  the  Post- 
master General  that  the  system  would 
be  liable  to  fraud,  I  am  prepared  to 
admit  that  temptations  might  occur  if 
large  sums  of  money  were  placed  in  the 
post  offices  for  this  purpose;  but,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  the  postmasters  are 
already  in  receipt  of  sufficient  sums  to 


enable  them  to  pay  the  Post  Office  Orders 
sent  by  telegram.  What  I  propose 
is  to  establish  a  similar  system  in  this 
country  to  that  which  exists  in  Australia, 
and  which  the  Postmaster  General  could 
easily  carry  out.  I  am  sorry  to  find  that 
the  proposal  has  not  received  more  en- 
couragement from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Postmaster  General.  Long  be- 
fore the  right  hon.  Gentleman  came 
into  Office  the  same  answer  was  given 
— namely,  that  the  matter  is  still  under 
consideration.  If  he  is  really  desirous 
of  testing  the  matter,  let  him  arrange  to 
introduce  money  orders  first  for  small 
amounts  at  such  places  as  Birmingham, 
Liverpool,  Manchester,  Sheffield,  Edin- 
burgh, Belfast,  and  Glasgow.  Then,  if 
the  experiment  is  a  success,  as  I  have  no 
doubt  it  would  be,  he  will  gain  the  gra- 
titude of  the  country.  I  congratulate 
the  Postmaster  General  on  the  informa- 
tion he  has  given  to  the  Committee  that 
he  is  about  to  remove  one  great  scandal 
which  has  hitherto  existed.  I  feel  cer- 
tain that  if  he  were  not  obstructed  by 
the  permanent  officials  of  the  Depart- 
ment we  should  have  many  more  re- 
forms of  the  same  kind.  I  sincerely 
trust  that  he  will  give  a  favourable  con- 
sideration to  the  proposal  for  establish- 
ing a  Telegraphic  Money  Order  system. 
Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  There  was 
one  remark  which  was  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  with 
which  I  cannot  agree — namely,  that  the 
Postmaster  General  is  obstructed  in  im- 
provements by  the  permanent  officials  of 
the  Department.  In  the  first  speech  de- 
livered by  the  hon.  Member  he  stated 
that  the  Secretary  to  the  Post  Office  was  a 
man  who  obstructed  all  reforms,  and  that 
to  him  rather  than  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral or  the  Government  the  failure  to 
carry  out  the  reforms  he  desires  is  due. 
I  can  only  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
that  is  not  my  experience  of  the  Post 
Office  permanent  officials.  Certainly, 
my  tenure  of  Office  as  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral was  not  very  long ;  but,  before  my 
time,  Mr.  Fawcett  was  Postmaster 
General  for  some  years,  and  during  his 
tenure  of  Office  more  important  changes 
took  place  in  the  Post  Office  Department 
than  probably  took  place  in  any  other 
Department.  During  the  whole  of  that 
time  Mr.  Blackwood  was  Secretary  to 
the  Post  Office,  and  I  will  undertake  to 
say  that  Mr.  Blackwood  can  in  no  sense 
be  called  an  obstructor  of  any  of  the  re- 
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forms  which  have    taken    place.     Mr. 
Blackwood,  on    all  occasions,  properly 
pointed  out  the  cost  which  would  be  en- 
tailed by  carrying  out  the  improvements 
which  were  suggested.     The  real    ob- 
structors of  reforms  and  improvements 
are  not  the  permanent  officials  of   the 
Post  Office,  but  the  Treasury.     Every 
reform    involves    a   certain  amount  of 
cost,  and  upon  this  point  the  Treasury 
have  to  be  consulted.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  has,  I  think, 
hit  the  real  blot  in  the  matter  when  he 
pointed  out  that  the  Treasury  have  been 
receiving  for    some   years  past  a  very 
large    income    from    the     Post    Office. 
There  can  be  no  question  about  the  fact 
that  the  profit  derived  from  the   Post 
Office    has    been    appropriated   by  the 
Treasury  in  the  interests,  generally,  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  that  the  income  has 
been  gradually  increasing.     I  find,  look- 
ing back  for  some  years,   that  in  the 
years  1870-73,  the    income    from    the 
Post   Office   was    £1,470,000;    1874-7, 
£2,175,000;  1878-81,  £2,654,000;  and  in 
1882-6,  £2,857,000;   showing  a  steady 
tendency  in  the  net  income  to  increase. 
I  am  not  disposed  to  complain  of  the 
Treasury  receiving  a  certain  income  from 
the  Post  Office ;  but  a  grave  question 
arises    as    to    whether    the     Treasury 
and  the  Government  should  insist   on 
appropriating  the  continually  increasing 
surplus  of  the  Post  Office.  I  think  some 
rule  should  be  laid  down  that  when  a 
definite  fixed  sum  has  been  derived  from 
the  Post  Office  everything  beyond  that 
surplus  revenue,  in  the  future,  should 
be  spent  in  carrying  out  improvements 
and  reforms.     I  am  bound  to  say  in  the 
last  two  or  three  years  there  has  been  a 
decrease  in  the  revenue.     The  highest 
point  was  reached  in  1883,  when  there 
was  a  surplus  of  £3,022,000  ;  in  1884  it 
was  £2,610,000;  in  1885,  £2,647,000; 
in  1886,  £2,987,000;  and  in  1887,  end- 
ing the  31st  of  March  last,  £2,720,000. 
This  fall,  however,  was  partly  due  to 
the  expenditure  of  £300,000  on  the  pur- 
chase of  the  new  Post  Office  site,  which 
was  an  abnormal  expenditure  which  will 
not  occur  again.     As  far  as  I  can  make 
out,  from  the  account  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  in  his  Budget  State- 
ment, we  may  expect  a  surplus  revenue 
of    something  like  £3,000,000   in    the 
coming  year ;   and  what  I  venture   to 
suggest  is  that  there  should  be  a  kind 
of  understanding,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
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vemment,  and  of  the  House,  as  to  what 
is    to  be  in   future   the    average    net 
revenue  to  be  derived  from  the  Post 
Office,  and  that  beyond  that  limit  the 
surplus  revenue  should  be  devoted  to- 
wards carrying  out  improvements  and 
reforms  in  connection  with   the    Post 
Office  itself.     If  any  such  rule  as  that 
were  laid  down,  I  think  that  without 
question  it  would   be  possible  for  the 
Post  Office  to  effect  a  number  of  those 
smaller  reforms  which  have  been  pressed 
upon  the  Department  from  time  to  time 
without  the  continued  intervention   of 
the  Treasury.     For  my  own  part,  I  do 
not  think  that  it  is  fair  for  the  Treasury 
to  insist  upon  appropriating  the  whole 
of  the  surplus  revenue  of  the  Post  Office. 
No  doubt  the  Treasury  ought  to  have 
part,  but  there  should  be  an  understand- 
ing as  to  the  point  beyond  which  the 
appropriation  by  the  Treasury  should 
not  go,   and  that  the  surplus  revenue 
beyond  that  should  be  devoted  to  re- 
forms.   I  must  again  repeat  that  there 
has  been  no  obstruction  whatever  of  the 
nature  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Canterbury,  on  the  part  of  the  per- 
manent officials  of  the  Post  Office,  and 
still  less  from  the  Secretary,  Mr.  Black- 
wood.    I  was  rather  surprised  that  the 
Postmaster  General  did  not  reply  to  that 
part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Canterbury  when  he  addressed  the 
Committee  on  the  subject.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  go  into  the  question  of  the  con- 
flict which  unfortunately  arose  between 
the  Postmaster  General  and  the  perma- 
nent staff.     We  have  here  only  one  side 
of  the  question,  and  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  he  has  re-asserted 
his  authority,   I  am  inclined   to  think 
that  there  may  be  another  side  to  that 
question.    Certainly  it  was  not  a  regular 
proceeding  on  the  part  of  the  clerks  of 
the  Department  to  draw  up  an  address 
of  sympathy  with  the  permanent  head  of 
the  Department.     No  doubt  the  matter 
did  give  rise  to  a  great  deal  of  discussion 
among  the  Members  of  the  Government; 
and,  if  I  am  rightly  informed,  there  was 
a  compromise    entered    into    by    both 
parties    by    which    the    question    was 
settled  without  coming  more  prominently 
before  the  public.    I  think  I  am  right  in 
saying  that  concessions  were  made  on 
both  sides  which  prevented  the  contro- 
versy from    being  brought  before   the 
public.     I  am  quite  content,  for  my  own 
part,  to  leave  the  matter  there,  and  I 
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only  wish  to  say  that  there  is  no  founda- 
tion whatever  for  the  reflection  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Canterbury  has 
passed  upon  the  permanent  officials  of 
having  obstructed  every  proposal  for  the 
improvement  of  the  postal  service.  Of 
course,  when  a  proposal  is  made  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  permanent  officials  to  point 
out  what  the  cost  of  carrying  it  out  will 
be,  and  I  think  it  will  be  found  that 
those  who  obstructed  and  prevented  the 
reforms  which  have  been  suggested  in 
connection  with  the  Post  Office  are  not 
the  permanent  officials  of  the  Post  Office, 
but  the  Treasury. 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  regret  that  the  Postmaster  General 
has  not  endeavoured  to  re-arrange  the 
Parcel  Post  instead  of  re-introducing  the 
Sample  Post.  I  am  afraid  that  we  are 
getting  too  many  varieties  of  postage ; 
and  if  we  go  on  in  this  direction  we 
shall  have  a  system  so  complicated  that 
it  will  be  impossible  for  the  public  to 
understand  it.  There  is  already  one 
rate  for  letters,  another  for  parcels, 
another  for  books,  a  fourth  for  news- 
papers, and  now  we  are  to  have  a 
fifth  for  patterns.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  carried  down  the  mini- 
mum of  the  Parcel  Post  a  little 
further,  he  would  have  met  every  object 
which  he  has  in  view,  and  woiild  have 
done  somethiug  to  simplify  a  very  com- 
plicated tariff,  which,  I  confess,  I  think 
might  be  still  further  simplified  by 
doing  away  with  the  Book  Post  alto- 
gether, and  relegating  books  also  to  the 
Parcel  Post.  With  regard  to  what  has 
been  stated  in  connection  with  the  tele- 
graphic transmissions  of  Money  Orders, 
I  think  the  reply  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  anything  but  satisfactory. 
That  system  is  in  operation,  not  only 
in  Australia,  but  in  most  European 
countries,  and  no  difficulty  has  been  ex- 
perienced in  regard  to  it.  It  is,  in  fact, 
a  great  public  convenience,  and  there  is 
no  reason  why  such  a  proposal  should 
interfere  with  the  banking  business. 
Of  course,  if  the  Post  Office  undertook 
to  transmit  large  sums  of  money  they 
would  interfere  with  banking  business. 
But  what  is  proposed  would  not  inter- 
fere with  banking  business,  but  would 
simply  supplement  banking  business  in 
the  same  way  as  postal  and  post  office 
orders  supplement  it.  If  it  were  limited 
to  the  small  amounts  of  money  which 
are  now  capable  of  being  transmitted  by 


postal  or  money  orders,  it  is  quite  evi- 
dent that  it  would  require  no  increase  in 
the  balances  placed  in  the  hands  of  the 
postmasters.  The  sole  result  would  be 
that  a  person  remitting  a  sum  of  money 
by  telegraph  would  pay  a  little  extra  to 
the  Post  Office.  The  Department  would 
be  so  much  the  richer,  and  the  conveni- 
ence of  the  public  would  be  served  to  a 
gpreater  extent  than  it  now  is.  I  think 
there  is  great  force  in  what  has  been 
suggested  in  the  course  of  the  discussion 
as  to  the  gradual  introduction  of  some 
such  system  into  the  Post  Office — for 
instance,  if  it  were  adopted  simply  in 
London,  by  enabling  an  individual  to 
send  £5  or  £10  by  a  telegram  from 
the  Provinces,  it  is  quite  evident  that 
no  danger  would  be  incurred.  Any 
amount  of  money  could  be  sent  by  tele- 
graph to  London,  to  the  great  conveni- 
ence of  the  general  public,  without  the 
slightest  danger  of  injuring  the  service. 
As  to  the  Parcel  Post,  I  see  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  be  worked  with  suc- 
cess here  as  it  is  already  in  other 
countries  in  Europe.  On  the  Con- 
tinent, a  system  exists  of  collecting 
the  price  of  the  parcels  sent  out  by 
Parcel  Post  by  tradesmen.  If  the 
person  to  whom  the  parcel  is  addressed 
does  not  pay,  the  parcel  itself  is  not 
delivered.  I  think  the  adoption  of  a 
similar  system  would  not  only  be  a  source 
of  revenue  to  the  Post  Office,  but  that  it 
would  give  a  strong  stimulus  to  the 
retail  trade.  I  trust  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General  will 
take  the  opportunity  at  least  of  in- 
quiring into  what  is  being  done  by 
other  countries.  If  he  finds  that  a 
pecuniary  gain  is  likely  to  accrue  to  the 
Post  Office,  I  trust  he  will  not  hesitate 
to  introduce  the  same  system  into  this 
country. 

The  CHANCELLOE  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gt)80HEN)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  wish  to  say  a  few 
words  in  order  to  protest  against  the 
doctrine  laid  down  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre), 
that  it  would  be  a  good  arrangement  to 
come  to  an  understanding  that  any  sur- 
plus of  the  Post  Office  beyond  a  certain 
amount  should  be  utilized  in  Post  Office 
improvements.  I  am  bound  to  protest 
against  that  in  the  interests  of  the 
Revenue,  and  also  in  the  interests  of 
economy,  because  I  cannot  imagine  any 
arrangement  more  calculated  to  lead  to 
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extravagance  than  to  hand  over  any 
surplus  to  be  spent  in  Post  Office  im- 

grovements.  With  the  permission  of  the 
'ommittee,  I  should  like  to  make  one 
remark  as  to  the  surplus  of  £3,000,000 
derived  from  the  Post  Office.  That  sur- 
plus is  almost  exclusively — I  might  say 
is  exclusively — derived  from  the  penny 
postage  in  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
It  is  from  the  letter  writers  generally  in 
the  United  Kingdom  that  the  surplus 
comes.  As  I  understand,  there  is  no  other 
Department  that  leaves  a  profit.  The 
Parcel  Post  may  just  pay  its  way ;  but 
the  telegraphs,  we  know,  result  in  a 
considerable  loss,  while  long  distance 
postage  is  carried  on  without  profit,  and 
in  many  cases  with  a  loss.  The  argu- 
ment used  by  those  who  are  in  favour  of 
cheaper  postage  with  the  Colonies  and 
other  parts  of  the  world  is  that  the  re- 
venue of  the  Post  Office,  as  a  whole — 
that  is  to  say,  the  profit  derived  from 
the  penny  postage — should  be  applied 
to  the  advantage  of  letter  writers  com- 
municating with  other  parts  of  the  world 
as  well  as  to  letter  writers  communi- 
cating with  different  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  instead  of,  as  now,  being  re- 
turned in  the  shape  of  remitted  taxation 
to  those  who  employ  the  penny  post. 
At  present,  the  gain  arises  from  the 
gpreat  bulk  of  the  letters  written;  not 
from  business,  banking,  or  manufac- 
turers' letters  only,  but  from  the  mass 
of  the  population  who  write  the  penny 
letter.  I  cannot  see  why  the  senders  of 
letters  to  other  parts  of  the  world  are 
more  entitled  to  have  a  portion  of  the 
profit  derived  from  the  penny  postage 
than  the  people  who  pay  the  penny. 
This  is  a  question  of  equity  between  the 
two.  The  question  whether  by  cheaper 
postage  to  other  parts  of  the  world — to 
the  Colonies,  for  instance — we  could 
ultimately  increase  the  revenue,  and 
secure  an  equally  good  service,  is  a  mat- 
ter which  ought  to  be  and  must  be  looked 
at  with  the  greatest  anxiety.  The  mat- 
ter can  be  considered  in  two  ways.  There 
is  the  system  which  I  have  mentioned 
of  applying  the  surplus  revenue  derived 
from  one  portion  of  the  business  to 
another  portion ;  and  the  other  plan  is 
to  consider  whether  the  rates  in  that 
other  portion  of  the  business  can  be 
lowered  so  as  to  obtain  a  revenue  equal 
to  that  of  the  penny  post.  Every  pro- 
posal in  that  direction  that  comes  from 
the  Post  Office  would  be  considered  by 

Mr.  Ooschen 


the  Treasury  with  the  greatest  desire  to 
promote  every  possible  reform.  I  am 
far  from  deprecating  the  attention  which 
is  now  being  directed  to  the  question 
of  cheap  postage.  If  there  are  large 
reforms  possible,  let  them  be  made, 
but  do  not  risk  the  £3,000,000  earned 
by  the  Penny  Post  in  carrying  them  out. 
I  cannot  think  that  it  would  be  wise  to 
fix  a  maximum  profit,  and  say  that  when 
we  have  secured  it,  we  may  then  enter 
upon  speculative  improvements  in  other 
directions.  These  improvements  ought 
to  be  considered  quite  apart  from  the 
questions  whether  there  is  a  surplus  or 
not.  I  entreat  the  Committee  to  re- 
member the  case  of  the  telegraphs.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  House  thinks 
that  the  enormous  price  paid  for  the  ac- 
quisition of  the  telegraphs  was  a  satis- 
factory arrangement  or  not.  In  conse- 
quence of  the  great  pressure  put  upon 
the  Department  by  the  public  and  by 
hon.  Members  in  this  House,  the  cost  of 
telegrams  has  now  been  reduced  from 
1«.  to  6d.  It  is  extremely  convenient  to 
be  able  to  send  telegrams  for  6d.  instead 
of  1«. ;  but,  it  should  be  remembered 
that  the  general  taxpayer  has  now  to 
contribute  to  the  cost  of  every  telegram 
thus  sent  out.  A  large  amount  of  in- 
terest was  taken  in  the  acquisition  of 
the  telegraphs ;  but,  at  the  present 
moment,  the  telegraphs  involve  the 
country  in  a  loss  of  £500,000  a-year. 
There  was  exactly  the  same  anxiety 
with  regard  to  the  acquisition  of  the 
telegraphs  as  there  is  now  with  regard 
to  ocean  postage  and  other  matters,  and 
when  I  served  on  the  Committee  which 
sat  in  reference  to  the  telegraphs,  I 
divided  the  Committee  two  or  three 
times,  for  the  purpose  of  protesting 
against  the  enormous  price  paid  for  the 
telegraphs,  and  of  showing  the  loss 
which  would  be  incurred.  Enormous 
pressure,  however,  was  put  on  by  every 
commercial  centre  and  by  the  Press,  and 
in  the  end  an  enormous  price  was  paid. 
Some  of  us  thought  that  £3,000,000  or 
£4,000,000  were  too  much  to  pay  for  the 
acquisition  of  the  telegraphs ;  but  they 
were  acquired  under  the  plea  that  the 
country  required  cheap  telegraphy.  I 
can  only  trust  that  while  the  House  of 
Commons  looks  with  a  jealous  eye  upon 
every  part  of  the  Service,  in  order  to  in- 
sure efficiency  and  speed,  combined  with 
economy,  and  while  it  watches  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Post  Office,  it  will  not 
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stimulate  expenditure  in  erery  direction 
and  in  every  branch  which  is  under  the 
control  of  the  Post  Office.  I  can  assure 
the  Committee — and  I  have  had  some 
experience  of  official  life  —  that  the 
public  officers  are  only  too  glad  to  make 
experiments  and  to  attempt  reforms 
which  are  called  for  by  increasing  busi- 
ness. Hon.  Members  speak  of  a  very 
considerable  profit  derived  from  the 
Post  Office;  but  that  profit  is  a 
diminishing  profit  when  looked  at  with 
reference  to  the  bulk  of  the  business 
which  is  done.  At  the  same  time,  it  is 
important  to  remember  that  the  working 
expenses  of  the  Post  Office  are  gradually 
increasing.  They  have  increased  from 
57  per  cent  to  65  per  cent  of  the  receipts 
during  the  last  five  or  six  years,  and 
that  shows  that  the  Post  Office  business 
must  be  watched  from  the  point  of  view 
of  economy  as  well  as  of  efficiency.  I 
hope  it  will  not  be  understood  that  there 
is  any  disposition  on  the  part  of  the 
Treasury  to  discourage  improvements  in 
postal  and  telegraphic  communication, 
as  to  which  the  initiative  must,  of 
coursd,  rest  with  the  Post  Office.  It  is 
the  wish  of  the  Government  to  give 
every  facility  for  improvement,  looking 
to  proper  economy,  and  lookins^  also  to 
the  fact  that  the  different  Services  must 
not  be  regarded  simply  as  part  of  a  whole, 
but  how  far  each  is  remunerative  in  itself. 
Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  did  not 
express  a  wish  that  there  should  be  no 
surplus  Post  Office  revenue  to  dispose  of, 
but  I  pointed  out  that  the  surplus  paid 
into  the  Exchequer  has  been  increasing 
year  by  year.  Whereas,  10  years  ago,  it 
was  less  than  £2,000,000,  it  has  now 
reached  an  average  of  more  than 
£3,000,000  from  the  postal  and  tele- 
graphic Services  together.  On  the  Tele- 
graphic Service  all  profit  has  disappeared 
during  the  last  three  or  four  years,  and 
I  do  not  think  that  for  some  years  to  come 
there  will  be  any  re  venue  derived  from  the 
Telegraph  Service.  Yet,  from  the  Postal 
Service  taken  alone,  there  is  derived  a  re- 
venue which  is  continuously  and  largely 
increasing.  What  I  contend  is  that  the 
Treasury  should  not  expect  to  continue 
to  derive  a  large  revenue  from  the 
postal  and  telegraph  Services  together, 
Without  fixing  any  rigid  rule,  I  think 
it  might  be  understood,  on  the  part  of 
the  Treasury,  that  when  a  certain 
amount  of  revenue  has  been  derived 
from  the  two  Services  together,    then 


they  will  consider  all  questions  affecting 
the  surplus  revenue  in  a  liberal  spirit, 
and  will  not  expect  to  derive  continuously 
an  increasing  revenue.  I  should  be 
content  to  take  the  revenue  at  about 
£2,500,000,  in  the  understanding  that 
questions  of  improvement  in  the  Post 
Office  should  be  liberally  considered  by 
the  Treasury,  and  that  as  much  as  pos- 
sible should  be  done  in  Improving  the 
Services.  The  question  of  the  use  to  be 
made  of  any  surplus  is  a  different  mat- 
ter. I  am  not  sure  that  the  money 
could  not  be  better  disposed  of  than  in 
the  direction  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Canterbury  (Mr.  Henniker 
Heaton).  The  senders  of  the  letters  in 
this  country  give  the  money  from  which 
the  profit  is  derived,  and  their  interest 
ought  to  be  considered  in  the  first 
instance.  There  are  many  ways  in 
which  improvement  could  be  effected  in 
the  Post  Office  if  only  the  money  were 
forthcoming.  If  a  surplus  were  to  be 
derived  from  the  two  Services,  the  Post- 
master General  would  find  many  ways 
of  spending  it  in  the  improvement  of 
the  Service  so  as  to  promote  the  public 
convenience 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  I  must  say  that  the  statement  we 
have  heard  from  a  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  occupied  the  important  position 
which  har  been  occupied  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Central 
Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  is  a  most 
astonishing  one — namely,  that  he  is 
prepared  to  throw  away  every  con- 
sideration of  economy  and  every  pre- 
cedent which  has  been  previously  set  in 
the  financial  arrangements  of  the  coun- 
try. I  thought  as  I  heard  the  words 
which  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, what  on  earth  would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  have  said  if  he 
could  have  heard  the  proposal  of  the 
late  Postmaster  General?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  suggested,  in  all 
seriousness,  that  a  certain  definite  sum 
should  be  the  maximum  revenue  to  be 
derived  by  the  Treasury  from  the  Post 
Office,  and  that  the  Postmaster  General 
should  then  be  able  to  play  with  the  re- 
mainder. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  I  said 
nothing  about  playing  with  it. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  It  would 
practically  amount  to  that.  If  any  such 
system  were  resorted  to,    one  of   the 
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immediate  results  would  be  that  the 
Post  Office  officials  would  feather  their 
nests  very  rapidly ;  the  whole  of  the 
staff  would  put  forward  incontrovertible 
reasons  for  an  increase  of  pay,  and  a 
large  portion  of  what  might  be  derived 
from  the  suggested  arrangement  would 
never  find  its  way  into  the  Treasury  or 
anywhere  else  to  the  benefit  of  the 
public  service.  I  am  not  at  all  surprised 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  having  already 
experienced  some  difficulty  in  providing 
the  sum  fixed  for  the  redemption 
of  the  National  Debt,  should  have  risen 
at  once  to  protest  against  the  proposal 
to  fix  a  limit  upon  the  amount  of  the 
Post  Office  surplus  which  in  future 
should  be  handed  over  to  the  Treasury. 
Nothing  could  be  more  objectionable 
than  to  introduce  such  a  system  into  a 
spending  or  revenue  Department.  There 
was  another  remark  which  fell  from  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Central  Bradford 
which  I  was  sorry  to  hear.  He  alluded 
to  the  position  which  the  present  Post- 
master General  has  found  himself 
obliged  to  take  on  the  question  of  pro- 
motion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  use  of  language  which  certainly 
requires  explanation.  If  he  is  not  pre- 
pared to  go  further,  he  ought  not  to 
have  said  what  he  did.  He  endeavoured 
^  to  make  the  Committee  believe  that 
there  had  been  a  considerable  amount 
of  difference  of  opinion  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  as  to  the  treatment 
which  a  particular  case  had  received  at 
the  hands  of  the  Postmaster  General, 
and  he  indicated  that  the  Cabinet  had 
not  supported  the  Postmaster  General 
in  the  original  position  he  took  in  refer- 
ence to  the  matter — hinting  that  there 
had  been  some  kind  of  give  and  take 
arrangement — some  compromise  which 
enabled  an  unpleasant  matter  to  be  kept 
from  the  public  eye,  and  which  resulted 
in  some  kind  of  arrangement  by  which 
the  amour  propre  of  all  persons  con- 
cerned was  saved.  I  was  very  sony  to 
hear  that  statement.  A  Minister  hold- 
ing the  responsible  position  of  Post- 
master General  ought  to  be  master  in 
his  own  Department.  It  appears  to  me 
to  be  perfectly  ridiculous  to  put  a  Mi- 
nister into  a  responsible  position  like 
that  of  Postmaster  General  and  at  the 
same  time  to  tie  his  hands  in  regard  to 
the  amount  of  authority  he  is  to  possess. 
Passing  on  to  the  Vote  itself,  I  think  it 
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is  a  matter  for  congratulation  that  we 
have  now  the  Post  Office  Vote  brought 
on  for  discussion  at  a  time  when  some- 
thing like  serious  criticism  can  be  at- 
tempted, lamglad  that  thatisso;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  I  feel  that  a  Vote  of 
this  magnitude  can  hardly  be  seriously 
considered  when  taken  as  a  whole.  It 
ought  to  be  presented  in  parts,  and  there 
are  many  precedents  for  dividing  a  Vote. 
Matters,  however,  have  gone  so  far  now 
that  I  presume  it  would  be  impossible 
to  discuss  the  present  Vote  in  different 
parts.  It  appears  to  me  that  the  Post- 
master General  occupies  a  position  mid- 
way between  the  Department  and  the 
Treasury  itself.  He  is  responsible  for 
the  duty  of  catering  for  the  wants  of  the 
public  to  the  best  of  his  power ;  but  he 
is  also  responsible  for  running  the  Post 
Office  machine  on  the  most  economical 
terms,  and  for  securing  the  greatest 
benefit  to  the  Treasury.  It  does  not 
seem  to  me  that  adequate  means  are 
taken  to  secure  that  the  balance  avail- 
able for  the  Exchequer  has  been  as 
large  as  it  ought  to  have  been.  I  do 
not  propose  to  enter  into  the  new  ar- 
rangements for  extending  the  Parcel 
Post  or  the  pattern  post ;  but  I  am  cer- 
tainly of  opinion  that  the  authorities  at 
the  Treasury  have  not  endeavoured  to 
improve  the  machinery  of  the  Post  Office 
as  it  might  have  been  improved.  Any- 
one who  will  look  carefully  through  the 
Estimates  will  see  how  the  Post  Office 
is  in  general  worked.  The  Heads  of  the 
Department  come  under  sub-head  A; 
the  surveyors  under  sub-head  B ;  the 
Provisional  Establishment  under  sub- 
head C,  and  then  there  is  the  Miscel- 
laneous Establishment  after  that.  Of 
course,  I  am  unable  to  speak  from  any 
personal  knowledge,  but  looking  at  the 
matter  from  an  outside  point  of  view, 
it  does  occur  to  me  that  the  Surveyors 
Department  is  unnecessarily  large,  and 
that  much  is  done  by  the  surveyors 
which  ought  not  to  be  done  by  them  at 
all.  A  great  deal  more  ought  to  be 
given  to  the  head  postmasters  through- 
out the  Kingdom.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
some  of  the  surveyors  do  allow  the 
head  postmasters  to  do  a  great  deal  of 
work  which  in  other  districts  is  done  by 
the  surveyors  and  their  clerks,  and  the 
consequence  is  that  the  line  of  demarca- 
tion between  the  province  of  surveyor 
and  the  province  of  head  postmaster  is 
a  varying  and  uncertain  one,  with  the 
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natural  result  that  a  considerable 
amount  of  friction  and  rivalry  takes 
place.  Then,  again,  the  work  of  the 
head  postmasters  is  most  unequally  pro- 
vided for.  One  head  postmaster  is 
employed  for  nine  hours  a-day,  while 
another  head  postmaster  cannot  get 
his  work  done  under  17  or  19  hours 
a-day,  whereas  the  pay  is  precisely 
the  same.  There  are,  I  believe,  great 
inequalities  and  anomalies,  both  in 
the  amount  of  work  done,  and  in 
the  amount  of  pay  received  by  the 
head  postmasters.  Another  anomaly  is 
the  charge  imposed  upon  the  post- 
master in  reference  to  the  requirements 
of  his  oflBce.  Why  should  a  head  post- 
master be  called  upon  to  pay  out  of  his 
own  pocket  for  the  fittings  of  the  post 
ofHce  ?  That  is  clearly  an  anomaly  and 
an  injustice.  In  regard  to  postmaster- 
ships  themselves — speaking  as  an  indi- 
vidual Member  of  the  House — I  would 
suggest  to  the  G-overnment  whether  the 
whole  system  of  political  patronage  in 
regard  to  them  might  not  be  got  rid  of. 
It  is  a  very  great  nuisance  to  every 
Member  of  the  House  to  be  pestered, 
whenever  a  postmastership  is  vacant  in 
the  constituency  he  represents,  with 
letters  asking  him  to  use  his  influenoe 
in  obtaining  the  appointment.  The  Irish 
Members  are  not  now  much  troubled  in 
this  respect,  as  they  have  systematically 
refused  to  have  anything  to  do  with  any 
of  these  appointments  whatever,  and  they 
decline  to  approach  the  Government  for 
any  favour  of  the  kind.  That  is  very  lucky 
for  us  who  represent  Irish  constituencies, 
and  it  has  saved  us  a  good  deal  of  trouble. 
I  know,  however,  that  English  and 
Scotch  Members  who  have  not  taken 
the  same  course  are  beset  with  an  enor- 
mous number  of  applications,  which  are 
not  only  embarrassing,  but  give  rise  to 
a  great  deal  of  discontent.  I  think  it 
would  be  a  groat  advantage  to  the 
postmasters  themselves  if  the  system 
were  made  more  just  and  less  uncertain 
in  its  operation  than  it  is  at  present. 
As  to  promotion  in  the  Post  Office, 
there  is,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  none  at 
all,  but  absolute  stagnation,  and  the 
result  is  that  a  stronger  feeling  of  in- 
justice and  unfairness  is  produced  in  the 
minds  of  the  Post  Office  employh  than 
in  any  other  branch  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice. Then,  again,  in  regard  to  the 
men  employed  under  the  postmasters, 
the  position  of  the  unfortunate  rural 


letter  carriers  is  an  extremely  hard  one. 
I  believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
fully  sympathizes  with  them,  and  I  hope 
that  something  may  be  done  to  improve 
their  position.  With  regard  to  the 
award  of  good  conduct  badges,  I  under- 
stood the  Postmaster  General  to  say 
that  he  intends  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  possibility  of  introducing  some 
better  system  in  reference  to  the  dis- 
tribution and  award  of  these  good  con- 
duct badges  than  that  which  now  pre- 
vails. When  a  vacancy  arises  under 
the  existing  rule,  it  is  not  the  most  de- 
serving man  who  gets  the  badge,  but 
the  man  who  has  the  good  luck  to  serve 
under  an  energetic  postmaster  who  will 
fight  for  the  honour.  As  I  have  already 
said,  it  is  impossible,  under  the  way  in 
which  this  Vote  is  presented,  to  deal 
with  all  the  items  contained  in  it  at 
once  in  a  satisfactory  manner ;  but  in 
order  to  show  that  there  are  plenty  of 
means  of  reducing  the  present  postal 
Vote  without  any  undue  interference 
with  the  efficiency  of  the  Service,  I  will 
cite  one  item.  On  page  87  there  is  an 
item  of  £8,500  for  extra  duty  pay,  and 
to  provide  for  the  commutation  of  pen- 
sions. Now,  the  business  in  the  ±^ost 
Office  Savings  Banks  is  a  growing  busi- 
ness, and  some  years  ago  great  difficulty 
was  experienced  in  obtaining  accommo- 
dation for  the  staff.  The  consequence 
was  that  an  enormous  building  was 
erected  in  Queen  Victoria  Street;  but 
that  building  was  soon  found  insuffi- 
cient, and  it  is  so  very  insufficient  now, 
that  out  of  some  480  clerks  employed  383 
are  absolutely  obliged  to  be  accommo- 
dated, if  I  can  use  such  a  word,  in  ware- 
houses hired  for  the  purpose  on  the  other 
side  of  the  street.  I  believe  that  the  ac- 
commodation at  the  present  moment,  even 
in  these  extra  warenouses,  is  insufficient ' 
for  any  increase  of  the  stafiP,  and  the 
present  staff  is  altogether  inadequate  to 
do  the  work  with  advantage.  The  con- 
sequence is  that  the  existing  staff  have 
to  fall  back  upon  a  system  of  extra 
attendance,  accompanied  with  extra 
duty  pay,  which  is  a  bad  system,  and 
one  which  has  been  altogether  con- 
demned by  the  highest  authorities — 
among  others,  by  Mr.  Blackwood,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Post  Office,  as  long  ago 
as  the  year  1875.  I  am  afraid  that  the 
Postmaster  General  is  unacquainted  with 
the  opinion  expressed  by  Mr.  Blackwood 
on  that  ocoaaion  in  regard  to  the  system 
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of  exbra  duty  pay.     Mr.  Blackwood, 
who   was  a  Member  of  a  Oommittee 
which    took     the    subject    into    con- 
sideratioD,    reported    that    the    Com- 
mittee  had  not   dwelt   on  the  impor- 
tant  subject   of    the    extra    duty  pay 
system  as  far  as  might  otherwise  have 
been  desirable,    because   it   had   been 
found  that    extra    duty  in  a  number 
of  cases  was  no  longer  necessary.    At 
the  same  time  the  Committee  recorded 
their  conviction,  in  which  they  asserted 
that  the  Treasury  agreed,  that  the  per- 
formance of  extra  duty  for  any  lengtn  of 
time  was  highly  inexpedient.     I  think 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will  pro- 
bably feel  an  interest  in  the  view  then 
expressed  by  the  Committee,  who  went 
on  to  say  in  their  Eeport  that  the  argu- 
ments against  the  system  were  obvious ; 
but  as  they  were  so  well  known,  it  was 
unnecessary  to  repeat  them.     The  per- 
formance of  extra  duty  arose  from  the 
insufficiency  of  the  force  in  the  Savings 
Bank  Department ;  but  the  extra  duty 
itself  pressed  very  heavily  upon    the 
officers,  and  the  Committee  expressed 
their  opinion  that  it  prejudicially  affected 
the  satisfactory  performance  of  the  work. 
It  was  found,  however,  that  extra  duty 
continued  to  be  necessary  at    certain 
periods  of  the  year ;  but  the  Committee 
pointed  out  that  it  was  desirable  to  regu- 
late the  principles  upon  which  it  should 
be  undertaken,  so  that  in  future  it  might 
not  interfere  with  the  efficiency  of  the 
Department.     The  Beport  went  at  con- 
siderable length  into  details  with  which 
I  will  not  trouble  the  Committee ;  but 
speaking  of  the  accommodation  which 
the  unfortunate  members  of  the  staff 
have  to  put  up  with,   the  Committee 
called  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  work 
had  to  be  performed  in  a  vitiated  atmo- 
sphere much  overcrowded,  and  in  rooms 
badly  ventilated,  in  addition  to  which  it 
was  performed  at  night,  when  a  large 
number  of  gas  burners  were  lighted. 
Such  a  system,  I  maintain,  is  altogether 
censurable,  and  the  Committee  in  their 
Heport  state  distinctly  that  the  accom- 
modation of  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank 
ought  to  be  such  as  to  guard  against  the 
performance  of  work  under  such  extreme 
pressure,  owing  to  the  insufficiency  of 
the  establishment.   No  stronger  opinions 
were  ever  placed  on  Hecord  by  a  Depart- 
mental Committee,  and  I  fail  to  see  why 
the  Postmaster  General  did  not  consider 
it  his  duty  to  attach  a  little  more  weight 
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to  the  Beport  of  that  Committee.  We 
have  now  in  the  Department  something 
like  250  men  belonging  to  what  is  called 
the  '^ Lower  Division,"  who  are  employed 
for  only  six  hours  a-day ;  whereas  the 
clerks  in  the  Lower  Division  of  other 
departments  of  the  Civil  Service  work 
for  seven  hours  a-day.  After  the  six 
hours'  labour  is  over  you  are  obliged  to 
continue  these  men  beyond  their  stipu- 
lated period  and  to  give  them  extra  duty 
pay  for  the  extra  time  they  are  employed; 
but  what  could  be  more  easy  than  to 
carry  out  the  plan  which  the  Treasury 
adopt  in  reference  to  all  other  Depart- 
ments, and  to  make  the  hours  of  the  men 
seven  per  day  instead  of  six.  That 
would,  I  believe,  render  extra  duty  un- 
necessary, and  there  would  be  no  actual 
injustice  done  to  the  men ;  because  with 
six  hours'  labour  a  man  commences  at  a 
salary  of  £80  a-year,  going  up  to  a  maxi- 
mum of  £200 ;  whereas,  if  he  is  em- 
ployed for  seven  hours,  he  commences  at 
£95  and  goes  up  to  a  maximum  of  £250. 
The  Post  Office  would,  therefore,  be  able 
to  save  this  item  of  £8,500  for  extra  pay 
which  I  have  referred  to  and  would  get 
rid  of  the  anomaly  which  now  exists  in 
the  Service.  Until  the  year  1884  I  think 
it  was  understood  by  the  clerks  generally 
that  the  Treasury  would  refuse  to  allow 
any  claim  to  choice  on  the  part  of  those 
who  were  passed  into  the  Lower  Division 
after  that  date.  I  believe  it  was  a  ques- 
tion of  the  interpretation  of  the  Order  in 
Council  which  was  issued  in  1876.  Be- 
fore the  year  I  have  mentioned — namely, 
1884,  the  Civil  Service  Commissioners 
were  accustomed  to  send  a  successful 
candidate  without  any  choice  on  his  own 
part  into  the  different  Departments,  and 
the  consequence  was  that  a  man  who 
passed  very  high  found  himself  rele- 
gated to  six  hours'  labour  a  day  with  a 
less  amount  of  pay ;  whereas  a  much  in- 
ferior man  might  be  relegated  to  seven 
hours'  office  work  with  much  better  pay. 
Now,  Sir,  I  think  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral and  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  will  see  in  what  I  have  pointed 
out  the  means  of  effecting  some  economy. 
I  instance  this  merely  as  a  sample  of 
what  may  be  done  by  careful  adminis- 
tration at  headquarters.  I  am  afraid 
the  Treasury,  as  at  present  constituted 
— I  make  no  personal  reflection  upon 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Jackson) — I 
am  afraid  the  Treasury  Office  is  not 
competent  to  look  after  Uie  Civil  Service 
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of  the  oountry.     Every  official  of  the 
Treasury  seems  to  have  his  own  par- 
ticular work  to  do,  and  no  one  seems  to 
have,  as  part  of  his  work  to  look  after, 
what  I  may  call  the  engineering  part  of 
the  Civil  Service,    Until  you  have  some 
one  in  the  position,  say  of  Chief  Engineer, 
you  will  never  have  the  reforms  neces- 
sary carried   out.      I   mention   this  to 
show  that  Members  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment will  be  able  to  judge  whether 
some  reforms  may  not  easily  be  carried 
out,  if  they  will  only  have  regard  to 
matters  of  detail.     I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther the  present  Postmaster  General  has 
ever  had  this   matter  brought   before 
him ;   perhaps  he  has  not.     If  he  has 
not,  I  shall  be  content  if  he  will  promise 
to  have  the  matter  investigated,  and  to 
thoroughly  look  into  it  for  himself,  and 
not  trust  to  the  report  of  any  subordi- 
nate, who,  possibly,  in  the  past,  may 
have  committed   himself  to  an  hostile 
attitude,  by  refusing  assent  to  repre- 
sentations which  may  have  been  made. 
Db,  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
I  think  my  hon.  Friend   (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  must  have  entirely  misunder- 
stood the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Central  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre).     What  I  un- 
derstood my  right   hon.  Friend  to  do 
was  to  protest  against  the  action  of  the 
Treasury   in   demanding   that    a   con- 
stantly increasing  surplus  revenue  of  the 
Post  Office  should   be   maintained  for 
the  benefit  of  the  Exchequer.    My  right 
hon.    Friend  pointed  out  that  during 
the  last  1 0  years,  for  example,  the  free 
revenue   of    the    Postal    Services,    in- 
cluding Telegraphs,  had  mounted  from 
£2,200,000  to  £2,750,000,  and  he  also 
pointed  out  that  last  year,  had  it  not 
been  for  some  enormous  capital  expen- 
diture, the  free  surplus  revenue  would 
have  been  £3,000,000.     He  asked,  very 
justly,  how  much  further  the  Post  Office 
was  to  be  expected  to  increase  its  revenue 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Treasury  and  not 
for  the  convenience  of  the  public?    I 
sympathise  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's views.     It  happened  that  some 
years  ago  I  moved,  in  connection  with 
the  Telegraph  Service,  a  Eesolution  in 
this  House  to  the  effect  that  it  was  in- 
expedient to  insist  upon  an  increase  of 
the  free  revenue  from  telegrams;  and  that 
that  was  equivalent  to  taxation  on  the 
transmission    of    telegraph    messages; 
and  that|  instead  of  insisting  uoon  that 


taxation,  the  price  of  telegraphic  mes- 
sages should  be  reduced.  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen),  in  the 
course  of  his  remarks,  illustrated  what 
he  had  to  say  about  the  postal  revenue 
by  reference  to  the  Telegraph  Service 
and  to  the  Packet  Service.  I  am  aware 
both  these  are  included  in  another 
Vote,  and,  therefore,  I  will  not  dwell 
upon  them.  I  will  merely  point  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  in- 
creasing revenue  referred  to  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  was  much  greater  than  ap- 
pears on  the  Paper.  In  the  last  few 
years  enormous  expenditure  has  been 
made  on  capital  account,  which  has 
only  increased  the  public  property  of 
the  nation.  There  were  oetween 
£300,000  and  £400,000  expended  for 
the  plant  required  for  the  Parcel  Post; 
£500,000  was  expended  in  new  plant  to 
meet  the  increasing  business  resulting 
from  the  introduction  of  the  6d.  tele- 
grams ;  and  last  year  close  on  £400,000 
was  expended  on  Post  Office  sites. 
It  appears  to  me  that  all  this  expenditure 
rendered  the  country  so  much  richer  in 
public  property,  and  indicated  a  still 
greater  increase  in  the  postal  revenue 
than  appears  from  the  figures.  I  have 
always  protested  against  the  system  of 
book-keeping  on  which  we  are  called 
upon  to  judge  of  the  results  of  the 
Postal  Services.  You  find  £300,000  or 
£400,000  expended  on  capital  account — 
expended  in  the  most  wise  and  judicious 
manner  on  capital  account — but  because 
that  expenditure  has  taken  place,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  comes  down 
the  following  year  and  says,  look  what 
a  falling  off  there  has  been  in  the  postal 
revenue.  If  any  business  man  con- 
ducted his  business  in  that  way  the 
world  would  characterize  him  as  no 
financier  at  all.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
spoke  of  the  telegraph  business.  I  am 
not  here  to  defend  the  original  purchase 
of  the  telegraphs.  I  know  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  protested  against  the 
price  paid,  and  I  know  also  that  the  late 
Mr.  Fawcett  proposed  that  £4,000,000 
or  £5,000,000  sterling  should  be  written 
off,  and  that  we  should  no  longer  charge 
interest  upon  that  amount  upon  the 
Telegraph  Department ;  that  in  fact 
this  amount  of  money  should  be  con- 
sidered as  a  bad  debt.  But,  since  the 
telegraphs  have  been  acquired,  it  is  not 
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at  all  certain  that  they  have  been  such  a 
bad  business  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Gbschen)  appears  to  believe.  I  was  a 
Member  of  a  Committee  which  inquired 
into  the  matter.  The  Post  Office  officials 
came  before  us,  and  they  presented  to 
us  what  tbey  called  a  commercial  balance 
sheet  which  showed  a  totally  difiPerent 
result  from  the  uncommercial  balance 
sheets  which  are  presented  to  this 
House.  The  balance  sheet  laid  before 
us  showed  a  distinct  profit  after  the  pay- 
ment of  all  interest  on  the  debt  incurred 
in  connection  with  the  purchase  of  the 
telegraphs^  and  it  was  in  connection 
with  the  surplus  shown  that  I  moved 
the  Besolution  protesting  against  further 
taxation  on  telegraphs,  and  proposing 
that  the  free  revenue  should  be  applied 
to  increasing  the  facilities  given  to  the 
public.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  who  was  present  in  the 
House  on  that  occasion,  did  not  vote  for 
my  Besolution — Governments  do  not 
like  increased  expenditure — but  he  did 
not  protest  against  the  doctrine  I  laid 
down,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  appears  to  imagine, 
r^ow,  I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Central  Bradford  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  made  his  position  per- 
fectly clear.  He  did  not  suggest  that 
we  should  fix  a  distinct  sum,  and  say 
that  beyond  that  sum  the  Post  Office 
shall  not  earn  money ;  what  he  sug- 
gested was  that  we  should  have  some 
feneral  understanding  that  it  must  not 
e  expected  that  the  free  revenue  to  go 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
double  itself  every  10  or  20  years.  He 
was  most  explicit  in  laying  down  the 
doctrine  that  Treasury  sanction  is  de- 
sirable in  connection  with  any  Post 
Office  experiment,  and  I  protest  against 
the  tone  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  in- 
veighing against  these  experiments  as 
likely  to  cause  expenditure.  The  ex- 
periments advocated  would  cause  no 
expense  at  all ;  the  introduction  of  tele- 
graphic money  orders  would  not  involve 
a  sixpence  of  capital  outlay. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  beg  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  pardon.  I  thought  I  laid 
it  down  distinctly  that  there  were  ex- 
periments which  I  thought  ought  to  be 
made.    I  do  not  wish  to  be  understood 
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to  protest  against  all  the  experiments 
suggested.  What  I  do  protest  against 
is  the  doctrine  that  because  we  have  a 
surplus  revenue,  we  ought  therefore  to 
carry  out  experiments. 

Dr.  CAMEEON:    I  have  no   doubt 
I  misunderstood  what   the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  meant;  I  am  very  glad  to 
hear  the  explanation  of  his  meaning ; 
because  I  think  that   the  suggestions 
that  have  been  made  to-night  in  reg^ard 
to  Inland  administration,  at  all  events, 
both  as  to  the  telegraphic  remission  of 
money  and  as  to  the  collection  of  charges 
in  connection  with  parcels  delivery  by 
Parcel  Post  have  this   important   pe- 
culiarity   to    recommend    them  —  that 
they  would   not   involve  the  outlay  of 
one  single  sixpence;  they  would  only 
bring  in  additional  business  to  the  staff 
which  is  already  in  existence  without 
any  extra  expenditure.     I  thought  it 
right,  as  the  doctrine  laid  down  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
had  been  misunderstood,  to  say  so  much 
in  explanation  of  what  appeared  to  me 
to  be  his  meaning.    As  to  the  present 
amount  of  Treasury  sanction  being  suffi- 
cient to  cut  down  or  prevent  expenditure 
for  increases  of  salary,  we  all  know  the 
late  Mr.  Fawcett  was  constantly  telling 
us  that  he  had  been  obliged  to  raise  the 
salaries  of   the  telegraphic   operators; 
the  increases,  of  course,  were  made  with 
Treasury  sanction. 

Mr.  HENNIKEE  HEATON  :  Mr. 
Courtney,  I  should  like  to  refer  to  the 
statement  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gren- 
tleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen),  that  the  whole  of  the 
profits  are  derived  from  letters  within 
the  United  Kingdom.  I  think  he  has 
been  misinformed  in  the  case  of  the 
American  mails.  The  total  expenditure 
this  year  upon  the  American  Mail  Ser- 
vice will  be  £80,000;  but  the  income 
derived  will  amount  to  £212,000.  There 
are  some  other  expenses  in  connection 
with  these  mails,  but  there  is  an  ample 
margin — a  profit  is  made  on  the  Ameri- 
can mails  of  over  £100,000  a-year.  I 
think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  see 
he  is  mistaken  in  the  statement  that 
all  the  profit  is  derived  from,  home 
letters.  But,  there  is  a  larger  source  of 
profit  still.  We  send  millions  of  letters 
every  year  to  the  Continent.  We  charge 
2J^rf.  for  every  letter,  say  to  Paris ;  whUe 
we  only  charge  Id,  for  a  letter  to  Dublin. 
It  would  pay  very  well  to  have  a  1^ 
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postage  from  here  to  Paris.  I  contend 
that  by  the  Continental  Service  a  large 
profit  is  made,  and  that,  in  this  par- 
ticular also,  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  quite  erroneous.  While 
not  desirous  of  entering  now  upon  the 
Packet  Service  question,  I  understand 
that  £85,000  is  the  cost  of  the  Austra- 
lian Service ;  while  the  Post  Office 
revenue  from  this  service  is  £121,000. 
There  are  other  instances  which  would 
go  to  prove  that  all  the  profit  made  in 
connection  with  the  Post  Office  Services 
is  not  made  in  the  United  Kingdom.  It 
is  quite  true  that  the  Postmaster  General 
is  the  milch  cow  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer ;  but  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  could  not  have  remem- 
bered, when  he  spoke  so  strongly  against 
the  remarks  of  the  late  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral as  to  the  application  of  the  surplus 
revenue  over,  say,  the  amount  received 
last  year,  to  the  cheapening  and  facili- 
tation of  the  Postal  Services  generally, 
that  his  own  Postmaster  General  made  a 
very  similar  statement  in  December  last 
to  a  deputation  which  waited  upon  him. 
These  facts  should  be  borne  in  mind, 
because  they  show  that  Postmaster 
Generals  agree  that  it  is  a  sound  doc- 
trine that  no  more  than  the  sum  made 
last  year  should  be  taken  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  and  that,  in 
future,  the  sum  above  £3,000,000  made 
last  year  ought  to  be  applied  to  extend- 
ing, cheapening  and  facilitating  the 
postal  work  of  the  country.  The  only 
other  point  I  desire  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  is  this :  He  has  repeatedly  pressed 
on  this  House  the  fact  that  there  is  a 
decreasing  revenue  from  the  Post  Office, 
but  he  has  not  informed  the  House  that 
there  is  an  enormous  increase  in  the 
receipts  of  the  Post  Office.  In  1841 
the  receipts  of  the  Post  Office  were 
only  £1,324,000;  in  1851  they  were 
£2,277,000,  and  in  1886  they  rose  to 
£8,150,000.  There  has  been  no  de- 
crease whatever  in  the  receipts  of  the 
Post  Office,  but,  on  the  contrary,  the 
Post  Office  has  yielded  in  absolute 
receipts  for  postal  work  done  a  yearly 
increase  of  £200,000.  I  also  agree 
with  hon.  Members  who  say  the  Post 
Office  accounts  are  kept  in  such  a  dis- 
graceful manner  that  no  business  man 
would  tolerate  them  for  a  day.  The 
admissions  in  the  Parliamentary  Papers 
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which  have  been  presented  at  my  in* 
stance  fully  establish  this  fact.  I  will, 
however,  reserve  any  further  remarks  I 
have  to  make  until  the  Vote  for  the 
Packet  Service  comes  on. 

Mr.  J.  0»CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  regret  to  be  obliged  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  Postmaster 
General  and  the  Committee  to  grievances 
affecting  the  head  postmasters  in  Ire- 
land. These  grievances  are,  however, 
of  great  concern  to  the  head  postmasters, 
and  therefore  I  trust  my  observations 
will  receive  some  consideration  by  the 
Postmaster  General.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor)  alluded  in  the  course 
of  bis  able  criticism  of  the  Vote  to  the 
grievances  of  head  postmasters  in  gene- 
ral ;  but  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Postmaster  General  to  the  fact  that 
the  head  postmasters  of  Ireland  are  paid 
about  20  per  cent  less  than  the  head 
postmasters  in  England,  Scotland,  and 
Wales.  Why  that  should  be  so  has 
never  been  made  clear  to  us.  It  appears 
to  us,  from  our  investigations  here  upon 
all  the  Estimates  which  come  before 
this  Committee,  that  the  public  servants 
in  the  employment  of  the  Government  in 
Ireland  are  treated  not  only  with  excep- 
tional  severity,  but  with  an  unfairness 
which  is  scarcely  creditable  to  the  ad- 
ministration Departments.  Not  only 
are  the  head  postmasters  in  Ireland  paid 
20  per  cent  less  than  people  in  a  similar 
position  in  England  and  Scotland,  but 
they  labour  under  the  disadvantage  of 
being  permanently  installed  in  there 
present  offices.  They  complain  that, 
unlike  the  public  servants  in  the  other 
Departments  in  the  Inland  Bevenue, 
they  are  not  moved  about  from  place  to 
place,  and  do  not  get  the  advantages  of 
removal  which  servants  in  the  other 
Departments  have  from  time  to  time 
placed  at  their  disposal.  Not  only  are 
they  debarred  from  improvement  by 
their  non-removal,  but  actually  the  best 
offices  in  Ireland  have  been  from  some 
unaccountable  reason  shut  off  from  the 
head  postmasters  in  Ireland.  I  allude 
to  the  four  best  offices,  those  at  Belfast, 
Cork,  Londonderry,  and  Limerick.  I 
have  taken  the  trouble  to  ascertain  what 
the  salaries  of  the  occupants  of  these 
four  offices  in  Ireland  are.  I  find  that 
the  head  postmaster  at  Belfast  receives 
£645  a-year;  the  head  postmaster  at 
Cork  £550  a-year ;  the  head  postmaster 
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at  Limerick  £440  a-year,  and  the  head 
postmaster  at  Londonderry  £380  a-year. 
Now,  those  are  very  fair  salaries,  and 
when  we  come  to  compare  them  with 
some  of  the  salaries  paid  to  postmasters 
elsewhere,  we  find  that  promotion  to  one 
of  these  offices  is  a  matter  of  very  con- 
siderable moment  indeed.  I  will  take 
some  of  the  best,  not  the  very  lowest, 
offices  elsewhere.  At  Carlow  the  head 
postmaster  receives  £135  a-year;  at 
Carrickshannon  the  head  postmaster  is 
paid  £1*20  a-year;  at  Cashel  the  head 
postmaster  is  paid  £107  a-year;  at 
Ooleraine  the  head  postmaster  receives 
£135  a-year,  and  at  Dundalk  the 
head  postmaster  gets  £174  a-year. 
I  consider  it  a  very  grievous  injus- 
tice that  the  head  postmasters  of  Ire- 
land should  be  shut  out  from  the  very 
desirable  promotion  to  Belfast  and  the 
other  chief  towns  I  have  named.  The 
result  has  been,  as  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Donegal  very  aptly 
stated,  a  stagnation  of  promotion  in 
this  particular  Department.  Why  that 
should  be  so  has  never  been  made  dear 
to  me  or  to  hon.  Members  who  have 
considered  this  matter  from  time  to  time. 
I  shall  not  dwell  upon  that  branch  of 
the  subject  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Donegal  referred — namely,  pro- 
motion by  political  patronage.  That  has 
been  a  great  grievance,  not  only  in  Ire- 
land, but  in  England,  Scotland,  and 
"Wales.  We,  in  Ireland,  have  got  rid 
of  it — I  will  not  say  to  the  advantage  of 
our  friends — by  simply  declining  to  put 
oui selves  under  any  compliment  what- 
ever, either  to  a  Liberal  or  a  Conserva- 
tive Government.  We  have  relieved 
ourselves  of  any  obligation  in  the  matter, 
and  we  have  done  so  upon  a  principle 
which  can  be  easily  understood  by  Mem- 
bers of  both  sides  of  the  House.  I  can 
quite  understand  that  it  is  a  matter  of 
very  serious  consideration  and  grievous 
moment  to  hon.  Members  of  this  House 
to  be  pestered  continually  in  respect  to 
the  bestowal  of  patronage.  There  is 
another  matter  respecting  head  post- 
masters which  I  wish  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Postmaster  General  to.  It 
is  the  manner  in  which  head  postmasters 
are  paid.  They  are  paid  by  a  fixed 
salary.  They  ask  that  there  shall  be  a 
minimum  and  a  maximum,  and  an  annual 
increment,  as  is  the  case  in  regard  to 
every  other  official  in  the  postal  Depart- 
ment.   If  there  were  a  minimum  and  a 
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maximum,  the  head  postmasters  would 
be  relieved  of  the  necessity  of  occasion- 
ally appealing  to  perhaps  an  unsym- 
pathetic surveyor  to  take  up  their  case, 
and  represent  it  to  the  Postmaster 
General.  Very  often  postmasters  have 
to  depend  upon  these  surveyors,  who 
may  or  may  not  bring  under  the  notice 
of  the  superiors  of  the  Department  a 
deserving  case.  A  surveyor  may  be  in- 
fluenced by  one  motive  or  another ;  he 
may  have  a  grudge  against  a  particular 
postmaster,  and  a  deserving  man  may 
be  kept  in  the  background  owing  to  the 
shortcomings  of  a  surveyor.  There  is 
another  matter.  The  head  postmasters 
ask  to  be  allowed  to  conduct  the  affairs 
of  their  own  respective  districts  rather 
than  the  surveyors,  who  are  now  asked 
to  interfere  in  the  most  trivial  matters. 
I  think  head  postmasters  would  be  able 
to  get  work  done  very  much  better  than 
surveyors,  who  only  pay  cursory  visits 
to  the  district,  and  who  are  not  at  all 
acquainted  with  the  particular  matters 
into  which  they  are  asked  to  investigate. 
Then,  again,  I  complain  altogether  of 
the  manner  in  which  surveyors'  clerks 
and  inspectors  are  appointed.  It  has 
now  amounted  to  a  custom  to  appoint 
young  men  from  the  London  office  as 
surveyors'  clerks  and  inspectors.  It  is 
an  obnoxious  thing  to  have  a  young 
clerk  from  the  London  office  promoted 
over  the  head  of  older  officials.  It  often 
happens  that  the  conduct  of  these  young 
men  is  overbearing  in  the  highest  degree. 
These  young  men  are  placed  over  men 
whose  service  is  of  twice  the  length,  and 
who  have  more  experience  of  the  office, 
and  of  the  requirements  of  the  office, 
but  who  are  still,  at  the  same  time, 
obliged  to  submit  not  only  to  the  inex- 
perience of  these  young  men,  but  to 
their  arrogance  and  overbearing  manners. 
Why  should  you  not  promote  head  post- 
masters to  the  position  of  surveyors' 
clerks  and  inspectors  ?  It  nearly  always 
happens  that  the  inspector  of  a  bank 
has  at  some  portion  of  his  career  been  a 
bank  manager.  I  say  the  same  prin- 
ciple may  be  made  to  apply  to  the  ser- 
vice of  the  Post  Office,  that  the  head- 
postmaster,  if  he  showed  the  capacity, 
might  be  made  an  inspector  to  the  advan- 
tage generally  of  the  Post  Office  system. 
And  by  making  these  promotions,  men 
will  look  forward  to  them  as  a  reward 
for  their  services,  and  they  will  act  as 
an  inducement  to  a  better  class  of  men 
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to  join  the  service.  Now,  Sir,  these  are 
the  few  remarks  concerning  the  head 
postmasters  to  which  I  desire  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Postmaster  General. 
I  will  now  trouble  him  for  a  very  few 
moments  by  asking  him  a  question  con- 
cerning another  branch  of  the  Postal 
Service.  I  drew  his  attention  on  a 
former  occasion,  both  by  question  and 
speech  in  this  House,  to  the  position  of 
postmen  in  Cork.  I  wanted  to  know 
then,  and  I  ask  him  now,  what  has  been 
the  result  of  his  inquiry.  I  desire  to 
know  why  these  men  are  not  eligible  for 
promotion  to  the  position  of  letter  sorters, 
and  for  positions  of  a  higher  grade  as 
they  are  elsewhere  than  in  Cork  ?  Then 
again,  in  Cork,  when  sick,  they  get  only 
half  pay ;  while  in  Dublin  a  married 
man  who  is  sick  receives  full  pay,  and 
an  unmarried  man  who  is  sick  gets 
three-quarter's  pay.  The  grievance  of 
these  public  servants  at  Cork  is  all  the 
greater,  because  their  pay  is  25  per  cent 
less  than  that  of  men  who  serve  in  like 
positions  elsewhere.  Now,  these  are  the 
grievances  which  I  drew  the  attention 
of  the  Postmaster  General  to  on  a  past 
occasion,  and  he  then  promised, inquiry. 
I  should  be  very  glad  to  get  some  infor- 
mation on  the  point.  Of  course,  if  he 
cannot  now,  without  notice,  recall  all  he 
has  done  in  the  matter,  I  should  be  very 
pleased  if  he  would  say  that  he  will  give 
me  the  information  at  some  future  time. 
I  trust  he  will  consider  these  matters  of 
sufficient  moment  to  give  them  his  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton): 
Mr.  Courtney,  there  are  only  one  or  two 
points  to  which  I  desire  to  refer.  One 
is  respecting  the  patronage  to  sub-post- 
masterships.  Everyone  knows  what  a 
nuisance  it  is  to  receive  letters  from  the 
Treasury  asking  Members  to  recommend 
a  man  to  somesub-postmastership.  Upon 
receipt  of  such  a  letter  an  hon.  Member 
writes  down  to  someone  in  his  consti- 
tuency to  recommend  a  person  for  the 
office.  Altogether,  Members  are  put  to 
a  great  deal  of  trouble,  and  there  is  not 
the  slightest  reason  why  this  relict  of 
the  past,  this  system  of  giving  patronage 
to  Members  of  Parliament  in  order,  it  is 
supposed,  to  influence  constituents  to  the 
advantage  of  Members  should  continue, 
and  I  really  suggest  that  the  system  be 
done  away  with.  It  seems  to  me  that 
the  best  person  to  apply  to  in  these  cases 
is  the  local  postmaster.     He  is  able  to 


give  a  reasonable,  common-sense  answer 
to  the  question  asked,  what  person  is 
best  fitted  for  the  vacant  office  r  Gene- 
rally it  is  someone  who  has  got  a  shop 
in  some  central  position,  and  it  is  a 
perfect  nuisance  for  Members  to  be  pes- 
tered in  the  matter.  It  is  part  of  the 
old  system  of  Members  being  corrupted 
by  the  Treasury,  and  of  Members  at- 
tempting to  corrupt  their  constituents. 
I  find  it  a  nuisance,  and  my  constituents 
do  not  require  to  be  corrupted.  The 
next  point  to  which  I  want  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  Postmaster  General,  refers 
to  postcards.  Every  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral is  anxious  to  distinguish  himself  by 
doing  something  to  the  public  advaui- 
tage,  and  I  submit  to  the*  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Eaikes)  that  he  would 
distinguish  himself  if  he  would  adopt  in 
England  the  penny  closed  postcards, 
such  as  exist  in  France.  Many  people 
do  not  care  about  using  our  halfpenny 
postcards,  because  they  are  open.  If 
postcards  could  be  closed,  and  a  penny 
charged  for  them,  it  would  simplify 
correspoDdence  very  much.  I  believe 
that  the  French  postcard'  is  a  ,'patent, 
but  of  course  arrangements  could  be 
made  for  the  use  of  similar  cards  in  this 
country.  If  they  were  issued  at  a  penny 
each  I  believe  the j' Post  Office  would 
gain  very  considerably;  but,  whether 
they  would  or  not,  the  public  would  find 
them  of  great  convenience.  There  is 
another  point  I  should  like  to  call  atten- 
tion to,  and  it  is  in  reference  to  the  tele- 
graphs. There  is  at  present,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware,  a  tele- 
graphic cable  between  France  and  Eng- 
land  

The  CHAIEMAN:  Telegraphs  are 
not  included  in  this  Vote. 

Mk.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  thought  we 
were  dealing  with  the  whole  of  the  Vote. 
I  will  reserve  my  remarks  upon  the 
point,  and  upon  one  or  two  other  matters 
connected  with  the  telegraphs,  until  we 
get  to  the  Vote. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  Before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  replies,  I  should  like  to  call  his 
attention  to  two  matters  in  reference  to 
the  service  of  mails  to  the  North.  The 
first  point  is  in  reference  to  the  mails 
between  the  Western  Islands  and  the 
mainland.  At  the  present  time,  if  you 
post  a  letter,  say,  on  a  Monday,  at 
Stomoway,  that  letter  will  not  be  de- 
livered in  Caithness  until  Thursday,  al- 
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though  the  distance  is  less  than  100 
miles.  The  reason  is,  that  the  mail  train 
arrives  at  Dingwall  at  half-past  1,  while 
the  mail  train  for  the  North  leaves  at  a 
quarter  to  12.  The  consequence  is  that 
letters  are  detained  for  24  hours  in  Ding- 
wall. For  the  last  1 8  months  we  have 
lost  an  entire  day  because  the  mail  train 
arrives  at  Dingwall  43  minutes  after  the 
train  from  the  south  comes  up.  Now, 
there  is  another  matter  to  which  I  think 
I  have  only  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  have  it  re- 
medied. It  is  in  reference  to  the  South 
mails.  We,  practically,  in  the  whole 
North  of  Scotland — north  of  the  Cale- 
donian Canal — have  only  one  mail  per 
day.  There  are  two  mails  ostensibly, 
but  one  mail  leaves  here  at  10  o'clock  in 
the  morning,  and  the  letters  carried  by 
it  are  only  delivered  in  Caithness  one 
hour  before  the  letters  leaving  by  the 
mail  at  8  o'clock  at  night.  The  mail 
leaving  London  at  8  o'clock  at  night  gets 
to  Caithness  at  6  o'clock  the  next  night ; 
while  the  mail  leaving  at  10  o'clock  in 
the  morning  only  arrives  at  5  o'clock 
the  next  afternoon.  The  morning  mail 
really  takes  9  hours  longer  to  do  the 
journey  than  the  evening  mail.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  no  doubt  say 
that  this  is  a  question  of  expense.  I 
admit  it  is;  but  in  certain  districts  in 
the  North,  where  you  have  nothing  like 
the  same  amount  of  correspondence,  you 
really  pay  more  for  it.  I  trust  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  consider  the  mat- 
ter, and  that,  if  he  is  only  going  to 
spend  a  certain  amount  of  money  in 
Scotland,  he  will  see  that  it  is  fairly 
spent  among  the  various  districts. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr)  :  I 
want  to  ask  the  Postmaster  General  to 
give  us  some  assistance  in  a  matter  in 
respect  of  which  an  industry  has  suffered 
a  great  deal  of  late  years.  An  inquiry 
■was  fixed  before  the  Fishery  Commis- 
sion at  Hove  into  the  statements  which 
had  been  made  that  the  fishery  people 
of  Ireland  had  been  deceived  by  false 
telegrams,  telegrams  sent  for  the  sole 
purpose  of  imparting  false  information 
to  fishermen  along  the  coast  as  to  the 
whereabouts  of  fish  in  order  that  the 
senders  might  ring  the  market.  At  the 
inquiry  which  was  held  at  Hove  about 
the  middle  of  last  year,  the  sending  of 
these  false  telegrams  was  proved  to  the 
hilt,  and  the  recommendation  was  then 
made  that  the  Postmaster  General  should 
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be  applied  to  in  the  matter.  The  appli- 
cation was  a  very  simple  one,  it  was  that 
the  Postmaster  General  should  arrange 
for  reliable  telegrams  to  be  sent  to  the 
fishery  distncts  of  Ireland,  in  order  that 
the  false  telegrams,  which  are  sent  for 
the  purpose  of  deceiving  men  and 
ringing  the  market,  should  not  have 
the  effect  which  they  have  now  had  for 
a  considerable  time.  The  Postmaster 
General  has  undertaken  the  despatch  of 
storm  signals,  and  I  think  he  might  very 
properly  do  something  in  the  direction 
I  have  indicated.  Of  course,  the  Post- 
master General  cannot  prevent  anyone 
sending  false  telegrams  as  long  as  they 
are  paid  for;  but  he  can  prevent  the 
evil  which  is  done  by  acting  officially  in 
the  matter,  and  by  having  telegrams  of 
a  reliable  character  sent  to  the  different 
fishery  neighbourhoods  of  Ireland  so  as 
to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  the  evil. 

Mb.  TAPLING  (Leicestershire,  Har- 
borough) :  I  have  only  one  remark  to 
make.  I  should  like  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  great  facilities  the 
residents  of  Paris  enjoy  by  means  of 
what  is  called  the  pneumatic  post.  By 
that  post  anyone  living  in  Paris  can 
write  a  short  letter,  despatch  it  by  this 
post,  and  receive  an  answer  to  it  in  the 
course  of  a  half  hour.  I  am  sure  no 
hon.  Member  of  this  House  who  has 
ever  been  in  Paris  can  have  failed  to 
have  been  struck  by  the  great  facility 
this  post  affords  to  people.  I  desire  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  will  consider  if  it  is  possible  to  insti- 
tute something  of  the  same  kind  in  Lon- 
don, because  I  am  fully  persuaded  that 
the  people  of  the  Metropolis  would  find 
it  an  enormous  convenience  if  they  had 
some  such  means  of  communication. 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  I 
must  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  Com- 
mittee in  dealing  with  the  multifarious 
points  which  have  been  raised  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion.  I  will  endeavour 
to  do  my  best  to  notice  the  various 
matters  which  have  been  raised,  although 
I  cannot  undertake  to  deal  with  them  at 
the  length  they  may  deserve.  My  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Whitehaven  (Mr.  Cavendish  Ben- 
tinck)  was  the  first  Member  to  rise  since 
I  sat  down,  and  he  called  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  the  question  of  poet 
boxes  at  railway  stations,  aad  also  to 
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the  question  of  pillar  boxes.  There  is 
no  doubt  an  apparent  grievance  in  the  sys- 
tem of  requiring  that  the  letters  posted 
at  pillar  boxes  at  stations  should  be  sorted 
at  the  head  Post  OflBce  of  the  town,  as 
that,  of  course,  deprives  the  travelh'ng 
public  of  some  time  forposting  before  the 
train  leaves.  I  dare  say  there  are  good 
reasons  why  this  system  has  hitherto 
endured ;  but  I  will  look  into  the  matter, 
and  see  whether  any  arrangement  can 
be  made  to  facilitate  the  transfer  of 
letters  directly  from  the  station  pillar 
boxes  to  the  travelling  vans.  Then  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  went  on 
to  deal  with  a  question  which  is  perhaps 
more  distinctly  local,  inasmuch  as  it  has 
reference  to  the  mails  from  Whitehaven 
to  the  South.  I  understood  him  to  say 
that  the  mail  bags  leave  Whitehaven  at 
a  quarter  past  6,  although  the  fast  train 
which  is  to  convey  them  ultimately  to 
London  does  not  go  till  half- past  7. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK:  I 
merely  referred  to  that  as  an  instance. 
My  point  was  this,  that,  where  the  mail 
bags  are  not  in  charge  of  a  travelling 
clerk  of  the  Post  Office,  letters  are  not 
received.  That  is  to  say,  when  the  mail 
bags  are  in  charge  of  the  guard  or  of 
some  other  railway  official,  letters  are 
not  received. 

Mr.  EAIKES:  At  first  sight,  it 
would  seem  not  unreasonable,  at  all 
events  in  the  case  of  places  of  some 
importance,  that  the  guard  might  be 
allowed  to  carry  a  supplementary  bag. 
That  is  a  matter  again  on  which  I  can 
only  promise  inquiry  ;  it  is  not  a  matter 
to  which  my  attention  has  been  pre- 
viously drawn,  and  I  should  be  glad  if 
what  is  suggested  can  be  found  practi- 
cable. Then  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  asked  a  ques- 
tion about  the  charge  for  insurance. 
He  commented  very  naturally  upon  the 
very  small  charge  which  appears  for 
water,  and  many  other  things  connected 
with  the  Department  in  London,  and 
which  includes  insurance.  My  hon. 
Friend  is  perhaps  not  aware  that  the 
Government  is  its  own  insurance  office. 
It  is  possible,  in  fact  it  is  no  doubt  the 
case,  that  some  small  payments  are 
made  in  London  in  respect  of  insurances 
where  the  Government  is  not  the  free- 
holder, but  holds  premises  on  lease ;  it 
is  quite  probable  that  the  lease  may 
contain  a  covenant  for  insurance.  That 
may  account  for  the  very  small  amount 


of  insurance  which  is  charged  for.  Then 
my  hon.  Friend  mentioned  the  question 
of  smuggling  by   means  of  the  Parcel 
Post.      I  heard  last  year  one  or  two 
complaints  in  regard  to  the  smuggling 
of  tobacco  in  the  Parcel  Post.     There 
has  been  no  doubt  from  time  to  time 
mention  made  of  it  by  the  officials  of  the 
Inland  Kevenue;  but  I  am  not  aware 
that  there  is  anything  the  Post  Office 
could   do  to  prevent  the  practice.     It 
is    rather    a    matter    for    the    Inland 
Revenue    than    for    ourselves,    and    I 
think    it    is    a    matter    to  which    the 
best  attention  of  the  Inland  Eevenue  is 
at  present  given,  and  as  far  as  I  can 
judge  the  complaints  made  have  become 
fewer  in  number  in  the  course  of  the 
last  few  months.     Then  my  hon.  Friend 
asked  a  question  in  regard  to  the  send- 
ing of  mails  by  coaches,  and  I  think  a 
certain  amount  of  public  interest    has 
been  raised  by  the  introduction  of  the 
parcels    coach    between    London     and 
Brighton.     That  is  an  experiment,  and 
it  is  an  experiment  which  at  present  has 
been  sanctioned  by  the  Treasury  only 
for  one  year.  We  made  the  contract  only 
for  one  year.     The  coach,  as  hon.  Mem- 
bers are  probably  aware,   is   really  a 
parcels  van,  and  is  confined  to  the  carry- 
ing of  parcels.     It  leaves  London  about 
11    o'clock    at   night,    and    it   reaches 
Brighton  about  6  o'clock  in  the  morn- 
ing; it  makes  the  journey,  I  believe,  in 
six  hours.      It  is  thought  that  in  dis- 
tances  of    this    description  it  may  be 
found    possible    to    effect  considerable 
economy  by  the  establishment  of  these 
coaches.      It  will  not  probably  be  ap- 
plicable to  longer  distances.      But  the 
Committee  is  no  doubt  aware  that  under 
the   Acts    which  establish    the    Parcel 
Post,  a  certain  percentage  of  the  postage 
is  paid  by  the  Government  to  the  rail- 
ways   which   convey   the    parcels.      It 
amounts  to  55  per  cent  of  the   entire 
amount  received  for  postage,  and  certain 
experts  of  the  Post  Office  have  satisfied 
themselves  that  we  can  convey  our  own 
parcels  by  road  from  London  to  Brighton 
at  a  less  cost  than  that  represented  by 
55  per  cent  of  the  postage.     That  being 
so,  it  was  thought  desirable  to  make  an 
experiment,  and  to  see  whether  the  re- 
sult corresponded  with  the  expectations 
of  these   experienced  officers.      I  have 
very  little  reason  to  doubt  that  the  re- 
sult will  be  satisfactory  from  a  commer- 
cial point  of  view,  and  if  we  find  that 
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the  parcels  mail  is  oonvejed  safelj, 
regularly,  and  economicallj,  it  will  pro- 
bablj  be  found  practicable  to  extend  the 
system  in  other  parts  of  the  country; 
but  it  will  only  be  extended  where  the 
distance  to  be  trarelled  is  not  a  very 
great  one.  For  instance,  I  am  afraid 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness  (Dr. 
Clark)  cannot  look  for  any  g^eat  assist- 
ance in  this  direction.  Now  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Preston  asked  a 
▼ery  natural  question  about  trip  allow- 
ances. The  name  is  an  old  one,  it  has 
been  always  on  the  Estimates;  it  is 
rather  a  misleading  one,  for  it  seems  to 
suggest  something  to  do  with  holidays. 
On  the  contrary,  these  trip  allowances 
are  sums  paid  for  extra  duties  to  those 
officers  of  the  Post  Office  who  conduct 
the  sorting  operations  in  the  travelling 
vans,  and  it  is  done  entirely,  or  almost 
entirely,  as  a  matter  of  extra  duty.  This 
is  the  explanation  of  the  £24,000,  or 
thereabouts,  for  trip  allowances.  Then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
made  a  speech  on  the  subject  of  the  sur- 
plus revenue  of  the  Post  Office,  upon 
which  I  do  not  think  it  will  be  necessary 
for  me  to  offer  any  observations,  especi- 
ally after  the  reply  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  Goschen).  There  is  one  part 
of  his  speech,  however,  which  I  hope 
he  will  forgave  me  for  saying  that  I  had 
much  rather  he  had  not  made.  I  think  it 
isapity  that  one  who  has  held  the  position 
of  head  of  a  Department  should  make 
observations  as  to  the  internal  arrange- 
ments of  the  Department  in  the  form  of 
insinuations  and  innuendos.  I  think 
that  if  he  has  any  complaints  to  make, 
he  should  make  a  categorical  statement 
of  the  case ;  it  is  unfortunate  that  the 
statement  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man made  should  be  couched  in  the 
language  which  he  used.  I  can  only 
say  in  regard  to  the  matter  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  thought  fit  to 
bring  up,  that  I  have  nothing  to  add  to 
what  I  said  earlier  in  the  evening  in  re- 
gard to  the  services  of  the  Secretary  to 
the  Post  Dffice.  I  trust  I  shall  never  be 
suspected  of  depreciating  the  services  of 
the  Secretary  to  the  Post  Office ;  indeed, 
I  am  so  fully  sensible  of  the  valuable 
assistance  rendered  by  the  permanent 
officials  of  the  Department  that  I  cannot 
think  I  am  open  to  any  taunt  of  the 
description  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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levelled  at  them.  Well,  now,  the  lion. 
Member  for  the  College  DiviniHi  of 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron)  lias  made  one 
or  two  speeches,  and  amon^  othen  he 
has  made  a  speech  to  explain  the  speedi 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Central  Bradford.  Bat  I  will 
confine  myself  to  his  own  original  mat- 
ter. He  was  rather  sorry  that  we  had 
determined  to  re-establish  the  Samples 
Post,  and  thought  that  the  solation  of 
the  matter  was  rather  to  be  fonnd  in  re- 
ducing the  size  of  parcels.  Well,  I  do 
not  think  he  would  find  the  public  to 
agree  with  him  on  that  point.  The  cry 
is  certainly  for  greater  convenience  for 
sending  small  samples  or  patterns.  It 
would  be  impossible  to  bring*  the  Parcel 
Post  down  to  a  point  at  which  it  would 
touch  the  Letter  Post.  If  you  were  to 
create  a  new  parcels  rate  for  everything 
above  the  size  that  is  commonly  sent  by 
Letter  Post  you  would  create  enormous 
confusion,  and  probably  reduce  our  whole 
postal  system  to  something  like  chaos.  We 
prefer  the  simpler  and  less  presamptuons 
attempt  whicn  we  are  making  to  en- 
deavour to  re-establish  the  Pattern  Post, 
and  I  am  convinced  that  it  will  be  found 
extremely  useful  and  convenient  to  the 
public,  while  I  trust  it  will  not  be  un- 
remunerative  to  the  revenue.  Then  the 
hon.  Member  dwelt  upon  the  question  of 
sending  money  orders  by  telegraph,  and 
80  also  did  the  hon.  Member  for  Canter- 
bury (Mr.  Henniker  Heaton).  I  have 
said  what  I  have  to  say  upon  the  point, 
but  I  am  quite  willing  to  add  this  much, 
that  I  think  there  is  something  worthy 
of  consideration  in  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Canterbury  as  to  whe- 
ther we  might  make  an  experiment,  and 
after  consideration  with  my  advisers,  I 
will  say  whether  a  system  can  be  de- 
vised by  which  an  experiment  can  be 
made.  Then  the  hon.  Member  (Dr. 
Cameron)  went  on  to  dwell  upon  the 
increasing  revenue  of  the  Post  Office. 
Upon  that  he  harped  for  some  time.  It 
is  very  undesirable  that  a  mistaken  idea 
on  this  subject  should  go  abroad.  It  is, 
of  course,  a  fact  that  the  gross  revenue 
of  the  Post  Office  has  continued  to  in- 
crease ;  but  it  is  also  a  fact  that  the  cost 
of  the  service  has  increased  in  a  greater 
ratio.  Although  the  figures  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
are  no  doubt  correct  up  to  the  point  at 
which  he  left  off,  I  am  a^aid  that  if  I 
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were  in  a  position  to  state  positively  the 
figures  for  the  last  few  years,  they  would 
show  a  very  decided  falling  off  in  the 
profits  of  the  Post  Office.  As  far  as  I 
calculate,  the  amount  paid  by  the  Post 
Office  into  the  Exchequer  for  postal  and 
packet  service  amounted  last  year  to 
something  under  £2,400,000,  and  it  fell 
short  of  the  sum  paid  the  preceding  year 
by  more  than  £300,000;  therefore,  it 
certainly  is  misleading  the  public  to 
speak  of  the  increasing  revenue  of  the 
Post  Office,  when,  although  the  gross 
revenue  has  increased,  the  actual  sur- 
plus has  diminished. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  Was  that 
irrespective  of  the  expenditure  upon 
Post  Office  sites  ? 

Mr.  RAIBIES :  No,  of  course  it  was 
not ;  but  that  was  not  the  last  demand 
to  be  made  for  Post  Office  sites.  The 
demand  last  year  was  a  large  one,  and 
I  trust  the  demand  this  year  will  be 
very  much  less.  Irrespective  of  the 
expenditure  on  Post  Office  sites,  if 
my  expectation  is  carried  out,  I  hope 
to  see  a  larger  surplus  paid  this  year 
than  last ;  but  these  matters  do  not 
affect  the  question  as  to  whether  the 
surplus  of  the  Post  Office  did  or  did  not 
decline  last  year.  As  I  have  already 
said,  the  surplus  paid  into  the  Exche- 
quer last  year  fell  short  of  the  surplus 
of  the  preceding  year  by  something 
more  than  £300,000.  Then  if  you  come 
to  the  question  of  the  income  which  is 
derived  from  the  sister  Service,  the 
Telegraphs — I  merely  connect  it  with 
the  question  of  the  gross  revenue  of  the 
Services — it  is  necessary  to  bear  in  mind 
that  the  decline  in  the  finances  of 
the  Telegraph  Department,  which  com- 
menced about  four  years  ago,  has  con- 
tinued steadily  to  increase.  If  we  take 
the  time  seven  years  ago,  before  the 
late  Mr.  Fawcett  commenced  the  various 
reforms  with  which  his  name  is  identi- 
fied, I  find  that  in  the  year  1880 
there  was  almost  an  equilibrium  in 
the  finances  of  the  Telegraph  De- 
partment. If  you  take  the  interest 
at  £326,000  a-year,  which  represents 
the  interest  on  the  capital  sum  expended 
on  the  purchase  of  the  telegraphs,  the 
profit  earned  in  that  year  was  £313,000, 
so  it  only  fell  short  of  the  annual  charge 
for  interest  by  about  £13,000.  But  I 
find  that  in  the  past  year,  in  addition  to 
the  £326,000,  the  annual  charge  for 
interest,  there  was  a  deficit  upon  our 


telegraphic  revenue  of  between  £220,000 
and  £230,000,  so  that  last  year  the  Tele- 
graph Department  must  be  regarded  as 
having  cost  the  country  about  £550,000, 
which  is  paid  by  the  taxpayers  in  order 
to  assist  the  senders  of  telegrams.  And 
when  you  are  taking  the  revenue  of  the 
Post  Office,  you  must  deduct  that  sum  of 
£550,000  from  the  surplus  earned  by 
the  Post  Office  itself— something  like 
£2,400,000.  So  your  entire  surplus 
from  the  Post  Office,  instead  of  being 
£3,000,000,  is  something  less  than 
£2,000,000.  The  surplus  necessarily 
rests  upon  the  receipts  of  the  purely 
Postal  Department.  I  may  repeat  what 
was  said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen) — that  the  income  of  the  Post 
Office  finds  its  sheet  anchor  in  the 
\d.  postage.  There  is,  no  doubt,  as 
pointed  out  by  the  hon..  Member  for 
Canterbury  (Mr.  Henniker  Heaton),  a 
profit  also  upon  the  postage  to  foreign 
countries  where  the  Postal  Union  pre- 
vails; but  that  is  as  a  bagatelle  when 
compared  with  the  revenue  earned  by 
the  \d.  postage.  In  regard  to  the  other 
points  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Canterbury  adverted,  it  seems  to  be 
very  difficult  to  make  him  accept  the 
fact  that  we  do  not  believe  that  the 
American  mails  result  in  any  profit  what- 
ever to  the  Department.  We  have  to 
pay  the  charges  of  the  mails  conveyed 
from  Loudon  to  Queenstown — no  small 
sum — and  we  have  also  to  pay  the 
charges  of  bringing  the  mails  from 
Queenstown  to  London ;  and  while  we 
have  to  charge  this  outgoing  service 
from  London  to  Queenstown  against 
the  revenue  which  we  derive  by  sending 
our  letters  to  America,  the  reverse  pro- 
cess of  bringing  the  mails  from  Queens- 
town  to  London  is  to  be  charged  against 
the  service  from  which  we  derive  no 
revenue  at  all.  The  American  Post 
Office,  of  course,  receives  all  the  profit 
of  the  postal  business  from  America  to 
this  country.  Putting  all  these  things 
together,  I  hope  there  will  be  a  surplus  ; 
but  it  will  not  be  a  large  one ;  it  will 
not  be  one  about  which  much  question 
can  be  made.  Then  came  the  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor).  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  taken  up  the 
question  of-  postmasters  generally, 
and  he  has  pointed  to  what  I  think 
are  yarious  changes   that    may   very 
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well  be  considered  in  connection  with 
the  position  of  these  oflScers.  I  quite 
agree  with  him  that  it  seems  a  very 
great  hardship  that  a  public  servant 
taking  up  an  important  public  charge 
should  be  put  to  great  expense  in  the 
way  of  fitting  up  his  office,  and  to  that 
initial  charge  I  think  may  be  traced 
several  painful  cases  of  deficiency  on  the 
part  of  postmasters.  The  irregularities 
of  some  of  these  postmasters  may  be 
traced  to  the  fact  that  they  have  been 
saddled  with  a  debt  incurred  by  the 
necessity  of  fitting  up  their  offices,  from 
which  difficulty  they  have  never  been 
able  subsequently  to  extricate  them- 
selves. Though  the  system  is  not  a 
good  one,  I  am  afraid  it  would  be 
a  very  difficult  thing  to  persuade  the 
Treasury  to  incur  the  expenditure  which 
would  be  necessary  to  provide  post  office 
fitttings  in  the  case  of  every  country 
postmaster.  If,  however,  I  hold  Office 
during  the  present  year,  I  shall  en- 
deavour to  see  what  amelioration  can  be 
devised  in  the  position  of  the  post- 
masters in  this  respect. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR:  My 
suggestion  was  limited  to  postmaster- 
ships  where  the  premises  were  devoted 
exclusively  to  the  public  service. 

Mk.  RAIKES  :  The  hon.  Member  is 
no  doubt  aware  that  in  regard  to  the 
Crown  offices,  or  the  offices  which  are 
devoted  exclusively  to  post  office  work, 
the  fittings  are  supplied  by  the  Govern- 
ment. At  all  events,  that  is  the  intention 
I  know  ;  but  I  will  look  into  the  matter, 
and  I  shall  be  very  glad  to  receive  any 
suggestion  the  hon.  Gentleman  likes 
to  make  to  me.  He  was  anxious  that 
something  should  be  done  with  the  view 
of  improving  the  position  of  postmasters 
in  relation  to  promotion.  This  is  of 
course  a  question  of  very  burning  in- 
terest to  postmasters  at  large;  but  I 
think  it  is  well  that  these  officers  should 
understand,  when  they  obtain  on  their 
own  request  a  position  of  postmaster 
which  at  the  time  is  satisfactory,  that 
that  does  not  entitle  them  to  further 
promotion  to  a  larger  postmastership  in 
a  diflferent  town.  Of  course,  it  is  very 
desirable  when  a  postmaster  at  a  small 
station  is  found  to  be  a  very  efficient 
officer  and  a  person  of  considerable 
ability,  to  utilize  his  experience  as  much 
as  possible,  and  to  find  the  opportunity, 
if  one  is  available,  of  giving  him  a  wider 
sphere  of  action  by  promoting  him  to  a 
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larger  station.  No  doubt  efficient  post- 
masters will,  as  a  general  rule,  obtain 
promotion ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  a  good  thing  if  we  were  to  allow  it 
to  be  generally  understood  that  the  fact 
of  soliciting  and  obtaining  a  small  post- 
mastership  should,  in  itself,  entitle  one 
to  promotion  to  a  large  postmaatership 
later  on.  If  that  principle  were  ad- 
mitted it  would  be  very  hard  to  those 
servants  who  prefer  the  more  active,  and 
therefore  the  more  responsible,  duties  at 
headquarters  if  they  were  to  be  ex- 
cluded altogether  from  competition  for 
important  postmasterships,  for  the  fulfil- 
ment of  the  duties  of  which  they  are  so 
well  fitted.  I  can  assure  the  Committee 
that  in  cases  where  I  have  had  to  fill  up 
vacant  postmasterships,  though  I  could 
not,  without  reference,  state  the  exact 
proportion  in  which  I  promoted  post- 
masters from  small  to  large  stations,  and 
in  which  I  had  promoted  other  post  office 
servants,  - 1  have  always  been  extremely 
glad,  where  I  could  promote  efficient 
postmasters,  to  give  them  new  spheres 
of  action ;  and  when  other  opportunities 
may  occur  the  hon.  Gentleman  may  be 
sure  that  I  shall  be  glad  to  adopt  the  same 
course  of  action.  Then  comes  the  question 
about  the  extra  duty  of  the  Savings  Bank 
clerks  in  connection  with  commutatioo. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  so  accurate  in 
the  statements  he  makes  as  a  general 
rule,  and  he  has  such  an  extended  know- 
ledge of  the  Civil  Service,  that  I  am 
surprised  that  on  this  occasion  he  should 
have  made  a  little  slip.  He  assumed 
that  the  extra  duty  for  which  that  sum 
of  £8,500  was  charged  was  extra  duty 
that  could  be  met  in  a  considerable  de- 
gree by  lengthening  the  hours  of  the  day's 
work  of  the  clerks  in  that  Department. 
I  am  quite  with  him  as  to  the  desira- 
bility of  lengthening  the  hours  of  work. 
I  think  six  hours  are  not  adequate,  and 
that  seven  hours*  work  and  pay  would  be 
better  for  the  State  and  forthe  individual. 
But  as  regards  this  particular  duty,  the 
fact  is  that  this  commutation  work  in  re- 
spect of  which  this  charge  is  made  only 
oc<:urs  once  a- year,  and  therefore  the 
difficulty  could  not  be  met,  either  by  in- 
creasing the  stafiP  or  lengthening  the 
hours.  It  is  work  that  must  be  extra. 
It  is  an  extra  pressure  that  comes  at 
the  beginning  of  the  year.  It  only  lasts 
a  few  weeks,  and  therefore,  as  I  say,  it 
could  not  be  met  by  an  extension  of  the 
hours  throughout  the  twelve  months. 
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Mr.  AETHUK  O'CONNOR:  This 
particular  work  does  not  represent  more 
than  £3.500  of  this  item  of  £8,500. 

Mr.  EAIKES  :  I  have  not  with  me 
the  figures  with  regard  to  the  other  part 
of  the  amount. 

Mr.  AKTHUR  O'CONNOR :  Am  I 
correct  with  regard  to  that  ? 

Mr.  RAIKES  :  I  should  not  be  sur- 
prised if  the  hon.  Member  is  correct,  be- 
cause he  is  generally  so  very  accurate  in 
his  statements  with  reference  to  these 
matters.  The  hon.  Member  read  some 
observations  made  by  the  Committee  in 
1878 — the  Committee  presided  over  by 
the  present  Secretary  to  the  Post  Office, 
which  I  think  are  worthy  of  considera- 
tion. I  only  refer  to  that  at  this  moment 
to  say  that  I  have  not  been  so  long  in  my 
Office  that  I  have  been  able  to  make  a 
perfect  study  of  the  history  of  the  Post 
Office  transactions,  and  this  matter  has 
escaped  me.  But  I  will  endeavour  to 
acquaint  myself  with  these  particulars, 
and  on  some  future  occasion  shall  be 
able  to  deal  more  satisfactorily  with  the 
matter.  Then  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Tipperary  (Mr.  John  O'Connor) 
made  some  observations  with  reference 
to  postmasters  in  Ireland.  He  says  their 
salaries  are  20  per  cent  less  than  those 
of  postmasters  in  Englaud.  That  is  a 
statement  which  I  cannot  accept  without 
further  inquiry.  I  think,  no  doubt,  that 
it  is  possible  that  the  salaries  are  lower 
in  Ireland  than  in  this  country,  as  we 
know  the  salaries  in  Scotland  are  gene- 
rally lower  than  in  England  in  all 
branches  of  the  Public  Service.  But  at 
the  same  time,  it  must  be  borne  in 
mind  that  both  the  cost  of  living 
and  of  rent,  even  where  it  is  paid,  in 
Ireland,  as  in  Scotland,  are  much  lees 
than  in  England.  I  will,  however,  in- 
quire into  the  question  of  promotion.  I 
do  not  think  I  could  hold  out  any  pros- 
pect that  I  could  sanction  the  fixing  of 
a  maximum  and  a  minimum,  as  the 
salaries  of  postmasters,  with  an  annually 
increasing  increment,  because  that  would 
be  making  allowance  for  an  increase  of 
work  in  some  cases  where  work  did  not 
increase,  whilst  it  might  increase  very 
-considerably  in  other  places.  However, 
J  hon.  Gentleman  will  be  glad  to  hear 
^natl  have  raised  the  salaries  of  at  least 
12  of  these  minor  postmasterships  in  Ire- 
land since  I  have  been  in  Office.  There  is 
a  further  process  of  readjustment  going 
on,  andlmayassorethehon.Memberthat 


whenever  the  salaries  can  be  raised  above 
what  is  called  starvation  point,  not  only 
in  Ireland,  but  in  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  I  shall  be  very  happy 
to  avail  myself  of  the  opportunity. 
Something  has  been  said  with  regard  to 
the  surveyors,  both  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Donegal  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tipperary.  Comparisons  have 
been  made  as  to  the  way  in  which  these 
gentlemen  perform  their  duties  in  Ire- 
land and  the  way  in  which  they  are 
performed  elsewhere.  The  general 
question  was  dealt  with  by  a  Depart- 
mental Committee  only  last  year. 
That  Committee  had  power  to  inquire 
into  the  question  as  to  all  the  rela- 
tions between  the  surveyors  and  the 
postmasters,  and  I  think  that  in  some 
oases  it  has  been  found  convenient 
to  sanction  the  employment  of  the 
head  postmasters  in  important  places 
as  surveyors  in  the  districts  where 
their  post  offices  are  situated.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is,  I  hope,  misinformed 
with  regard  to  the .  manner  in  which 
some  surveyors'  clerks  have  behaved. 
All  I  can  say  is,  that  during  the  last 
nine  months,  since  I  have  had  any  prac- 
tical experience  of  this  matter,  I  have 
not  appointed  a  surveyor's  clerk  in  Ire- 
land without  having  a  recommendation 
from  the  authorities  of  the  Irish  Post 
Office.  I  quite  agree  that  it  would  be 
most  desirable  to  prevent  any  unplea- 
santness by  bringing  into  the  postal 
service  in  Ireland  any  person,  whether 
he  comes  from  England,  Scotland,  or 
Ireland,  who  does  not  know  how  to  be- 
have himself  in  carrying  out  his  duty. 
Then  the  case  of  the  Cork  letter  carriers 
has  been  referred  to.  I  have  gone  into 
that  matter,  but  I  have  not  with  me  the 
particulars.  I  did  not  think  it  was 
likely  to  be  alluded  to  to-day.  I  thought 
a  reply  had  been  given,  but  as  that  does 
not  seem  to  be  the  case,  I  will  undertake 
that  a  reply  shall  be  given  to  the  com- 
plaint of  the  hon.  Member  on  some 
future  occasion.  I  now  come  to  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  who 
suggested  that  it  was  desirable  that  the 
minor  positions  in  the  Post  Office  should 
be  filled  up  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  head  postmaster  of  a  district  rather 
than  that  of  the  local  Member  for  a  con- 
stituency. I  think  I  have  already  stated 
in  one  of  the  discussions  that  have 
taken  place  upon  Postal  matters  since  I 
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took  Office,  that  my  own  mind  tends  in 
the  same  direction  as  the  hon.  Member ; 
and  that  in  the  case  of  these  little  sub- 
receiving  and  sorting  offices,  which  are 
generally  either  in  the  same  town  or  in 
the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  head  office, 
the  postmaster  would  probably  be  on 
the   whole — if  not  the    invariable — at 
least  the  best  guide  to  whom  the  Post- 
master General  could  look  for  informa- 
tion upon  this  matter.  I  have  not  Iiad  any 
official  communication  with  the  Treasury 
on  the  subject ;  and,  of  course,  it  would 
be  impossible  for  me  to  act  without  a 
thorough  understandiDg  with  that  De- 
partment ;  but,  I  think  it  is  not  impos- 
sible, if  no  objection  is  raised  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  or  any  other  Member   of  the 
Treasury  Board,  that  some  step  may  be 
taken  in  the  matter.    The  other  point 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton refers  was  with  regard  to  the 
establishment  of  a  penny  closed  post- 
card.   That  matter,  I  confess,  is  new  to 
me.    The  hon.  Member  is  not  now  in 
hid  place,  otherwise  I  would  have  asked 
him  to  send  me  a  sample  of  the  post- 
card to  which  he  refers.     However,  I 
have  no  doubt  that  a  sample  could  be 
obtained,  and  I  will  see  what  can  be 
done  after  further  consideration.     Then, 
as  to  the  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Caithness  (Dr.  Clark) — his 
complaint  as  to   the  slowness    of   the 
morning  mail — I  should  be  very  glad  if 
that  train  could  be  accelerated  so  that 
letters  could  arrive  at  the  places  he  re- 
ferred to  at  an  earlier  period  than  they 
do  at  present.     To  those  who  live  at  the 
extreme  end  of  the  line  of  communica- 
tion, it  must  be  a  serious  provocation  to 
find  their  morning  and  evening  letters 
arrive  practically  at  the    same    hour. 
However,  persons  even  in  the  North  of 
Scotland  differ  in  opinion  with  regard  to 
this  subject;   and  I   have  had  repre- 
sentations made  to  me  with  regard  to 
the  service  of  this  slow  train,  which 
leads  me  to  believe  that  many  parts  of 
the  country  are  fully  satisfied  with  the 
arrangement  as  it    at    present   exists. 
With   regard  to  the  Postal  Service  to 
the    Western    Islands,    I     should    be 
very  much  obliged  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man   would    put     upon    paper    some 
practical  suggestion.     If   ne    will    do 
80,   I  shall   be  very   glad   to   commu- 
nicate with   him  upon  the  subject.    I 
must  say  I  have  had  more  than  enough 
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almost  to  do  with  Stomo  way  and  Strome 
Ferry  ever  since   I   came   to  the  Post 
Office,  and  the  names  of  those  places 
are  more  familiar  to  me  than  the  names 
of  almost  any  other  place  in  her  Ma- 
jesty's dominions.     However,  I  shall  be 
glad  to  see  what   can    be    done  with 
regard  to  the  Dingwall  connection.    As 
to  what  was  said  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  sitting  below  the  Gangway  on 
the  Front  Bench  opposite  (Mr.  MoUoy) 
with  regard  to  false  telegrams  having 
been  sent  to  Irish  fishermen   respecting 
the  weather,  he  suggested  that  perhaps 
the    Postmaster    General    might    send 
sound  and  true   weather  forecasts  for 
the    benefit    of    the    Irish    fishermen. 
Well,  if  there  was  no  other  objection 
to  it,  I  should  most  respectfully  decline 
to  be  in  any  way  responsible  for  the  Irish 
weather.    It  is  variable  enough  in  this 
part  of  Her  Majesty's  Dominions,  bat  I 
think  if  the  Postmaster  General  were  to 
do  any  such  thing  as  to  hold  himself 
responsible  for  the  tmexpected  varia- 
tions in  the  Irish  weather,  we  should  be 
adding  a  substantial  grievance  to  the 
alleged  woes  of  Ireland.     But  false  tele- 
grams are  sent  about  many  other  sub- 
jects besides  the  weather,  and  I  should 
be  very  glad  if  there  were  power  in  the 
Post  Office  to  remedy  the  evil  of  these 
false  telegrams.    I  might  mention  that 
the  other  day  I  received  a  letter  £rom 
the  owner  of  one  of  the  favourites,  or 
rather  of  one  of  the  horses  that  were 
expected  to  make  a  show  in  the  late 
Derby,  enclosing  a  false  telegram  an- 
nouncing to  the  officials  of  the  Jockey 
Club  that  the  horse  had  been  '*  scratched," 
and  I  was  asked  to  take  dire  vengeance 
on  the  offender.    Well,  I  should  be  very 
glad  if  it  were  in  my  power  to  hand 
over  the  offender  to  the   legal  autho- 
rities ;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
persons  who  send  false  telegrams  are  not 
very  particular  to  identify  themselves. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  With  refer- 
ence  to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  said  about  my  remarks  earlier  in 
this  discussion,  I  wish  to  say  that  it  had 
not  been  my  intention  to  advert  in  any 
way  to  what  has  taken  place  in  the  Post 
Office,  and  I  should  have  made  no  re- 
mark whatever  if  it  had  not  been  for 
the  severe  observations  made  as  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Post 
Office,  Mr.  Blackwood,  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Canterbury  (lilr.  Henniker 
Heaton). 
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Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  FEASEE-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
verness-shire) :  In  consequence  of  the 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Postmaster  General  as  to  the 
postal  arrangements  with  the  Hebrides, 
may  I  understand  him  as  inviting  schemes 
from  the  locality  interested  ?  I  wish  to 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
last  year,  in  the  month  of  July,  ad- 
vertisement was  made  for  tenders  to 
to  establish  a  steam  postal  service 
between  Strome  Ferry  and  the  Island  of 
Harris.  Tenders  were  to  be  given  in 
in  August,  and  it  was  supposed  that 
the  whole  matter  had  been  arranged. 
Although  I  have  not  the  letter  from 
the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  I  have  seen 
it — that  official  wrote  in  November 
last  that  the  steam  service  had  been 
sanctioned,  the  only  matter  to  be  dealt 
with  being  some  minor  detail.  The 
people  of  Harris  are  surprised  to  find  now 
that  the  whole  matter  has  fallen  to  the 
ground  on  the  score  of  expense.  I  put 
a  Question  to  the  Postmaster  General 
two  months  ago  on  the  subject,  and  he 
stated,  very  much  to  my  surprise,  that 
he  was  not  aware  that  any  promise 
had  been  made.  The  people  in  the 
district  have  been  very  much,  put 
about  by  what  heis  occurred,  and  the 
other  day  a  meeting  was  held  in  Harris, 
attended  by  a  large  number  of  people, 
at  which  a  resolution  was  passed  show- 
ing the  very  great  loss  and  inconvenience 
which  had  been  sustained  through  the 
absence  of  proper  postal  communication. 
The  resolution  set  forth  that  during  the 
10  days  previous  more  than  £1,000  had 
been  lost  to  the  herring  fishing  industry 
in  consequence  of  the  inability  to  com- 
municate speedily  with  the  mainland. 
This  is  a  matter  which  requires  very 
serious  consideration,  and  I  trust  the 
Government  will  consider  the  state  of 
the  Hebrides  altogether.  If  the  right 
bon.  Gentleman  wishes  some  scheme  to 
be  suggested  to  him  on  the  part  of  the 
people,  they,  I  am  sure,  will  be  only 
too  happy  to  communicate  with  him; 
but  I  must  protest  in  the  strongest 
manner  against  the  way  in  which  the 
people  of  Harris  have  been  treated. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  I  wish 
to  call  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General's  attention  to  the 


postal  service  in  the  South  of  Ireland. 
I  think  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
paid  attention  to  the  point  I  mention  it 
would  be  of  great  service  to  the  people  I 
represent  in  Cork.  I  refer  to  tne  mail 
train  which  goes  out  of  Cork  at  six 
minutes  past  10 — the  train  I  came  by 
myself  last  night.  There  are  numerous 
complaints  made  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Cork,  notably  from  my  own  consti- 
tuents, in  regard  to  the  time  at  which 
this  train  leaves  the  City,  and  there  is  a 
general  concensus  of  opinion  that  it 
would  conduce  enormously  to  the  advan- 
tage of  the  neighbourhood  if  it  could  be 
deferred,  say  for  an  hour  or  an  hour  and 
a  half.  The  effect  of  the  present  ar- 
rangement for  starting,  as  everybody 
who  travels  by  the  train  knows,  that  if 
you  are  coming  across  to  England  you 
have  to  wait,  generally,  two  hours  and 
a  half  in  Dublin.  The  mails  are  sorted 
in  coming  up  in  the  train,  and  they  have 
to  cross  the  water.  There  will  be  no 
difficulty,  seeing  they  are  made  up  in 
the  Cork  train,  to  delay  the  train  and 
send  the  letters  across  to  Westland 
Eow,  immediately  on  the  arrival  of  the 
train  in  Dublin.  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  see  his  way  to  defer  the 
departure  of  the  mail  train  from  Cork, 
he  would  be  able  to  pay  more  attention 
to  the  reception  of  the  various  mails  in 
the  City  of  Cork,  which  is  the  centre  of 
the  South  of  Ireland.  He  would  be  en- 
abled to  gather  the  mails  in  there,  and 
he  would  be  able  to  pass  them  on  with 
much  greater  celerity  than  at  present. 
I  know  perfectly  well  that  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  looks  into  this  question, 
and  I  am  certain  he  will,  for  he  is  al- 
ways distinguished  by  his  courtesy  in 
dealing  with  these  matters,  he  will  see 
that  in  the  first  place,  practically  speak- 
ing, people  living  in  the  City  of  Cork 
and  in  the  whole  of  the  South  of  Ireland 
are  put  to  great  inconvenience  by  the 
existing  mail  system,  and  in  the  next 
place  he  would  see  that  it  would  greatly 
simplify  matters  by  delaying  the  train 
as  I  suggest.  Take  the  mail  arriving 
from  Skibbereen  and  Bantry,  the  mails 
which  come  into  Cork  from  Skibbereen 
or  Bantry,  or  from  a  longer  distance, 
have  to  leave  their  starting  place  at  an 
early  hour,  in  consequence  of  the  mail 
train  leaving  Cork  at  six  minutes  past 
10.  If  the  amount  of  time  which  is  lost 
in  Dublin  were  given  to  the  mail  train 
at   Cork,   this  would  give  the  branch 
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trains  a  longer  period,  and  would  enable 
the  mails  to  be  made  up  later,  and  con- 
sequently to  permit  of  the  posting  of 
letters  at  a  later  period.     If  the  mail 
train  at  Cork  were  put  back  an  hour, 
say  until  six  minutes  past  1 1 ,  it  would 
facilitate  the  answering  of  letters  in  al- 
most every  district,  and  would  enable 
people  to  reply  to  letters  which  at  pre- 
sent they  are  not  able  to  answer.     One 
other  point  I  would  like  to  call  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to,  and  that 
is  in  connection  with  the  town  of  Ma- 
croom,  which  is  situated  in  Mid  Cork. 
It  was  only  the   day  before  yesterday 
that  they  were  speeding  to  me  about 
the  way  in  which  letters  were  taken  at 
Macroom.     There  is  a  railway  running 
from  the  City  of  Cork  to  Macroom,  but 
the  Government  do  not  make  use  of  it. 
[  Cries  of  '*  Yes,  yes ! "]     Well,  if  they 
do  make  use  of  it,  it  is  only  to  a  very 
small  extent.     The  day  mail  arrives  in 
Cork  at  six  minutes  past  12  and  goes 
out  by  the  Macroom  train  at  8  o'clock, 
which    is    a   very    small    accommoda- 
tion.    What    I    would  call  the  right 
hon.    Gentleman's   attention  to  is  this 
point,   that    letters    received     by    the 
people  in  Macroom,  and  all  along  that 
line,  by  the   morning  post,  from  this 
side  of  the  water  cannot  be  answered 
till  the  following  day,  whereas  if   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  put  back 
the  departure  of  the  train  from  Cork 
there  would  be  much  greater  chance  of 
letters  being  answered  in  Macroom  at 
an  earlier  period ;  and  this  statement 
applies  equally  to  Skibbereen  and  other 
places  which  are  connected  with  Cork 
by  Railway.    If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, instead  of  sending  these  mails  by 
car,  as  has  hitherto  been  the  case,  would 
dispatch  them  on  the  Macroom  line,  he 
would  confer  a  great  benefit  on    the 
people  of   the  locality.    I  do  not  say 
there  is  very  much  business  done  there. 
That  is  not  the  case ;  but  anyone  who 
understands    business    matters — and  I 
presume  no  one  understands  them  better 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Post- 
master General  himself — will  see  that 
the  proposal  I  make  would  give  busi- 
ness men  very  great  facilities,  and  would 
conduce  very  much  to  their  interests  and 
the  development  of  the  business  in  these 
remote  districts.    I  would  ask  him  to 
allow  the  mails  to  be  sent  into  Cork 
from  Macroom  and  these  other  places 
by  train,  and  sent  away  from  Cork  later 
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than  at  present.  I  had  a  few  notes  on 
this  question  ;  but  I  did  not  know  that 
this  estimate  was  to  be  taken  this  even- 
ing, and,  therefore,  I  have  not  provided 
myself  with  them.  I  sincerely  hope, 
however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
do  me  the  courtesy  to  look  into  these 
matters,  and,  so  far  as  he  possibly  can, 
deal  a  substantial  benefit  to  all  the  com- 
mercial people  dwelling  in  or  about  the 
City  of  Cork. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Baikes)  an- 
swers that  question,  I  would  like  to  ask 
him  if  any  progress  has  been  made  in 
the  establishment  of  money-order  offices 
in  two  villages  in  Morayshire,  about 
which  I  asked  him  a  question  a  few 
days  ago.  I  refer  to  the  villages  of 
Dallas  and  Archiestown.  It  may  be  a 
matter  for  the  Treasury,  and  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  to  inform 
the  Committee  what  is  the  difficulty  that 
does  exist  in  having  money- order  offices 
established  at  these  small  villages.  I 
am  sure  the  Government  must  be  aware 
of  the  importance  of  having  savings 
banks  established  wherever  there  is  a 
considerable  population,  and  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  in  the  Highlands  villages 
and  houses  are  scattered.  They  are 
practically  at  great  distcmces  from  any 
bank,  and  the  people  complain  of  not 
being  able  to  deposit  their  savings  with- 
out going  some  eight  or  ten  miles  to  the 
town  of  Aberlour,  I  think,  where  there 
is  a  single  savings  bank,  or  where  there 
is  a  proper  savings  bank.  I  do  not 
think  it  is  right  that  that  state  of  things 
should  exist.  I  understood,  from  an 
interview  that  the  Postmaster  General 
was  kind  enough  to  give  me  some  time 
ago,  that  the  question  was  a  financial 
one,  and  that  some  small  sum  had  to  be 
made  up — or  something  of  that  kind. 
I  do  think,  in  a  matter  of  such  import- 
ance as  this,  it  is  not  right  on  the  part 
of  the  Government — it  is  false  economy 
on  the  part  of  the  Government — to  im- 
pose on  people  who  are  not  well  off  a 
tax  that,  though  it  might  not  be  a  large 
one  in  the  opinion  of  the  Committee, 
would  still  be  one  that  would  be  felt  by 
the  people  and  should  not  be  encouraged. 
What  I  want  to  suggest  is  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  remove  these  little  diffi- 
culties of  raising  £10  or  £20,  or  giving 
written  guarantees. 
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Mr.  CONTBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  must  apologize  for  rising  to 
trespass  upon  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Eaikes)  again  after  he  has  been 
already  once  or  twice  upon  his  feet 
answering  Questions.  I  was  not  able 
to  arrive  in  the  House  until  some  time 
after  this  discussion  commenced  this 
evening,  and  therefore  am  obliged  to 
trouble  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  again. 
There  are  just  one  or  two  matters  which 
have  been  entrusted  to  me  to  place  be- 
fore his  notice,  and  I  shall  endeavour 
to  discharge  this  trust  as  briefly  as  pos- 
sible. In  the  first  instance,  however, 
I  should  like  to  advert  for  a  moment 
to  a  matter  which  concerns  my  own 
constituency,  and  which,  as  I  believe, 
has  been  as  troublesome  a  question  to 
successive  Postmaster  Generals  as  those 
matters  relating  to  Strone  Ferry  and 
other  parts  of  the  islands  of  Scotland 
about  which,  we  have  beard  to-nigbt — 
I  allude  to  the  stoppage  of  the  calling 
of  the  mail  from  Penzance  at  the  town  of 
Camborne.  I  myself  have  had  some 
correspondence  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Postmaster  General  and  with 
his  Predecessors  upon  this  subject,  and 
others  have  done  the  like.  Correspond- 
ence of  this  kind  has  taken  place  on  this 
subject,  but  all  our  representations  have 
been  without  effect  so  far.  The  urgent 
and  repeated  requests  of  the  people  of 
Camborne,  and  the  thickly  populated 
districts  around  that  town,  have  failed 
to  produce,  by  what  I  might  call  silent 
entreaty,  the  reform  required,  and  I  am, 
therefore,  compelled  reluctantly  to  bring 
the  matter  before  this  House  in  a  more 
pointed  form.  The  grievance  is  that 
when  a  few  years  ago  some  alterations 
were  made  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating 
and  improving  the  postal  service  in  the 
Western  part  of  the  County  of  Cornwall 
the  mail  train,  which  at  that  time  stopped 
at  Camborne,  was  taken  off  for  stopping 
there,  and  has  never  since  been  allowed 
to  stop  there.  There  was  no  excuse  what- 
ever for  the  taking  off  the  train  for  stop- 
ping at  Camborne  in  the  past,  and  still 
less  excuse  is  there  for  the  refusal  to 
allow  the  train  to  stop  there  now  since 
Camborne  has  become  the  head  of  a  Par- 
liamentary Division.  Camborne  is,  I 
believe  the  most  important  town  in  the 
County  of  Cornwall ;  I  might  say  with- 
out exception,  but  I  will,  if  you  like, 
grant  the  one  exception  of  Truro.    The 


population  is  an  industrial  one,  and  one 
of  growing  importance,  and  it  is,  as  I 
have  before  pointed  out  to  the  Post- 
master General,  the  most  populated  dis- 
trict throughout  the  whole  of  Cornwall. 
I  am  very  well  aware  that  the  answer  I 
shall  receive  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  likely  to  be  similar  to  that  which 
I  have  read  from  his  Predecessors  in 
Office — namely,  that  the  question  is  one 
for  the  Directors  of  the  Great  Western 
Railway  Company,  and  that  it  is  not  for 
the  Postmaster  General  to  interfere  in 
it  at  all.  But  when  we  go  to  the 
Directors  of  the  Great  Western  Bail- 
way  Company,  who  are  exceedingly 
Conservative,  and  a  body  particularly 
hard  to  move,  they  say  that  the  question 
is  one  for  the  Postmaster  General  to 
deal  with,  and  that  they  have  no  power 
and  cannot  interfere  in  the  matter  at  all. 
Now,  this  may  seem  a  very  small  matter 
to  a  great  many  people,  but  this  position 
of  affairs  is  very  disagreeable  to  us  who 
are  interested  in  the  town  of  Camborne, 
and  to  a  great  many  others  who  reside 
in  the  district ;  and  we  are  desirous  that 
this  sort  of  thing,  of  which  we  are  the 
victims,  should  be  put  an  end  to.  The  pro- 
blems which  have  been  brought  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Prede- 
cessors for  solution  are  no  doubt  many 
and  various  ;  but,  to  my  mind,  there  is 
no  problem  and  no  difficulty,  so  far  as  my 
inquiries,  and  so  far-  as  the  information 
which  I  have  been  able  to  lay  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  goes,  so  easy  of 
solution  as  this.  There  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  the  world  in  adopting  one 
or  two  solutions — either  starting  the 
mail  train  five  minutes  earlier  at  its 
starting  point,  or  requiring  the  Great 
Western  Bailway  Company  to  stop  at 
Camborne,  and  to  make  up  for  the  delay 
by  increasing  the  speed  of  the  mail  train 
between  Penzance  and  Camborne.  Now, 
I  believe  there  are  occasions — and  I  ask 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man especially  to  this,  if  he  is  not  al- 
ready acquainted  with  these  matters — on 
which  the  Directors  of  the  Great  West- 
em  Bailway,  to  suit  their  own  conveni- 
ence, and  for  their  own  purposes  purely, 
have  stopped  this  mail  train  between 
Penzance  and  Camborne  without  causing 
any  appreciable  delay.  Such  stoppages 
are  important  matters  when  you  have  to 
deal  with  a  mail  train  running  upo  •  a 
single  line,  as  the  Great  Western  Bail- 
way  is  in  this  distriot,  and  in  a  train 
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which  has  to  ran  300  miles  up  to  Lon- 
don. If  it  is  possible  for  the  Directors 
of  the  Great  Western  Railway  to  stop  a 
mail  train  at  stations  which  are  not 
usually  stopped  at,  at  places  of  much 
less  importance  than  Camborne,  it  would 
be  perfectly  possible,  it  seems  to  me,  to 
stop  at  Camborne  without  interfering 
with  the  regular  service  of  the  train. 
Then  there  are  other  methods  by  which 
this  difficulty  might  be  got  over.  It 
really  only  requires  a  little  determina- 
tion,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
excuse  me  for  B&jing  so,  on  his  part  to 
get  over  this  difficulty.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  in  the  position  of  being 
able  to  require  that  a  mail  train  of  this 
kind  shall  stop  at  a  particular  station. 
Unfortunately  at  the  time  the  contract 
was  entered  into,  Camborne  was  struck 
out  of  the  stopping  places.  I  believe  it 
was  done,  not  through  the  fault  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  himself  or  his  Predecessors,  but 
through  some  local  jealousy  or  some- 
thing of  that  kind.  That  was  before 
my  time,  however.  I  contend,  that  if  it 
can  be  shown  to  be  to  the  interests  of  a 
large  portion  of  the  population  of  the 
country,  and  if  it  can  be  shown  to  be  not 
only  in  their  interests  to  grant  the 
facilities  I  ask  for,  but  that  they  can  ])e 
granted  without  interfering  with  the 
interests  of  any  other  portion  of  the 
population — I  say  '  that  the  least  the 
rigut  hon.  Gentleman  could  do  would  be 
to  grant  this  reform,  which  is  not  a 
revolutionary  reform,  but  really  in  the 
nature  of  the  restoration  of  a  privilege 
or  aright  to  the  people  of  Camborne— a 
right  which  was  unjustly  taken  away 
from  them  a  few  years  ago.  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take 
steps  to  restore  this  right.  I  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  I  am  very 
much  averse  to  referring  to  these  ques- 
tions over  and  over  again,  but  it  is  my 
duty  to  refer  to  them,  and  though  I  do 
not  wish  to  put  it  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  the  nature  of  a  thrdat,  I 
still  must  say,  that  until  a  satisfactory 
answer  has  been  received  from  him,  I 
shall  have  to  bring  this  matter  continu- 
ally under  the  notice  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Successors  so  long  as 
I  continue  to  enjoy  the  privilege  of  a 
seat  in  this  House.  Another  matter 
which  I  wish  very  briefly  to  briog  be- 
fore the  notice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   is    one  with  regard  to  which  I 
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should  not  have  asked  for  any  portion  of 
the  time  of  tbe  Committee  if  it  had  not 
been  for  the  fact  that  no  one  has  alluded 
to  the  subject,  and  that  it  affects  the 
interests  of  a  very  considerable  class  of 
deserving  servants  in  the  Post  Office — I 
mean  the  question  of  the  promotion  of 
the  second-class  sorters.  iNow  the  facts 
with  reference  to  the  g^evances  of  the 
second-class  sorters  which  I  am  asked  to 
place  before  the  Committee  are  as 
follows.  The  second-class  sorters  have 
petitioned  and  memorialised  successive 
Postmaster  Generals  from  time  to  time 
for  a  redress  of  their  grievances,  but 
with  no  better  success  than  I  and  my 
constituents  who  have  petitioned  them 
with  regard  to  the  stopping  of  the  mail 
train  at  Camborne.  These  people  com- 
plain that  the  majority  of  second-class 
sorters  in  the  Metropolitan  district 
entered  the  service  with  the  advertised 
prospect  of  promotion  to  the  position  of 
sorters  of  the  first  class.  When  the 
second-class  sorters  were  appointed  by 
open  competition  there  were  posts  as 
first-class  sorters,  but  in  the  year  1874 
the  first-class  appears  to  have  been 
abolished,  and  when  that  abolition  took 
place  no  equivalent  for  the  loss  of  their 
opportunities  for  promotion  was  allowed 
to  the  second-class  sorters.  These  men, 
therefore,  have  been  deprived  of  the  only 
channel  of  promotion  that  was  open  to 
them,  that  to  which  they  were  looking 
forward,  and  to  which  I  may  say  they 
thought  they  had  a  sort  of  vested  right 
according  to  the  terms  under  which  they 
entered  into  the  public  service.  In 
other  cases  in  the  Civil  Service  when 
offices  are  abolished  in  this  way,  or 
when  reconstruction  of  departments  takes 
place,  I  have  always  noticed  that  those 
who  have  been  deprived  of  any  benefit 
to  which  they  had  a  legitimate  right  to 
look  forward  to,  have  been  put  in  the 
receipt  of  pensions.  Now,  I  do  not  ask 
that  these  men,  in  whose  interests  I  am 
addressing  the  Committee,  and  who  are 
such  a  very  important  class  of  public 
servants,  should  have  pensions  given  to 
them.  I  do  not  ask  for  anything  of  that 
kind ;  but  I  do  think  that  as  they  have 
been  deprived  of  the  chance  of  promotion 
to  which  they  had  a  right  to  look  forward, 
they  are  entitled  to  some  consideration. 
If  it  is  impossible  to  restore  the  first 
class  of  sorters,  as  those  persons  ask 
should  be  done,  at  any  rate,  their  posi- 
tion should  be  considered  with  a  view 


1149 


Supply — 


{JuNB  6,  1887}        RiVinue  DepartmenU,       1150 


of  enabling  them  to  look  forward  to 
some  promotion  of  another  kind,  or 
some  other  advantage.  The  late  Mr. 
Fawcett,  when  they  represented  their 
grievance  to  him,  replied  to  them  that 
he  could  not  open  up  the  question  of 
first-class  soiters  at  that  time,  which  im- 
plied that  the  question  was  not  altogether 
a  closed  one,  and  that  he  might  refer  to 
it  at  some  future  time.  When  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  East  Leicestershire 
(Lord  John  Manners)  was  Postmaster 
General,  he  replied,  to  the  petition  of 
the  second-class  sorters,  that  the  second- 
class  overseers  was  substituted  for  the 
first-class  sorters ;  and  he  also  held  out 
this  prospect, —  that  if  the  first-class 
sorters  were  re-established  it  would  lead 
to  a  reduction  in  the  pay  of  the  second- 
class  sorters.  That  was  not  a  very  hopeful 
or  satisfactory  answer ;  but  I  think  it  is 
desirable  to  state  that  at  the  time  this 
answer  was  received  by  the  second-class 
sorters,  let  us  say  10  years  after  the 
second-class  overseers  had  been  estab- 
lished in  place  of  the  first-class  sorters, 
not  one  of  the  second-class  sorters  had 
been  promoted  to  the  second-class  of 
overseers.  Ever  since  then  in  the  Metro- 
politan Office,  or,  at  any  rate,  in  the 
Western  district,  only  one  second-class 
sorter  has  obtained  an  appointment  as 
second-class  overseer,  the  other  appoint- 
ments being  obtained  by  postmen.  As 
to  that  I  have  no  complaint  to  make— I 
have  no  complaint  to  make  that  postmen 
should  be  promoted,  or  that  others  should 
be  promoted  by  legitimate  means — but 
I  do  think  that  the  second-class  sorters 
have  a  right  to  complain  when  they  not 
only  find  that  this  principal  channel  of 
promotion  held  out  to  th  em — namely,  that 
of  first  class  sorters — is  done  away  with , 
but  that  they  are  practically  excluded  by 
another  class  in  the  service  from  obtain- 
ing that  which  was  their  only  chance  of 
promotion.  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  whether  he  will  consider  the 
possibility  or  desirability  of  re-establish- 
ing the  post  of  first-class  sorters  in  the 
Metropolitan  district,  and  whether  it  is 
not  true  that  the  majority  of  second- 
class  sorters  entered  the  Service  with 
the  advertised  prospect  of  obtaining  pro- 
motion to  that  first  class ;  and,  if  that  be 
so,  whether  he  will,  at  any  rate,  so  far 
as  those  who  entered  the  Service  before 
the  abolition  of  first-class  sorters  are 
concerned,  consider  their  position?    I 


would  urge  upon  him  to  see  whether  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  make  these 
people  some  restitution  of  that  which 
has  been  taken  away  from  them,  or  give 
them  some  equivalent.  I  believe  I  am 
correct  in  stating  that  there  is  a  first 
class  of  sorters  in  the  General  Post  Office, 
and  that  a  considerable  number  of  them 
are  younger  men  in  the  Service  than  the 
members  of  the  second  class  in  the 
Metropolitan  district,  and  yet  I  am  in- 
formed that  they  all  entered  the  Service 
with  the  same  qualification.  There  is  a 
broad  distinction  between  them.  With 
regard  to  this  matter  of  sorters  there  is 
one  point  upon  which  I  would  wish  to 
make  a  remark  in  passing.  I  should 
like  to  call  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
attention  to  a  question  affecting  the 
sorters  employed  in  the  Eegistered 
Letter  Department.  A  Question  was 
put  to  the  Government  as  to  these 
sorters  being  allowed  risk  money;  but 
I  do  not  remember  the  exact  terms  of 
the  answer  received.  I  have  been  in- 
formed since,  however,  that  the  second 
class  of  sorters  are  employed,  and  that, 
the  work  involving  risks,  circumstances 
have  occurred  which  have  rendered  the 
imposition  of  penalties  necessary,  and 
that  these  penalties  have  been  inflicted 
without  the  sorters  having  received  extra 
risk  money.  If  that  is  so — and  I  am 
informed  that  it  is  the  fact — I  hope 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  will  look  into  the  matter,  and 
will  see  that  those  who  are  employed  en 
this  extra  duty  will  be  properly  remune- 
rated. This,  however,  is  only  by  the  way, 
and  with  reference  to  the  risk  money  of 
the  sorters.  As  to  the  general  question 
of  promotion,  I  would  like  to  place  be- 
fore the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  com- 
plaint of  another  body  of  servants  in 
the  Post  Office — namely,  the  porters,  of 
whom  I  think  there  are  about  300  in 
the  General  Post  Office.  I  do  not  know 
whether  a  Memorial  has  been  actually 
placed  before  the  Boyal  Commission 
which  has  been  sitting  or  not ;  but,  at 
any  rate,  I  have  been  asked  to  place 
the  complaint  of  these  people  before  the 
Committee  in  connection  with  this  matter. 
What  they  ask  is  that  the  barrier  at 
present  existing  between  their  class  and 
other  classes  for  promotion  to  the  minor 
establishment  may  be  removed,  and 
that  they  may  be  made  eligible  for  ex- 
amination for  admission  into  the  depart- 
ment, especially  in  the  position  of  seoond- 
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class  sorters.  This  question  of  the 
porters  therefore  hangs  together  with 
the  question  of  the  second-class  sorters 
to  which  I  have  just  called  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  attention.  I  am  glad  to  be 
able  to  place  the  matter  before  the 
attention  of  the  Committee,  because  it  is 
quite  clear  that  the  efficiency  of  the 
service  will  be  materially  improved  by 
giving  reasonable  facilities  and  oppor- 
tunities of  obtaining  promotion  to  all 
the  servants  of  the  Post  Office,  from  the 
lowest  class  up  to  the  highest.  If  you 
can  promote  or  g^ve  facilities  for  the 
promotion  of  porters  to  the  position  of 
second-class  sorters  and  can  give  the 
second-class  sorters  what  they  justly  ask 
for,  you  will  get  increased  zeal  on  the 
part  of  those  officials ;  you  will  get  more 
work  out  of  them  and  will  have  the  work 
done  much  better.  The  porters  on  whose 
behalf  I  am  now  speaking  make  the  re- 
mark that  in  asking  that  they  should  be 
permitted  the  chance  of  promotion,  they 
do  so  with  the  full  knowledge  and  belief 
that  there  are  many  amongst  them  who 
by  education  and  ability  are  capable  of 
attaining  to  higher  posts  in  the  Post 
Office ;  but  are  deprived  of  the  possi- 
bility through  no  fault  of  their  own. 
They  say  that  there  are  several  duties 
connected  with  their  division  such  as 
loading  and  unloading  mails  which  could 
be  efficiently  discharged  by  foremen 
and  their  class  as  they  are  discharged  at 
present  by  second-class  sorters.  I  think 
that  it  is  a  very  reasonable  repesentation 
to  make.  It  appears  that  there  are  at  the 
present  moment  second-class  sorters  en- 

faged  in  performing  the  work  of  porters, 
think  my  appeal  for  opportunities  for 
promotion  for  these  two  classes  of 
servants  altogether  is  a  most  reasonable 
appeal.  The  class  of  public  servants  for 
whom  I  plead  as  I  have  already  pointed 
out  is  a  most  deserving  class,  and  one 
whose  interests  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  be  wise  in  the  interests  of 
the  Public  Service  to  overlook.  Another 
point  the  porters  desire  to  have  stress 
laid  upon  is  that  their  wages  instead  of 
rising  1«.  per  annum,  should  increase 
at  the  rate  of  Is.  6d.  per  annum  up  to 
308.  per  week.  They  have  a  grievance 
in  this  respect  which  they  desire  to  have 
removed.  They  entered  the  service  as 
adults  having  passed  examinations,  and 
having  undergone  a  severe  scrutiny  as 
to  their  character  and  the  previous 
services  they  might  have  been  engaged 
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in,  and  yet  they  have  to  irait  no  len  thin 
1 2  years,  according  to  the  presentamuige- 
ment,  before  they  reach  the  maximum  of 
their  wages,  and  obtain  the  salary  that 
the  Nation  considers  sufficient  for  com- 
petent porters.  These  men  also  ask 
that  their  period  of  attendance  ahonld 
be  eight  hours  for  day  duty  and  seven 
hours  for  night  duty,  thus  xnaloDg  the 
hours  of  attendance  uniform  through  all 
the  grades  of  the  minor  establislument. 
These  are  matters  which  are  not  im- 
mediately connected  to  the  question  of 
promotion  that  I  have  ventured  to  place 
before  the  Committee,  but  I  think  they 
are  questions  which  affect  the  efficiency 
of  the  Public  Service  generally,  that 
efficiency  depending  in  a  lar^e  measore 
on  the  zeal  with  which  the  different 
services  perform  their  duties.  From 
this  point  of  view,  it  is  very  desirable 
that  all  questions  of  grievances  which 
are  brought  before  the  Postmaster 
General  in  this  Committee  for  the 
reason  that  there  are  no  other  channels 
through  which  these  subjects  can  be 
brought  substantially  before  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  should  receive  adequate 
consideration.  A  considerable  part  of 
the  g^evance  of  the  porters  is  with  re- 
gard to  this  question  of  hours.  Their 
hours  of  attendance  are  now  from  4 
o'clock  in  the  morning  until  9,  and  from 
4  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  until  8  in  the 
evening,  and  during  the  whole  of  this 
time  they  are  employed  without  the 
slighest  interval  for  refreshment.  The 
porters  ask  that  their  hours  should  be 
made  similar  to  the  hours  of  attendance 
of  first  and  second  class  sorters,  which  are 
in  the  day  from  4  o'clock  in  the  morning 
until  half- past  7,  and  from  a  quarter- past 
4  in  the  aiternoon  until  8  o'clock  in  the 
evening.  If  they  are  employed  after 
half- past  7  they  receive  6^.  an  hour  extra. 
The  hours  of  attendance  for  porters  in  the 
newspaper  branch  are  the  same  ;  but  if 
these  men  have  to  stay  beyond  half- past 
7  o'clock  they  do  so  without  extra  pay, 
so  that  they  have  longer  hours  of  at- 
tendance and  receive  smaller  pay  than 
any  other  class.  There  is  no  distinction, 
as  I  am  informed,  existing  between  the 
sorter  and  the  porter  class,  either  in  day 
or  night  duty,  therefore,  I  think  one 
may  fairly  say  that  the  claim  of  the 
porter  class  to  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion may  be  fairly  taken  into  account 
These,  Sir,  are  one  or  two  matters 
connected  with  the  working  of  the  Pott 
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Office  Department,  and  relating  to  the 
Bervants  who  are  of  an  humbler  position 
than  many  others  whose  grievances  are 
more  constantly  brought  before  the 
public  notice,  to  which  I  desire  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  matters  I  have  dealt 
with  may  seem  trivial  to  the  Members  of 
this  House ;  but  I  am  quite  sure  that  if 
a  good  case  can  be  made  out — as  I 
think  I  have  made  out  a  good  case  in 
connection  with  these  servants  to  whom 
I  have  referred — I  think  if  the  Govern- 
ment can  give  these  people  greater 
hopes  of  increased  reward  for  greater 
zeal  and  energy,  and  if  the  attention  of 
the  Government  is  devoted  to  this  case, 
the  time  I  have  taken  in  placing  these 
grievances  before  the  Committee  will 
not  have  been  lost.  I  can  only  say 
that,  so  far  as  I  am  concerned,  I 
have  taken  these  matters  up  and  placed 
them  before  the  Committee  simply  be- 
cause I  have  been  appealed  to  oy  the 
servants  of  the  Post  Office,  and  be- 
cause I  had  ascertained  before  rising 
that  no  one  else  had  said  a  word  in  their 
favour.  I  will  here  leave  the  matter, 
only  asking  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Postmaster  General,  in  respect 
of  these  g^evances — these  substantial 
grievances,  as' I  think  them— of  second- 
class  sorters,  and  of  Post  Office  porters, 
who  are  all  most  deserving  public  ser- 
vants, and  also  as  to  the  stopping  of  the 
up- mail  at  Camborne,  will  be  so  kind  as 
to  give  the  points  I  have  placed  be- 
fore him  some  attention  and  considera- 
tion. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  :  I  de- 
sire to  call  attention  to  a  matter  in  con- 
nection with  the  administration  of  the 
Post  Office ;  and  also  to  allude  to  a 
statement  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Central  Brad- 
ford (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  in  reference  to 
an  attack  made  by  me  on  the  permanent 
head  of  the  Post  Office.  I  maintain 
that  there  were  very  good  grounds  for 
that  attack 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present. 

Me.  HENNIKER  HEATON :  I  was 
saying,  when  interrupted  by  the  count- 
ing of  the  Committee,  that  I  desired  to 
draw  attention  to  a  statement  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Central  Bradford,  who  concluded  his 
speech  by  saying  that  a  statement  I  had 
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made  with  regard  to  the  action  of  the 
permanent  head  of  the  Post  Office  was 
not  to  be  relied  on. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  merely 
wish  to  say  that  I  contravened  the 
charge  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Canterbury  (Mr.  Henniker  Heaton) 
against  Mr.  Blackwood,  the  Secretary  to 
the  Post  Office,  of  general  obstruction  in 
the  business  of  that  Department. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON:  The 
charge  I  made  against  Mr.  Blackwood 
was  this — that,  knowing  the  Postmaster 
General  was  taking  a  course  which  was 
strongly  opposed  to  the  views  of  the 
autocrat  of  the  Post  Office,  Mr.  Black- 
wood, acting  upon  an  unexplained  griev- 
ance, took  a  course  which  led  the  officials 
connected  with  him  to  present  him  with 
an  address  of  sympathy ;  that  he  had 
that  address  in  his  possession  for  some 
time,  and  made  it  known  to  the  Press. 
I  say  that  such  conduct  ought  not 
to  be  tolerated,  in  face  of  the  fact  that 
Mr.  Blackwood  appealed  to  a  large 
number  of  Members  of  this  House 
against  the  Postmaster  General.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Central  Bradford  is  not  justified  in 
saying  that  my  statement  is  not  to  be 
relied  on ;  and  if  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral will  consent  to  an  inquiry  being  held 
into  the  matter  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
prove  all  that  I  have  stated. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  : 
There  is  one  matter  to  which  I  should 
like,  very  briefly,  to  draw  the  attention 
of  the  Postmaster  General ;  and  my 
reason  for  introducing  the  subject  now 
is  that  I  find  that  the  only  way  of  getting 
these  details  attended  to  is  by  bringing 
them  forward  when  the  House  is  in 
Committee  ;  but,  although  a  good  many 
Postmasters  General  have  expressed  a 
certain  amount  of  sympathy  with  me,  I 
have  not  hitherto  derived  much  advan- 
tage from  my  action.  On  page  91  of 
the  Estimate  it  will  be  seen  that  the 
very  first  of  the  railways  mentioned  in 
Ireland  is  that  from  Athenry  to  Tuam. 
What  I  wish  to  point  out  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General 
is  that  the  Department  over  which  he 
presides  is  spending  a  considerable  sum 
of  money — something  like  £182  a-day — 
for  the  day  and  night  service,  the  day 
service  being  performed  by  rail  and  the 
night  service  by  oar.  If  the  Postmaster 
General  could  only  infuse  into  the  Irish 
Post  Office  officials  a  little  of  the  energy 
with  which  he  is  endowed  they  would 
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be  able  to  get  the  Railway  Company  to 
ran  a  train  at  night,  and  at  a  yery  little 
increase  on  the  present  cost  of  running 
the  mail  cars ;  and  it  would  be  a  matter 
of  great  and  important  advantage  to  the 
district  to  secure  this  change.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  only  trans- 
fer the  subsidy  from  the  cars  to  the 
trains,  we  should  then  have  Oalway  in 
regular  mail  communication  with  London 
through  Athenry  and  Tuam,  because  a 
yery  large  portion  of  the  traffic  goes  to 
Dublin,  and,  consequently,  to  England. 
I  would  suggest  that  this  matter  is 
worthy  of  consideration  on  the  part  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who,  if  he 
will  look  into  it,  will  find  that  to  make 
the  alteration  I  propose  would  entail 
only  a  very  slight  increase  in  the  pre- 
sent cost.  Of  course,  to  do  this  would 
be  a  conyenience  to  passengers.  I  can- 
not for  a  moment  deny  that  such  would 
be  the  result,  and  I  know  that  the  Post- 
master General  is  not  desirous  of  sub- 
sidizing passenger  trains ;  but  in  many 
parts  of  Ireland  it  is  absolutely  neces- 
sary that  these  things  must  go  together. 
I  would  also  suggest  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  establish  a  cross- 
country post  between  North  Gtdway  and 
South  Galway.  It  would  not  be  a  yery 
difficult  thing  to  do  this.  There  are  a 
yery  large  number  of  letters  that  haye 
at  present  to  go  round  by  Athlone, 
which  is  a  yery  long  distance— oyer  100 
miles — and  they  might  with  great  ad- 
yantage  be  sent  across  country,  some  10 
or  12  miles  only,  instead  of  having  to 
make  so  wide  a  detour.  The  expense  of 
running  a  car  to  make  the  cross  country 
communication  would  be  yery  trifling, 
and  the  advantage  to  the  whole  district 
would  be  very  considerable. 

Me.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.):  I  desire,  yery  briefly,  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  a 
matter  in  connection  with  the  cost  of 
the  medical  department  of  the  Post 
Office.  That  is  a  yery  expensiye  de- 
partment, and  the  items  in  connection 
with  it  will  be  found  on  page  64  of  the 
Estimates.  There  are  the  chief  medical 
officer,  with  a  maximum  salary  of 
£1,000;  a  second  medical  officer,  with 
a  maximum  of  £600;  another  with  a 
maximum  of  £300,  and  also  a  female 
medical  officer  with  a  maximum  of  £450, 
an  assistant  to  the  medical  officer  with 
£100,  and  a  dispensing  assistant  with 
£J80.     There  are  other  items  which 
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bring  up  the  total  cost  of  this  Deptrt- 
ment  to  the  yery  large  sum  of  £2,878. 
The  Committee  ought  to  bear  in  mind 
that  this  is  not  the  total  cost  of  the 
medical  supervision  at  the  whole  of  the 
Metropolitan  post  offices,  but  merdy  the 
cost  of  the  staff  employed  at  the  General 
Post  Office,  together  with  the  Central 
Telegraph  Office.     My  main  object  in 
bringing  this  matter  forward  is  to  draw 
attention  to  one  item  of  the  cost  of  the 
Department — namely,  that  which  comes 
under  the  head  of  "  Substitutes,"  and 
is  stated  at  £100.    .1  called  attention  to 
this  point  last  year,  but  at  that  time  1 
was  precluded  from  moying  the  redac- 
tion of  the  Vote,  as  I  intend  to  do  on 
the  present  occasion.     I  would  ask  the 
Committee  to  consider  for  what  purpose 
this  item  is  created.    An  explanation  of 
it  was  furnished  by  the  Postmaster  (Ge- 
neral when  the  matter  was  referred  to 
last  year.     He  stated  that  the  object  of 
this  item  of  £100  is  the  payment  of 
substitutes  for  the  medical  officers  while 
they  are  away  on  their   annual  leaye. 
But  the  priyilege  of  an  annual  holiday 
is  not  confined  to  the  medical  depart- 
ment of  the  Post  Office,  and  in  all  such 
cases  the  established  practice  of   the 
Service  is  well  known.     When  an  officer 
is  away  on  his  annual  leaye  it  is  not 
usual  to  bring  in  a  stranger  to  perform 
his   duties;   the  custom   is   that    they 
should  be  discharged  by  his  colleagues. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  meeting 
an  objection  to  the  Vote,  stated  that  the 
shortness  of  the  medical  staff  did  not 
prevent  the  employis  falling  ill ;  but  s 
reply  of  that  kind  would  equally  apply 
to  the  other  departments  in  which  the 
work  does  not  stand  still,  simply  because 
some  of  the  officers  happen  to  be  away 
on  their  annual  leave.     I  believe  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
Oeneral  also  stated  that  there  was  an 
exceptional  amount  of   illness   during 
the  spring  and  summer  of  the  year  re- 
ferred to  in    the  debate   I    speak  of, 
during  which  it  may  be  presumed  those 
gentlemen  would  take  their  yacation.    I 
do  not  think  there  is  very  much  in  that 
point.     Every  season  of  the  year  brings 
its  peculiar  ailments;    and  even   sup- 
posing there  was  an  exceptional  amount 
of  illness  among  those  employed  at  the 
Post  Office  that,  I  think,  is  far  more 
than  counterbalanced  by  the  fact  that 
during  the  spring  and  summer  months 
a  large  number  of  the  officers  are  away 
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on  their  annual  leave,  and  are,  conse-  penditure ;  tbat  it  introduces  into  the 

quently,  removed  from  the  Post  Office  1  service  of  the  Department  strangers  over 

medical  supervision.     I  object  to  this  whom  there  cannot  be  the  same  effective 

item,  in  the  first  place,  because  it  seems  control  which  is  exercised  in  the  case  of 

to  me  to  be  as  unnecessary,  as  it  cer-  the  established  officers,  and  invests  those 

tainly  is  an  anomalous  item;    and  I  strangers  with  powers  which  may  be 

object  to  it,  in  the  second  place,  because  used  for  the  oppression  of  valued  servants 

it  is  the  means  of  introducing  into  the  of  the  Crown. 

Public  Service  strangers  who  axe  to  be  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

casually  employed,  and  over  whom  the  •«  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £4,820,670, 

Department  cannot  possibly  have  any  be  granted  for  the  said  8ervices."-(Jfr. 

kind  of  effective   control,  and  invests  Pick«r$gill.) 

those  strangers  with  very  large  powers  „  ^ » xTrxia  r  \.  ^i.  v  n 
involving  not  only  the  comfort  and  the  ,,  ^"-  ^^^^?^  =  ^  hope  the  hon.  Gen- 
health  of  the  established  servants  of  the  *l«"^a°.  *^«  ^^,^^^\  ^^J  Be'^nal  Green 
Crown,  but,  as  I  have  shown  on  a  pre-  CMr.  Pickersgill),  who  has  proposed  this 
vious  occasion,  the  very  lives  of  those  Amendment  will  not  put  the  Committee 
individuals.  I  do  not  at  the  present  to  the  trouble  of  taking  a  Division  upon 
moment  wish  to  do  more  than  refer  in  »*•  The  matter  to  which  he  refers  was 
passing  to  a  death  under  very  painful  ^ronght  before  the  House  last  year,  and 
circumstances,  to  which  I  drew  parti-  ^  ^*7  «>otl»"e  *»  "^^  to  what  I  then 
cular  attention  last  year.  I  have  also  "^^^^f  ^  I^believe  the  House  was  then 
shown  that  one  of  these  strangers,  as  I  fatisfied  that  the  provision  referred  to 
call  them,  who  are  thus  casually  em-  ^'^.  ^®«°  'o""**  *?.  ^!  a^«l»ate  /<>'  t^e 
ployed,  was  last  year  guilty  of  what  I  *"*'««  of  the  medical  officer  m  the  ab- 
think  the  House  agreed  with  me  was  eence  of  that  functionary ;  and  although 
an  act  of  oppression  towards  an  estab-  ^^^  «"'"  ^®*  ^*»''°  for  the  purpose  seems 
lished  servant  of  the  Crown,  of  long  ^^'T  "nall-as  to  which  matter  I  am 
standing  and  high  character,  by  com-  V^'^  '"^  agreement  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
peUing  him  to  resume  his  duty  ii  spite  tlei^an-I  would  point  out  that  the  prin- 
ot  his  strenuous  protest  that  he  was  cipal  medical  officer  of  the  Post  Office  is 
unfit  to  do  so.  There  is  also  another  '^'^  "^^  P"^*'"  servant,  who.  no  doubt, 
aspect  of  this  question.  I  think  we  may  <'°'^^?  '^*^.«  "^"""^  °"*«'^«  ^^^.  ^T^T 
regard  it  from  a  financial  point  of  view.  °'?°*  an  income  larger  than  h.s  official 

I  elicited  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  "*'"?•     Tu*'*  ^°°"  <^/''*!tf  "'^  ^°^^  "?* 

man  the  Postmaster  General  last  year  ^i^estion  the  amount  of  the  salary  paid 

that  when  the  medical  officer  was  away  *°  *^«  medical  officers,  and  he  can  hardlj 

for  five  weeks  the  gentleman  who  per-  <1""?^  T*^  *^*^t  ^"™  P*n**  ^^^  *",,**' 

formed  his  functions  was  paid  at  the  »"*«  ^'  ^f "«,  ^"^  ■«"*"•      ^*  "'"  '?• 

rate  of  £3  3«.  a-week,  so  that  we  have  "®'"^«'  that  last  year  I  answered  his 

this  anomalous  state    of   things-that  statement  with  regard  to  the  death  to 

we  are   paying  a  salary  of  £3  3».  a-  which  he  has  referred,  and  I  am  sorry 

week  only  for  the  discharge  of  duties  *^**  ^^"^^  unfortunate    occurrence  has 

which  are  ordinarily   paid  for  at  the  ^««°  remembered  and  brought  up  again, 

rate    of  something    Ute    £1,000    per  ^  <=»^  only  say  that  I  cannot  see  any 

annum.    I  can  hardly  see  how  the  Post-  'eafop  ^r  departing  'rom  the  practice 

master  General  can  avoid  being  impaled  which  has  been  pursued  hitherto,  and  I 

on  one  or  other  of  the  horns  o/ this  *'""*  }^^  hon.  Gentleman  w.ll  see  the 

dilemma.      Either  the  Medical  Super-  propriety  of  not  persisting  in  his  Amend- 

intendent  of  the  Post  Office  is  eitrava-  °^„             t-t^it  » xr     t  i.        *t,     •  i,* 

gandyoverpaid,orthecasualprofe88ional  .   ^0^''=,^          !t    i>  \   T    O  "^^1 

ientleman  who  is  called  in  to  supply  his  h«?J>- Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General 

?lace  is  very  much  underpaid.  ^1  had   '«"  f*.'""'  '"^  V^^X  '^P^^  *?.  ^l  "^T't 
hoped  that  this  item  might  have  dis-   t»<"».wi*^  "?"^  *?  *'','  establishment  of 

appeared  from  the  Estimates  of  the  pre-    "  "'«^*  f  "'^  *'"*."'  *",  ^^''^^^ J.""*  5 
sent  year ;    but  I  was  too  sanguine,  for  cross-country  service  between  North  and 

I  find  it  re-appears.     I  will,  therefore,    »»"      virtr^pa    t     -ii  .i.   i, 

move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  th^       *f  "•  ^^"^|^  'J  ^'"  "i!''®'  *^^^°''• 
sum  of  £100  on  the  grounds  I    have  and  gallant  Gentleman  aiter  we  have 

stated  to  theOommittee-namely,  that  it  *«'^*  ^*'*  *'  Amendment, 
is  an  unnecessary  and  anomalous  ex-       Question  put. 

2  P  2 
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The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayes  81; 
Noes  111  :  Majority  80.— (Div.  List, 
No.  185.)  [9.55  P.M.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb,  RAIKES  :  I  only  wish  to  say 
one  word  before  the  Question  is  put.  In 
reply  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Inverness-shire  (Mr.  Fraser-Mackin- 
tosh)  I  will  say  I  am  conversant  with 
the  fact  he  has  stated,  and  I  shall  be 
very  glad  to  consider  what  he  has  said. 
At  the  same  time,  it  must  not  be  assumed 
that  I  make  any  promise  to  take  any 
particular  action,  with  regard  to  what 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid 
Cork  (Dr.  Tanner)  has  said,  I  should  be 
very  glad  if  he  will  furnish  me  with  some 
representation  from  the  locality  dealing 
with  the  matters  he  alluded  to.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Elgin  and 
Nairn  (Mr.  Anderson)  has  raised  a  ques- 
tion which  has  been  already  carefully 
considered  by  the  Post  Office,  and  I 
will  undertake  to  do  my  best  to  meet 
his  views.  As  to  the  point  raised 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North-West  Cornwall  (Mr.  Cony- 
beare),  I  must  say  that  I  shall  be 
extremely  glad  to  co-operate  with  the 
Great  Western  Eailway  Company,  if 
it  is  possible  to  devise  a  method  of  in- 
creasing the  convenience  of  the  people 
of  Camborne  without  delaying  the  trains. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  aware  that 
the  interests  of  the  people  of  Camborne 
are  somewhat  antagonistic  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  people  of  Penzance.  It  is 
impossible  to  suit  the  people  of  Cam- 
borne without  injuring  the  people  of 
Penzance,  unless  the  Great  Western 
Bailway  Company  will  accelerate  the 
trains.  If  they  are  prepared  to  do  that 
the  matter  can  be  easily  dealt  with. 
With  regard  to  the  second-class  porters 
and  sorters,  I  may  say  that  the  matter 
has  already  been  considered  ;  but  I  will 
look  into  it  again.  As  to  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North  Galway 
(Colonel  Nolan),  I  will  confer  with  my 
advisers  and  see  what  can  be  done.  I 
think  these  remarks  cover  all  the  obser- 
vations which  have  been  made,  and  I 
trust  the  Committee  will  now  be  able  to 
give  us  the  Vote. 

Mb.  J.  ROWLANDS  (Finsbury,  E.) : 
I  should  like  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  a  Memorial 
which  has  been  for  some  considerable 


time  under  the  consideration  of  his  De- 
partment. It  was  presented  by  the 
London  officials,  who  desire  to  be  placed 
on  the  same  condition  with  regard  to 
holidays  as  the  officials  holding  similar 
rank  in  the  large  Provincial  towns.  TSie 
officials  of  a  given  rank  in  Dublin,  Edin- 
burgh, and  in  all  the  large  Provincial 
towns  have  three  weeks'  instead  of  a 
fortnight's  holiday  which  the  London 
officials  have.  The  employis  in  the 
London  Department  have  memorialized 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  they  may 
be  placed  under  the  same  conditions  as 
the  officials  in  the  places  I  have  named. 
So  far,  the  memorialists  have  not  re- 
ceived any  answer  to  their  Memorial.  It 
will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  I  have  on  more  than  one 
occasion  asked  questions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  hope  that  an 
answer  might  be  made  to  the  Memorial. 
I  trust  sincerely  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  be  able  to  promise  ns  this 
evening  that  these  Government  servants 
shall  be  placed  in  the  same  position  as 
their  Provincial  brethren.  It  is  admitted 
on  all  hands  that  they  have  quite  as 
great  and  important  duties  to  perform ; 
and,  therefore,  it  is  hard  that  they 
should  only  receive  a  fortnight's  holi- 
day, while  others  in  the  like  position 
receive  three  weeks'  holiday. 

Mb.  BAIKES  :  The  matter  is  under 
consideration,  and  I  will  undertake  that 
an  answer  shall  be  sent  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  soon  as  possible. 

Mb.  J.  EOWLANDS :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  promise  to  answer  early? 
It  is  important  that  he  should  do  so,  be- 
cause the  holidays  are  now  taking  place. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid):  I 
can  only  say,  with  reference  to  the  subject 
I  brought  under  the  notice  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General, 
that  I  tried  to  put  the  matter  I  raised  as 
fairly  as  I  could.  There  are  a  great  many 
people  in  the  South  of  Ireland  who  get 
a  letter,  say,  in  the  afternoon,  and  can- 
not answer  it  for  a  couple  of  days.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  casting  his  eye 
over  page  57,  will  see  that  in  Ireland 
there  are  two  methods  of  conyeying 
mails — one  is  by  rail,  and  the  other  by 
road.  Surely,  when  you  have  got  the 
option  of  choosing  between  these 
methods,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
called  upon  to  choose  that  which  con- 
tributes most  to  the  public  oonvenienoe. 
I  think  I  put  it  clearly  that  in  the  Has- 
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room  district  there  is  a  railway,  but  that 
the  Post  Office  persist  in  carrying  mails 
by  an  ordinary  car,  across  the  moun- 
tains, into  Cork.  The  Bail  way  Com- 
pany is  perfectly  willing  to  transmit  the 
mails  ;  and,  therefore,  I  cannot  possibly 
understand  why  the  Government  per- 
sist in  continuing  the  present  system. 
Then,  again,  I  tried  as  well  as  I  could, 
in  my  humble  way,  to  put  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  another  substan- 
tial ;  grievance,  and  that  is  that  the 
people  in  Cork  and  the  South  of  Ire- 
land who  travel  by  the  night  mail  train 
are  really  required  to  waste  three  hours 
in  Dublin.  Why  not,  at  any  rate, 
confer  a  boon  upon  the  inhabitants  of 
the  South  of  Ireland  by  postponing  the 
departure  of  the  mail  for  one  hour 
at  least?  I  ask  that  something  shall 
be  done  in  this  matter  in  the  name 
of  common  sense,  and  in  the  name  of 
right.  I  hope,  before  we  pass  this  Vote, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  give  me 
some  solid  assurances  that  the  subject  of 
the  conveyance  of  mails  by  road  from 
Macroom  will  be  seen  into,  otherwise  it 
will  be  my  painful  duty  to  move  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £300, 
which  is  set  down  for  the  conveyance  of 
mails  from  Macroom. 

Mr.  EAIKES  :  I  think  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman cannot  have  been  in  the  House 
when  I  made  my  reply.  [Dr.  Tanner  : 
Yes ;  I  was.]  Then  he  could  not  have 
understood  what  I  said.  I  asked  that 
he  would  furnish  me  with  some  memo- 
randum upon  the  subject.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  make  an  inquiry  into  a  matter  of 
this  sort  unless  I  have  some  written 
statement.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
be  kind  enough  to  furnish  me  with  such 
a  statement,  I  shall  be  most  happy  to 
make  all  inquiry. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £509,311,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  Post  Office  Packet  Service. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  I  cannot  allow  this  Vote  to 
pass  without  some  explanation  from  the 
Postmaster  General.  As  a  preliminary 
inquiry,  I  should  like  to  know  whether 
it  is  proposed  to  reduce  the  rates  of  the 
postage  to  India,  and  also  to  China  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Kaikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
Vote  for  the  Packet  Service  is,  no 
doubt,  one  of  yery  great  importance, 
and  of  great  public  interest ;  but  it  so 


happens  this  year  that  the  great  majority 
of  the  questions  raised  by  it  will  be  more 
conveniently  discussed  upon  the  new 
contracts  which  have  been  negotiated  by 
the  Government  for  the  conveyance  of 
particular  mails.  All  these  contracts  are, 
or  will  soon  be,  on  the  Table  of  the 
House ;  and  I  presume  that  the  more 
convenient  course  for  the  House  will  be 
to  discuss  each  of  these  questions  sepa- 
rately on  its  own  merits,  when  the  occa- 
sion arises.  The  question  of  the  India 
and  China  Mails,  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  just  referred,  stands  on  the 
Paper  for  to-night ;  and  it  will  be  taken 
to-night,  if  reached  at  a  convenient  hour, 
and  if  not  to-night,  at  all  events  on  an 
early  day.  As  to  the  American  Con- 
tract, I  believe  my  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jacksonj  has 
given  Notice  that  the  discussion  shall  be 
taken  on  an  early  day.  The  Australian 
Mail  Contract  is  not  yet  concluded ;  there- 
fore it  would  be  extremely  undesirable  if 
the  negotiations  now  proceeding  between 
the  Government  and  the  Companies  were 
to  be  jeopardized  by  a  premature  dis- 
cussion. It  would  be  difficult  for  me 
to  enter  into  the  merits  of  the  question 
at  this  time.  As  the  hon.  Gentleman 
takes  great  interest  in  the  question,  and 
as  the  Committee  will  be  glad  to  have  a 
general  view  of  the  matter,  I  may,  per- 
haps, just  say  this  much — that  I  hope 
and  believe  that  the  reduction  in  the 
cost  of  the  Mail  Service  of  this  country  to 
distant  places,  which  is  shown  in  the 
Estimates  of  this  House,  will  be  a  very 
much  larger  reduction  in  the  Estimates 
of  years  to  come.  The  reduction  which 
we  hope  to  secure  by  the  India  and 
China  Contract  amounts  altogether  to  no 
less  than  £107,000  a-year.  The  reduc- 
tion which  we  hope  to  secure  by  the 
American  Mail  Contract  amounts  to  no 
less  than  £20,000  a-year;  and  I  am  in- 
clined to  believe  that  a  similar  reduction 
may  be  effected  by  the  Australian  Mail 
Contract ;  but  as  to  that  I  am  not  in  a 
position  at  this  moment  to  give  a  definite 
opinion.  I  think  the  Committee  may 
naturally  wish  to  express  its  opinion 
upon  the  policy  of  these  contracts ;  but 
I  hardly  think  that  this  evening  any 
good  purpose  can  be  served  by  a  desul- 
tory debate,  as  a  sort  of  preliminary 
canter  before  the  question  comes  on  to 
be  seriously  discussed.  When  we  come 
to  discuss  these  matters,  I  trust  I  shall 
be  able  to  show  that  a  very  great  and 
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permanent  saving  has  been  made  in  this 
great  branch  of  expenditure ;  and  I  trust 
that,  instead  of  there  being  any  sacrifice 
of  efficiency,  the  Service  will  be  more 
efficient  in  the  future. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

<*  That  a  8 am,  not  exceeding  £1,500,248,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1888,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Working  Expenses  of  the  Post  Office 
Telegraph  Service." 

Dr.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) : 
JEteforeDce  was  made  earlier  in  the  even- 
ing to  the  unremunerative  nature  of  the 
Postal  Telegraph  Service.     Well,  as  I 
said,  I  do  not  imagine  the  Telegraph  Ser- 
vice is  so  unremunerative  as  is  generally 
believed.     In  the  first  place,  there  are 
large    sums   charged    against    revenue 
which  should  be  properly  placed  against 
capital.     In  former  days,  when  a  com- 
mercial balance  sheet  was  issued  by  the 
Post  Office  Authorities,  there  was  a  con- 
siderable surplus  shown.     Upon  the  in- 
troduction   of  the  6^.  telegram  it  was 
contemplated    that    the   diminution   in 
the  price  would  cause  a  falling- off  of 
revenue ;  but  I  am  extremely  glad  to 
learn,   by  the  statement    made  at    an 
earlier  portion   of  the  Session  by  the 
Postmaster  General,that  the  anticipations 
of  the  Postal   Authorities  with   regard 
to  the  falling  off  have  proved  to  be  ex- 
aggerated, and  that  the  result  of  the 
last  year  exceeded  the  Estimate  by  no 
less  than  £100,000,  and  that  notwith- 
standing the  fact  that  the  messages  were 
shorter  than  it  was  estimated  they  would 
be.     But  I  think  it  is  of  very  little  use 
to  indulge  in  pessimistic  cavilling  about 
account  keeping.  It  is  impossible  to  tell 
the  exact  cost  of  the  Telegraphic  Service, 
because   the   percentage   of  postal  ex- 
penses placed  against  that  Service  is, 
and  must  be,  a  purely  arbitrary  one.     I 
rose  particularly  to  point  out  an  item  in 
which  a  practical  economy  to  a  consider- 
able amount  may  be  effected.  This  Vote 
contains,  under  the  Sub-head  C,  an  item 
of  £68,300  for  the  maintenance  of  tele- 
graph wires  by  Railway  Companies,  an 
item  of  £8,700  for  works  carried  out  by 
Eailway  Companies  and  others,  charge- 
able to  maintenance,  &c.,  and  an  item  of 
£29,900  for  compensation   to  Bailway 
Companies  for  surrender  of  their  rever- 

Hr,  Baikes 


sionary  interest  in  telegraph  basinesii, 
including    way-leaves,  pole    rents,  &c. 
Now,  Sir,  reference  was  made   earlier 
this  evening  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Qoschen)  to  the  extra- 
vagant nature  of  the  bargain  made  when 
the  telegraphs  were  taken  over  by  the 
State.     That  extravagance  extended  to 
the  bargain  made  with  the  Bailway  Com- 
panies.    The  Kailway  Companies   were 
given,  by  way  of  a  solatium,  a  heavy 
price  for  way-leave.     It  figures  here  as 
£29,000.    I  believe  they  are  paid  way- 
leave  at  the  rate  of  something  like  £1 
per  mile.     They  are  entrusted  with  the 
duty  of  maintaining  the  wires  ;  but  the 
telegraph  officials  state  that  the  payment 
to  the  Railway  Companies  is  largely  in 
excess  of  the  rate  at  which  they  are  able 
to  maintain  the  telegraph  wires  that  are 
entrusted  to  them  for  maintenance.  Now, 
of  course,  a  bargain  is  a  bargain,  and  I 
do  not  propose  we  should  confiscate  the 
bargain  entered  into  with  the  Kailway 
Companies;  but  I  think  that   when  a 
Railway  Company  comes  to  this  House, 
demanding  further  concessions  and  fresh 
monopolies,  demanding  the  right  to  ex- 
tend its   line  and  so  forth,   we  might 
fairly  say  as  a  condition  of  g'ranting  it  a 
new   monopoly — **We  insist  upon  you 
revising  your  bargain  with  the  country 
with     regard    to    the     way-leaves  for 
telegraph   wires,    and    with   regard  to 
the  maintenance   of    these    wires."    I 
have  risen  for  the  purpose  of  sugg^t- 
ing   to  the  right   hon.    Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General    whether  it  would 
not  be  worth  his  while,  at  a  time  when 
he  is  contemplating  economies,    to  in- 
quire into  the  amount  of  waste  incurred 
through  these  extravagant  arrangements 
with  the  Railway  Companies ;  whether 
it  would  not  be  worth  his  while  to  look 
minutely  into  the  cost  of  maintaining 
telegraph  wires  through  the  agency  of 
the  Railway  Companies,  as  contrasted 
with    the    cost    of    maintaining    them 
through  the  agency  of  the  officials  of  his 
own  Department ;  whether  it  would  not 
be  well  for  him  to  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  getting  some  clause  drawn  up 
to  be  inserted  in  the  Bills  of  every  Rail- 
way   Company    which    comes    to    this 
House  for  increased  facilities,  revising* 
bargain  made  with  respect  to  telegraphs 
niany  years  ago  ?     I  think  that  would 
violate   no  principle   of    equity.      The 
bargain    was    made    when    the    Eail- 
way Companies  held  the  key  to   the 
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position,  and  it  may  be  altered  when 
this  House  holds  the  key  to  the  Com- 
panies. I  should  be  sorry  to  repudiate 
any  bargain  made  ;  but  I  think  we  may 
fairly  say,  when  these  Companies  are 
seeking  further  monopolies,  that  they 
ought,  as  a  condition  of  our  giving  them 
facilities  and  monopolies,  to  revise  their 
agreement  in  the  matter  of  these  Public 
Services 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr): 
The  very  items  my  hon.  Friend  (Dr. 
Cameron)  ha.s  just  called  attention  to 
are  items  I  intended  to  bring  to  the 
notice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General,  but  for  quite  an- 
other purpose.  For  years  past  the  ques- 
tion of  underground  wires  has  been  dis- 
cussed on  the  Estimates.  We  were  told 
that  great  progress  is  being  made ;  but 
it  seems  that  if  great  progress  is  being 
made  in  the  carrying  of  wires  under- 
ground the  actual  number  of  over-head 
wires  is  increasing.  If  a  calculation 
were  made  as  to  the  maintenance  of 
over-head  wires,  and  of  the  repairs 
necessary  owing  to  their  destruction  by 
storms,  and  so  forth,  it  would  be  found 
that  a  large  economy  would  be  effected 
if  the  wires  had  been  carried  under- 
ground. I  wish  to  know  if  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Department  to  put  all 
telegraph  wires  underground  ? 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  I  do  not  desire  to  enter  into 
the  question  of  the  telegraph  system  of 
this  country,  but  to  say  a  word  or  two 
with  regard  to  the  Submarine  Cable 
Service.  The  Committee  is  aware  that 
next  year  the  20  years'  monopoly  en- 
joyed by  the  Submarine  Cable  Com- 
panies for  messages  to  the  Continent 
will  expire,  and  I  think  hon.  Members 
will  agree  with  me  that  we  ought  to  put 
an  end  to  these  monopolies,  and  that  we 
ought  to  receive  an  undertaking  from 
the  Postmaster  General  that  the  cables 
to  the  Continent  should  be  worked  by 
the  Post  Office.  I  think  it  is  quite  pos- 
sible that,  worked  by  the  Post  Office,  it 
would  be  possible  to  send  telegrams  to 
Paris  and  Germany  for  \d.  a  word. 
Foreign  Governments  are  most  anxious 
that  this  should  be  carried  out,  and  I 
trust  we  shall  receive  an  assurance  from 
the  Postmaster  General  that  he  will  not 
renew  the  contract  that  is  about  to 
expire  to  the  Submarine  Cable  Com- 
panies. There  is  one  other  point  I  wish 
to  refer  to — namely,  the  extraordinary 


debt  on  the  telegraph  lines  in  this  coun- 
try. We  paid  an  enormous  sum  for  the 
telegraphs,  and  now  we  are  saddled 
with  between  £300,000  and  £400,000 
a-year  as  interest  upon  the  purchase.  I 
maintain  that  the  debt  ought  to  be 
transferred  to  the  National  Debt.  If 
that  were  done,  we  should  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  go  on  steadily  in  respect  to  the 
Telegraph  Service.  At  present  these 
are  the  only  matters  I  desire  to  call 
attention  to.  I  trust  hon.  Gentlemen 
will  support  me  in  asking  the  Postmaster 
General  for  an  undertaking  that  he  will 
not  renew  the  contract  with  the  Sub- 
marine Cable  Companies. 

Mb.  EAIKES  :  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron) 
has  referred  to  the  relations  existing 
between  the  Bailway  Companies  and 
the  Government  in  regard  to  the  tele- 
graphs. I  am  sure  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  perfectly  sincere  when  he  said 
that  a  bargain  should  be  a  bargain, 
and  that,  therefore,  it  is  practically 
not  within  the  bounds  of  equity  for  the 
House  of  Commons  to  seek  to  review 
arrangements  which  have  been  legally 
made  and  entered  into  with  the  Bailway 
Companies.  We  may  regard  the  ar- 
rangements as  not  being  as  advantage- 
ous to  the  State  as  we  could  wish,  and 
we  may  think  that  there  was  in  making 
them  something  of  the  same  lavish- 
ness  which  characterized  the  purchase 
of  the  telegraphs  themselves.  The 
Government  could  not,  without  a  breach 
of  equity,  attempt  to  interfere  with  the 
arrangements  existing  between  them 
and  the  Bailway  Companies  in  regard 
to  the  maintenance  and  support  of  the 
telegraph  wires.  If  it  were  open  to  the 
Post  Office  at  this  moment  to  arrange 
the  matter  de  novo,  I  should  hope  to 
make  a  much  better  bargain ;  but,  as 
the  matter  stands,  there  is  little  use  in 
indulging  in  vain  regrets.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  from  below  the 
Gangway  (Mr.  MoUoy)  went  on  to 
refer  to  underground  wires.  I  ought  to 
have  prepared  myself  with  the  actual 
figures  and  details  as  to  the  present  state 
of  our  imderground  telegraph  communi- 
cation. I  have  not  done  so,  however ; 
but  at  a  future  day  I  shall  be  glad  to 
arm  myself  with  all  necessary  informa- 
tion; and  when  opportunity  arises  I 
shall  be  glad  to  give  it  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. We  are  materially  developing  the 
underground  system ;  and  I  would  take 
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this  opportunity  of  correcting  a  popular 
misapprehension  as  to  the  overhead  tele- 
graph wires.    There  is  a  general  impres- 
sion amongst  the  public  that  the  wires 
which  are  seen  overhead  in  London  be- 
long to  the  Post  Office,  and  are  under  Go- 
vernment control.      That,  however,  is 
not  the  case.   The  numerous  wires  which 
are  seen  overhead  in  the  Metropolis  are 
mostly  the  property  of  the  Telephone 
Companies,  and   do  not  belong  to  the 
Government,  and  are  not  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Postmaster  General.     As  to 
the   development  of   the   underground 
system  throughout  the  country,  I   am 
afraid  this  House  would  not  be    pre- 
pared to  sanction  the  expenditure  which 
would  be  necessary  to  take  all  the  wires 
underground.      An    outlay    of    about 
£1,500,000    would    be     necessary   for 
establishing  the  system  throughout  the 
country,  and  considering  the  difficulties 
we  should  have  to  encounter  not  only  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  but  from  the 
Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer,  I  should 
hardly  like  to  present  so  large  an  Esti- 
mate for  the  general  substitution  of  the 
underground  for  the  overhead  system. 
The  Committee  must  not  lose  sight  of 
the  fact  that  the  overhead  system,  after 
all,  possesses  some  advantages.     Over- 
head  wires  are  much   more  easily  re- 
paired, and  you  must  always  bear  in 
mind  that  it  is  possible,  if   you  have 
an     underground      system,     that     the 
ground  under  which  the  lines  run  may 
become  built  upon,  and  that  you  may 
experience  a  difficulty  in  getting  at  the 
wires  when  you  want  to.      You  never 
can  exclude  the  possibility  of  requiring 
to  carry  on  the  repairs  on  an  extensive 
scale.      However,  the  whole  matter  is 
being  carefully  looked  into,  and  I  may 
at  once  inform  the  Committee  that  the 
Department   are    certainly   of   opinion 
that,  as  regards  the  Metropolis  and  the 
larger  towns,  it  is  most  desirable  to  sub- 
stitute the  underground   for  the  over- 
head system.      I  think  hon.  Members 
and  the  public  generally  will  have  no- 
ticed the  wonderful  celerity  with  which, 
in  the  unexampled  severe  weather  we 
had  last  winter,  the  overhead  telegraph 
wires  which  were  broken  down  were  re- 
paired by  the  Telegraph  Department ; 
and  I  cannot  refer  to  this  matter  with- 
out referring  in  the  highest  terms  to  the 
assistance  received  from  the  Royal  En- 
gineers, who  so  ably  seconded  the  efforts 
of  the  Department  in.  restoring  order 

Mr.  Haikes 


out  of  the  chaos  which  oocurrad  on  tlitt 
occasion.  In  regard  to  submarine 
cables,  the  subject  has  been  spoken  of 
as  if  there  was  a  concession  by  the  Bri- 
tish Government  to  the  Submarine 
Companies.  There  is,  however,  no 
such  concession.  The  only  concession 
which  the  Companies  have  is  horn 
the  French  Government.  There  will 
be  negotiations  between  the  two  Go- 
vernments —  in  fact,  negotiations  have 
already  begun  as  to  the  policy  which 
should  be  adopted  when  the  concession 
from  the  French  Government  comes  to  a 
natural  end ;  but  I  trust  the  Committee 
will  not  press  for  any  more  positive 
statement  as  to  what  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  be.  It  will 
be  evident  to  the  Committee  that  in 
dealings  of  this  kind  with  the  French 
Government  Her  Majesty's  Adyisers 
should  have  a  free  hand,  and  that 
we  should  not  be  hampered  by  declara- 
tions made  here  which  would  be  laid 
hold  of  out-of-doors.  The  country,  I 
think,  fully  recognizes  the  paramount 
importance  of  the  Government  retaining 
control  and  command  over  the  tele- 
graphic means  of  communication  be- 
tween this  country  and  the  Continent, 
and  I  think  the  Committee  will  remain 
satisfied  that  nothing  will  be  wanting 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Gk>Tem- 
ment  in  their  negotiations  with  the 
French  Government  to  give  effect  to 
that  which  we  believe  to  be  the  feelings 
of  the  public. 

Br,  CAMERON:  I  feel  somewhat 
disappointed  at  the  reply  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  the  remarks  wlueh 
fell  from  me.  He  said  it  is  no  use  dy- 
ing over  spilt  milk,  and  I  quite  agree 
with  that.  He  says  it  is  not  proposed  to 
extract  from  the  old  Telegraph  Compa- 
nies any  portion  of  the  extravagant  sam 
that  was  paid  for  plant.  I  did  not  sugg^ 
anything  of  the  kind.  I  say  that  when  a 
Railway  Company  comes  to  us  and  asks 
for  fresh  advantages,  for  leave  to  extend 
its  lines,  that  we  have  a  fair  right  to 
say — *'  You  must,  as  a  preliminary  to 
our  agreeing  to  consider  the  possibility 
of  granting  you  any  fresh  monopoly,  re- 
consider the  terms  of  your  bargain  with 
us.''  It  is  a  monstrous  thing  that  we 
should  consider  ourselves  compelled  to 
pay  upwards  of  £100,000  a-year  for 
way-leaves  and  services  that  belong  to 
the  nation  as  a  matter  of  right,  and 
which  we  should  be    justified  in    en- 
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forcing  as  a  condition  of  granting  new 
privileges.     When  the  minimum  charge 
for  a    telegram  was  !«.,   of  every   1». 
handed  in  to  the   Kailway  Telegraph 
Offices   3^^.  went  to  the  Railway  Com- 
pany and  only  9</.  to  the  Government. 
The    object  with    which    the    railway 
telegraph  lines  were  left  to  the  Rail- 
way Companies   was  to    enable    them 
to  regulate  their  traffic,  and  so  long  as 
those  private  telegrams  were  confined  to 
the  regulation  of  the  traffic  no  one  could 
object  to  that  arrangement;    but  that 
privilege  has  been  taken  advantage  of 
for  all  kinds  of  absurd  purposes.     For 
instance,   an   official    witness   told  the 
Postal  Telegraph  Committee  of  a  certain 
Railway  Director  who  wished  to  obtain 
a  box  of  pills  from  London,  and  who 
availed  himself  of  his  privilege  to  use 
the  telegraph,  free  of  charge,  in  order  to 
effect  his  desire.     In  this  way  the  rail- 
way privilege  is  made  use  of,  not  for  the 
purpose  of  facilitating  traffic,  but  to  a 
large  extent  for  the  purpose  of  ordering 
luncheons  and  Ordering  beds  at  railway 
hotels,  and  so  forth.     And  this  right  on 
the  part  of  Railway  Companies  of  frank- 
ing   telegrams  is  not  confined   to  the 
telegraphic  system  along  the  railways, 
but    extends    all    over    the    telegraph 
system.     I  think  the  present  arrange- 
ment might  be  revised  without  injustice ; 
and  I  think  it  would  be  very  important 
that  it  should  be  revised — seeing  that 
a  saving  of  many   thousands    per  an- 
num   might     be     effected    when     the 
railways  come  to  ask  for  fresh  privi- 
leges.     All  I  ask  the  right  hon.  G-en- 
tleman  to  do  is  to  inquire  into  and  in- 
vestigate the  relative  cost  of  the  Serrices, 
with  the  view  of  doing  away  with  those 
privileges  enjoyed  by  the  Railway  Com- 
panies when  they  come  here  to  ask  for 
fresh  monopolies  as  the  price  of  grant- 
ing them  these  fresh  monopolies.     [Mr. 
Raikes   dissented.]      The    right    non. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General  does 
not  seem  to  care  about  this  idea ;  but  I 
assure  him  it  is  one  of  the  most  practical 
pieces  of  economy  that  could  be  effected 
in  connection  with  our  telegraphic  com- 
munication. An  obvious  economy  might 
be  brought  about  which  would  result  in 
considerable  saving.     As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  appear  to  appreciate 
the  suggestion,  in  order  to  call  his  atten- 
tion to   the  point  more  closely  I  will 
move  the  reduction    of   the    Vote  by 
£25,000. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
''  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,475,248, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Dr. 
Cameron^) 

Mr.  MOLLOY  :  Must  we  wait,  Sir, 
for  this  Division  before  going  on  with 
the  general  discussion  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  more  con- 
venient  course,  no  doubt,  would  be  to 
take  this  Division  before  proceeding 
with  the  general  discussion. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  60; 
Noes  132:  Majority  72.— (Div.  List, 
No.  186.)  flO.45.  P.M.] 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  Before  this  Vote  is  taken,  I 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
Postmaster  General  to  the  results  of 
the  adoption  of  the  6</.  telegram.  I 
understemd  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
a  short  time  ago  stated  that  the  result 
of  the  account  of  last  year  was  that 
there  was  a  deficit  of  £500,000.  I  pre- 
sume that  is  based  upon  the  estimate 
of  £350,000  interest  on  the  capital  ex- 
pended in  the  purchase  of  the  telegraphs 
from  the  Telegraph  Companies — on  the 
£11,000,000  or  £12,000,000  that  was 
g^ven  for  telegraphs.  I  think  it  includes 
also  the  £100,000  or  £150,000  for  new 
plant  purchased  within  the  year,  and  for 
new  sites,  &c.  and  a  large  new  expendi- 
ture for  new  post  offices  and  telegraph 
offices  in  the  City.  I  should  like  to 
hear  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  to  say  about  this.  Then  I  should 
like  to  know  if  the  income  derived  from 
telegrams  since  the  introduction  of  the 
6i.  telegpram  has  not  been  in  excess  of 
what  it  was  anticipated  it  would  be ; 
and  whether  there  has  not  been  a 
greater  increase  in  the  net  receipts 
owing  to  the  adoption  of  the  Qd,  telegram 
than  would  otherwise  have  been  the 
case  ?  If  I  am  rightly  informed,  there 
was  last  year  an  increased  receipt  from 
the  Telegraph  Service  owing  to  the 
6</.  telegram  of  no  less  than  £100,000. 
I  wish  to  know  whether  that  is  the  fact, 
and  also  whether  a  similar  increase  is 
not  expected  for  the  current  year  ?  So 
far  as  I  am  able  to  judg^,  from  figures 
before  the  House,  the  finance  of  the  Qd, 
telegram  has  turned  out  much  better 
than  was  expected ;  and  though  it  may 
be  a  long  time  before  the  Telegraph 
Service  pays  profit,  or  pays  the  interest 
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on  the  capital  funds,  yet  the  account  is 
much  better  than  we  had  reason  to 
expect,  and  paves  the  way  for  hopeful- 
ness for  the  future.  There  is  reason  to 
believe  that  before  long  we  may  see  such 
an  increase  and  profit  as  will  enable  a 
small  amount  to  be  set  aside  in  the  shape 
of  interest  on  capital.  The  Telegraph  Ser- 
vice, some  three  or  four  years  before  the 
introduction  of  the  ^d,  telegram,  showed 
a  very  bad  state  of  account.  The  re- 
ceipts were  almost  stationary,  and  the 
expenses  were  increasing  year  by  year, 
owing  mainly  to  the  large  increase  in 
salaries  which  took  place  in  the  Service 
four  or  five  years  ago.  In  fact,  long 
before  the  introduction  of  the  ^d,  tele- 
gram the  account  was  becoming  a  very 
bad  one,  and  I  think  that  the  change 
from  the  old  system  to  the  new  has  given 
a  spring  to  the  telegraphic  receipts 
which  is  very  promising.  The  receipts 
are  so  largely  increasing  that  there  is 
reason  to  hope  that  they  will  soon  show 
a  net  profit. 

Mr.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.) :  There 
is  a  question  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General,  which  I  think  is  very  pertinent 
to  the  points  in  discussion,  and  which 
is  within  his  province  to  consider.  I 
would  recommend  for  his  consideration 
the  desirability  of  adopting  the  American 
system  of  night  telegraphic  messages. 
Under  this  system  telegrams  could  be 
sent  at  12  o'clock  at  night  or  2  o'clock 
in  the  morning,  and  if  the  sender  does 
not  wish  the  persons  to  whom  the  tele- 
grams are  sent  to  be  disturbed  at  that 
hour  the  messages  can  be  held  over 
until  the  morning.  In  the  United 
States  they  charge  less  for  these  night 
messages  than  for  the  day  messages. 
You  can  go  into  the  telegraph  office  at 
3  or  4  o'clock  in  the  afternoon,  and 
call  for  a  printed  form,  which  is  printed 
in  a  different  coloured  ink — it  is  just 
the  same  as  the  form  for  day  messages, 
only  it  is  printed  in  red  ink — and  you 
say  you  want  to  send  a  night  message. 
Perhaps  it  is  too  late  to  send  to  the 
town  you  want  to  send  to,  but  you  can 
send  your  message,  no  matter  what 
hour,  at  a  less  figure  than  the  price  of 
an  ordinary  day  telegram,  and  that  is  a 
matter  of  great  convenience  to  a  num- 
ber of  people  who  miss  the  post,  for 
example,  but  who  want  their  commu- 
nications to  get  to  the  person  addressed 
the  very  first  thing  on  the  next  morning. 

Mr,  Shaw  Lefwre 


When  I  was  in  Dublin  I  want^  to  send 
a  telegram  here  at  night,  to  be  delivered 
very  early  in  the  morning,  but  certainly 
not  at  that  time  of  night.  But  they 
would  not  take  that  messag^e  at  Dublin 
unless  it  was  to  be  delivered  right  away. 
So  I  had  to  arrange  for  a  servant  to  be 
up  very  early  in  the  mornini^^ — to  be  up 
before  I  was  up  myself — and  that  was 
very  inconvenient.  The  clerks  of  the 
Department  in  America  keep  these  night 
messages  until  night,  and  thej  send 
them  off  when  the  line  is  clear,  and 
then  they  are  delivered  at  the  house 
they  are  addressed  to  first  thing  next 
morning.  That  is  a  very  great  conve- 
nience to  many  gentlemen,  a  great  many 
of  whom  would  not  otherwise  use  the 
telegraph  at  all,  but  they  do  use  it  in 
this  way,  and  I  believe  from  what  I 
have  heard  that  this  system  has  the 
effect  of  increasing  the  profits  of  the 
Department,  and  is  very  useful  indeed. 
Sir  WILLIAM  HAROOIJRT(Derby): 
Mr.  Courtney,  I  want  to  ask  the  Post- 
master General  one  question  with  refer- 
ence to  the  remarks  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  behind  me  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre), 
who  took,  I  think,  a  very  rosy  coloured 
view  of  the  Post  Office  Telegraph 
Be  venue,  which  I  should  be  very  glad 
to  hear  justified  by  the  Postmaster 
General.  About  a  week  or  two  ago  I 
asked  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
for  some  figures,  which,  when  supplied, 
certainly  did  not  altogether  bear  oat 
that  view.  I  have  for  some  time  looked 
with  considerable  alarm  at  the  loss  to 
the  Kevenue  in  recent  years  from  the 
Postal  and  Telegraph  Services.  If  yoa 
look  at  Ths  Statistical  Abstractj  you  will 
see  that  the  net  profits  of  these  two 
Departments  have  year  by  year  been 
growing  less  and  less,  both  upon  the 
Postal  Service  and  upon  the  Tedegrapb 
Service.  In  the  year  L  880-1  the  Tele- 
graph Service  as  near  as  possible  paid 
the  interest  on  the  money  that  had  been 
expended  in  its  purchase  within  about 
£1,000,  so  that  in  that  year  the  Tele- 
graph Department  may  be  said  to  have 
just  paid  its  way — the  interest  on 
the  purchase  money  and  the  work- 
ing expenses.  But  for  several  years 
it  has  not  paid  its  working  expenses, 
and  has  paid  no  interest  whatever  on 
the  £10,000,000  or  £11,000,000  ex- 
pended in  the  purchase  originally.  That, 
no  doubt,  is  a  very  disastrous  busineas 
concern,  that  you  should  lose  altogether 
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the  £10,000,000  that  you    paid,  and, 
after  that,  that  you  should  find  it  does 
not  pay  its  working  expenses.     I  think, 
if  I  remember  rightly,  for  I  have  not 
got  the  figures  here,  that  the  loss  upon 
the  Telegraph  Service  is  something  be- 
tween £100,000  and  £200,000   a-year 
upon  the  actual  working  expenses.  Now, 
in  the  year  1881    the  receipts  of  the 
Telegraph    Service    were    £1,600,000, 
and     in     the    year     1886    they    were 
£1,740,000,   showing  an  increase  in  the 
receipts  of  £140,000.     But  if  you  come 
to  look  at  the  expenditure,  you  will  find 
that   the  increase   of  expenditure  was 
from  £1,226,000  in  1881  to  £1,741,000 
in  the  year  1886 — that  is  to  say,  you 
had  added  more  than  £500,000  a-year 
to  your  annual  expenditure,  and  had  in- 
creased   your  receipts  only   £140,000. 
Now,  the  real  fact  is,  according  to  the 
figures  which  were  given  to  me  by  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  we 
are  losing  £500,000  a-year  by  the  tele- 
graph business.     I  do  not  deny  for  a 
moment  that  large  additional  aocommo- 
dation  is  given  to  the  public;  but  we 
should  perfectly  understand  what  is  the 
cost  at  which  it  has  been  g^ven.    We 
should  keep  that  well  in  our  view.     It 
is   all  very  well  to  say  that  the  Post 
Office  and  Telegraph  Department  ought 
not  to  make    any   profit  at    all;    but 
you  cannot  have    your  cake  and    eat 
your  cake.       If  you  choose  to  give  up 
that  profit  you  must  find  a  sum  which  was 
£3,230,000  in  1881— amounting  to  l^t^. 
upon  the  Income  Tax— and  which  has 
been  steadily  growing  every  year  since 
— you  must  make  up  that  deficiency  out 
of  other  taxation.     Well,  now,  one  rea- 
son that  has  been  given  is  true  no  doubt. 
The  Telegraph   Service   and  the   Post 
Office  Service  differ  from  ordinary  busi- 
nesses in  the  fact  that  they  have  no 
working  capital.       They  have  to  find 
whatever  is  wanted  for  extra  service  out 
of  the  Eevenue  of  the  year.    Then,  we 
are  told  that  this  money  has  gone   in 
additional  plant.   I  can  understand  that 
for  a  year  or  two ;  but  I  want  to  know 
from  the  Postmaster  General  when  we 
shall  get  to  the  end  of  this  story  of  ad- 
ditional   plant  ?    I    know    that   in — I 
forget  what  year,  but  I  think  it  was 
1883 — the   operations  were   begun  for 
the  6(/.  Telegraph  Service,  and  then  we 
were  told  that  they  caused  an  additional 
expenditure ;  but  I  did  hope  and  believe 
that  it  would  come  to  an  end — that  the 


plant  would  be  made  perfect,  and  that 
we  should  then  have  an  account  to  the 
good  instead  of  to  the  bad,  as  we  haye 
now  in  the  Telegraph  Service,  and  that 
that  Service  would  at  last  pay  its  way. 
I  should  be  glad  to  have  some  informa- 
tion upon  this  point.  I  should  like  to 
know  what  is  the  prospect  of  the  Tele- 
graph Service  paying  its  way,  and  what 
hope  there  is  of  our  returning  to  the 
condition  in  which  we  were  six  years 
ago,  when  it  not  only  paid  its  way  in 
the  matter  of  workiiig  expenses,  but 
paid  the  interest  on  capital  as  well.  The 
same  thing,  though  not  to  the  same  ex- 
tent, is  true  of  the  Post  Office.  I  think 
the 

MR.HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) :  I  rise  to  Order,  Sir.  We  have 
already  discussed  the  Post  Office  Vote, 
and  I  was  ruled  out  of  Order  for  re- 
ferring to  a  matter  already  settled.  I  put 
it  to  you,  Mr.  Courtney,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  Order  in  deal- 
ing with  the  Post  Office  on  this  Vote  ? 

The  CHAIBMAN  :  The  question  of 
the  Post  Office  has  certainly  been  settled 
on  the  Post  Office  Vote. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  I  was 
out  of  Order,  no  doubt,  in  referring  to 
the  Post  Office.  But  I  will  only  say  that 
it  is  very  desirable  that  we  should  keep 
our  eyes  open  to  this  matter,  because  it 
is  of  great  importance  that  we  should 
not  part  with  any  legitimate  source  of 
reyenue  that  can  be  brought  into  the 
Service.  I  only  make  these  remarks  in 
defence  of  the  Treasury.  I  think  it  is 
of  great  importance  to  defend  them  from 
the  assaults  to  which  they  are  exposed 
from  all  sides  in  this  House,  especially 
by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Henniker 
Heaton)  who  has  just  had  me  called  to 
Order.  He  is  a  formidable  danger  to 
the  public  Revenue  ;  but  I  can  assure  the 
occupants  of  the  Treasury  Bench  that 
they  will  always  find  me  ready  to  sup- 
port them  in  resisting  the  demands  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  the  habit  of 
making  upon  them.  There  is  nothing 
easier  than  to  part  with  revenue  on  any 
occasion;  it  is  always  very  popular. 
You  were  told  in  the  case  of  the  tele- 
graphs, I  remember,  that  the  6i.  tele- 
grams would  pay.  Well,  they  do  not 
pay.  If  people  would  say — **We  know 
the  particular  thing  we  ask  for  will  not 
pay ;  but  we  ask  you  to  embark  on  it, 
knowing  that  it  will  be  a  losing  oon- 
oem,"  &en  it  would  be  put  on  its  true 
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footing.  These  demands  are  always  | 
being  made,  and  I  do  hope  the  House 
of  Common 8  will  not  press  them,  and  so 
throw  away  more  of  the  Post  Office  and 
Telegraph  Bevenue,  but  will  endeavotir 
to  protect  the  Treasury  against  these 
assaults  which  are  so  constantly  made 
upon  them. 

Mb.  BAIEES:  I  am  sure,  Mr. 
Courtney,  that  anyone  occupying  my 
position  must  be  very  grateful  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  for  the  observations  he  has 
just  made,  which  constitute  a  very  effi- 
cient support  to  the  Government  under 
the  circumstances  in  which  we  are  placed. 
But  the  figures  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  quoted  do  not  exactly 
coincide  with  those  which  I  have 
here,  though  practically  they  are 
pretty  much  the  same  —  the  differ- 
ence probably  arising  from  the  fact 
that  my  figures  here  are  taken  from 
the  Appropriation  Account,  and  his  from 
the  Estimates  for  the  year.  If  I  ven- 
ture to  repeat  the  figures  of  the  last 
seven  years  in  reference  to  the  tele- 
graphs you  will  see  what  the  facts  are. 
In  the  year  1880-1  the  revenue  from  the 
telegraphs  amounted  to  £1,600,000,  and 
the  expenditure  was  £1,286,000;  the 
surplus  was  £313,000,  which  very  nearly 
met  the  interest  on  capital,  amounting 
to  a  sum  of  £326,000.  We  were  only 
£13,000  to  the  bad  on  the  tele^aph 
system  in  that  year.  In  the  following 
year,  the  interest  on  the  capital  remain- 
ing, of  course,  the  same,  I  find  that 
the  revenue  increased  to  £1,630,000, 
and  the  expenditure  increased  to 
£1,424,000.  That  was,  I  think,  the 
first  year  in  which  the  additional  ex- 
penditure which  Mr.  Fawcett  proposed 
began  to  operate.  In  the  following  year 
the  revenue  was  £1,710,000,  against 
an  expenditure  of  £1,567,000.  Thus 
it  will  be  seen  that  the  revenue  con- 
tinued to  increase,  but  the  expenditure 
increased  much  more  rapidly.  In  1883-4 
the  revenue  was  £1,745,000,  but  the 
expenditure  reached  the  amount  of 
£1,795,000.  That,  therefore,  is  the 
first  year  in  which  there  was  a  deficit 
independently  of  the  constant  deficit 
caused  by  the  interest  on  capital.  In 
1884-5  the  revenue  again  slightly  in- 
creased to  £1,760,000,  and  the  expendi- 
ture was  £1,805,000.  In  1885-6  the 
revenue  was  £1,740, 000  ^£20, 000  less 
than    in    the    preceding    year — wlule 
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the  Expenditure  had  mounted  up  to 
£1,818,000.  That  faUing-off  in  the 
revenue  was  owing,  no  doubt,  to  the 
fact  that  it  was  the  first  year  in  which 
there  were  two  months  of  the  new  tariff 
for  the  6(i.  telegrams.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will,  no  doubt,  remember 
that  it  was  estimated  by  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  at  the  time  that  there 
would  be  again  a  loss  on  the  following 
year  on  the  telegraphs,  owing  to  the 
progress  of  the  &d.  rate;  but  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  those  melancholy  an- 
ticipations were  not  borne  out  by  the 
facts,  and  that  a  considerable  increase 
took  place  in  the  revenue,  which  rose 
from  £1,740,000  to  £1,830,000,  an  in- 
crease of  £90,000.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  the  expenditure  rose  from 
£1,818,000  to  £2,053,000.  These  figures, 
I  should  say,  are  estimated  figures ;  but 
I  believe  they  very  closely  represent  the 
facts.  Therefore,  in  the  last  financial 
year  our  position  is,  that  we  had  a  per- 
manent charge  against  the  revenue,  in 
the  shape  of  £326,000  interest  on 
capital,  phu  an  actual  deficit  on  the 
working  of  £223,000 ;  so  that,  on  the 
whole,  the  figures  came  out  last 
year,  giving  a  deficit  of  something 
like  £550,000,  which,  if  you  com- 
pare it  with  the  deficit  of  1880-1,  which 
was  only  £13,000,  shows,  unfortunately, 
a  decline  altogether  in  the  telegraph 
account  of  something  like  £530,000. 
Well,  these  are  the  figures*  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  have. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE :  May  I  ask 
how  much  of  the  Expenditure  in  this 
last  year  was  of  an  exceptional  charac- 
ter— for  plant,  &c.  ? 

Mb.  BAIKES  :  I  am  just  coming  to 
that.  I  was  going  to  analyze  it  shortly. 
The  expenditure  first  began  to  increase 
very  much  in  the  year  1882-3,  which 
represents  the  time  when  Mr.  Eawoett's 
scheme  assumed  its  full  development. 
In  that  year  there  was  an  increase  of 
Expenditure  of  about  £140,000.  That 
represents,  I  believe,  the  additional 
salaries  and  wages  which  Mr.  Fawcett 
succeeded  in  obtaining  for  the  employh 
from  the  Treasury  of  that  day.  But  it 
should  be  borne  in  mind  that  not  only 
were  these  salaries  a  very  considerable 
charge,  but  they  continued  to  rise  by 
annual  increment,  and  we  have  not  seen 
the  last  of  this  increase  yet.  Some  por- 
tion of  the  additional  expenditure  for 
each  year  is  due  to  this  natural  auto- 
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matic  process  by  which  these  salaries 
are  increased.  That  would  account, 
therefore,  for  a  moderate  increase  in  the 
expendifcure  of  the  following  year ;  but 
it  does  not,  of  course,  at  all  represent 
the  very  rapid  leaps  and  bounds  by 
which  the  expenditure  has  gone  up. 
There  is  an  increase  between  the  years 
1882-3  and  1883-4  of  about  £230,000, 
and  again  there  is  a  very  slight  increase 
in  the  following  year.  Well,  a  good 
deal  of  that,  no  doubt,  is  attributable  to 
additional  plant,  and  if  you  use  the  word 
''plant"  in  its  largest  sense  a  very 
large  portion  indeed  of  the  expenditure 
of  last  year  is  owing  to  that.  The  total 
sum  again,  it  is  estimated,  represents 
the  expenditure  on  the  telegraphs  in 
the  course  of  last  year  is  £2,053,000, 
while  about  £230,000  or  £240,000  re- 
presents  the  expenditure  in  additional 
plant  under  the  Sites  Act.  There  is,  no 
doubt,  the  expenditure  for  sites,  and  it 
is  very  hard  to  fix  anything  like  a  nor- 
mal figure  for  that ;  but  if  you  assume, 
as  you  perhaps  may,  that  the  extra 
expenditure  of  the  Telegraph  Branch  for 
Bites  represented  between  £100,000  and 
£150,000  last  year,  then  that  amount 
may  be  regarded  as  an  exceptional  ex- 
penditure. The  right  hon.  Q-entleman 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  asked  me  to 
point  out  some  future  time  at  which 
there  will  not  be  that  increase  of  ex- 
penditure on  plant.  I  wish  that  I  could 
prophesy  ;  but  I  have  not  been  able  to 
do  so,  and  all  that  I  will  venture  to  pro- 
phesy is  that  so  long  as  the  telegraph 
business  of  the  country  continues  to  in- 
crease as  largely  as  it  has  done,  so  far 
from  anticipating  a  cessation  of  demands 
for  additional  sites  and  buildings,  I  ap- 
prehend that  you  are  likely  to  see  it 
constantly  increase.  I  think  I  can  give 
some  figures  now  with  regard  to  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  wished 
to  have  some  information  upon.  He 
wished  to  have  the  figures  with  regard 
to  the  telegraphs  account  during  the 
time  since  the  new  rate  came  into 
operation.  I  should  say  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  anxious,  some  time 
ago,  that  I  should  give  him  a  distinct 
account  of  the  telegraph  business 
in  one  week  before  the  6i.  telegrams 
came  into  operation,  as  compared  with 
one  week  since  they  were  started;  but 
it  has  been  found  a  matter  of  such 


immense  labour  to  work  out  these  de- 
tails that  some  time  must  elapse  before 
I  can  give  the  precise  figures.  But  I 
may  say  that  the  telegrams  sent  per 
week  for  some  time  past  have  exceeded 
1,000,000,  and  that  number  of  1,000,000 
you  may  safely  compare,  roughly  speak- 
ing, with  between  700,000  and  800,000 
Eer  week  for  the  preceding  year,  that 
eing  a  year  in  which  the  6^.  telegrams 
had  already  come  into  operation.  Now, 
I  will  give  these  other  figures.  The  6d. 
telegram  system  came  into  operation  on 
the  1st  of  October,  1885,  and  'during 
the  first  year  the  total  number  of  inland 
telegrams  sent  at  the  new  rate  was 
37, 692,000,  as  compared  with  24,615,000, 
the  number  sent  in  a  corresponding 
period  under  the  old  tariff.  That  is  to 
say,  there  was  an  increase  of  52  per  cent. 
The  receipts  were  £1,275,000,  as  com- 
pared with  £1,313,000,  which  shows  a 
decrease  of  £37,000  in  the  Bevenue.  But 
the  sum  of  £2 1 ,  500  was  made  by  the  regis- 
tration of  abbreviated  addresses ;  and, 
therefore,  the  total  falling-off  in  conse- 
quence of  the  operation  of  the  6(/.  telegrams 
was  £16,000.  For  the  10  months  of  the 
financial  year  to  the  end  of  last  year 
the  number  of  telegrams  was  33,906,000, 
as  compared  with  24,645,000  in  the 
corresponding  10  months  of  the  pre- 
ceding year,  showing  an  increase  of  40 
per  cent  in  a  similar  period.  The  re- 
ceipts for  telegrams  and  for  the 
registration  of  abbreviated  addresses 
was  £1,172,000,  as  compared  with 
£1,117,000,  showing  an  increase  of 
£55,000.  Then  I  can  give  a  comparison 
of  four  months  of  the  6d.  telegrams.  Up 
to  September  last  6d.  telegrams  were 
compared  with  1«.  telegrams ;  but  in  the 
four  months  from  September  onwards 
the  comparison  has  been  between  the 
number  and  revenue  of  messages  under 
the  new  rate.  For  the  four  months  an 
increase  has  been  obtained  of  1,553,000 
in  the  number  of  telegrams,  and  of 
£51,000  in  the  amount  of  revenue. 
These  figures  will  show  that  the  6d,  tele- 
gpram  system  at  this  moment  may  be  said 
to  be  still  almost  in  its  infancy.  The 
progress  has  been  so  rapid  that  it  is 
almost  impossible  to  forecast  what 
dimensions  it  will  attain.  Anyhow, 
there  will  continue  to  be  a  constant 
growth  of  the  number  of  telegrams  sent, 
and  a  corresponding  growth  of  revenue ; 
but  at  the  same  ^ne,  pir  wwtra^  there 
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will  be  a  continual  growth  in  the  estahlish- 
ments  required,  and  a  continually  in- 
creased expenditure  in  plant,  &c.  It  is 
impossible,  I  think,  therefore,  to  say,  as 
a  matter  of  fact,  whether  the  reduction 
of  the  price  of  telegrams  to  6d.  has 
really  paid  its  way  or  not.     It  is  quite 

Slain  that  in  the  first  year  of  its  intro- 
uction  it  produced  a  loss  of  revenue  as 
well  as  an  increase  of  expenditure.  In 
the  course  of  last  year  it  produced  a 
considerable  increase  of  revenue  and  a 
considerable  increase  of  expenditure; 
but  wh  hope  that  in  the  course  of 
the  coming  year  the  revenue  will  still 
continue  to  increase,  while  the  expen- 
diture will  certainly  be  in  some  degree 
diminished.  That  being  so,  I  confess 
that  I  look  with  some  hope  to  the  future 
of  the  6d,  system ;  but  it  will,  no  doubt, 
have  an  influence  in  demanding  fresh 
plant,  which  will  greatly  disturb  any 
calculations  that  may  be  made.  I  may 
be  permitted  to  say  one  word  with  re- 
gard to  the  extreme  embarrassment  cast 
on  the  Post  Office  by  the  necessity  of 
making  these  charges  for  additional 
buildings  out  of  the  income  for  the 
coming  year.  I  do  not  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  turned  his  attention  to  this 
subject  when  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, or  whether  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Goschen),  who  now  Alls  that  Office, 
is  disposed  to  take  it  up;  but  it  is  a 
source  of  serious  embarrassment  to  the 
Department,  and  to  those  who  ad- 
minister the  afifairs  of  the  country,  that 
all  our  calculations  should  be  made  un- 
sound, and  all  our  averages  of  little 
value,  by  the  fact  that  £200,000  or 
£300,000,  or  even  £400,000,  may  be 
required  for  buildings  in  any  par- 
ticular year.  We  have  just  passed 
through  a  period  of  that  sort,  but 
I  find  the  demand  for  buildings  still 
continues,  and  that  the  sites  we  have 
already  are  hardly  adequate  for  our 
requirements,  and  no  long  time  will 
elapse  before  I  shall  have  again  to  apply 
to  the  Treasury  for  some  assistance  for 
further  space  for  our  requirements.  I 
may  now  give  some  attention  to  the  re- 
marks which  have  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  T.  P. 
Gill).  Inquiry  has  been  made  into  that 
system  to  which  he  has  referred  as 
practised  in  America,  and  which  he  calls 
night  telegrams ;  but  it  would  require  a 
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very  great  deal  of  consideration  before 
it  oould  be  properly  launched  here.  We 
have  if)  consider  whether  we  should  not 
interfere  with  our  existing  revenue  if  we 
introduced  a  cheaper  form  of  telegram 
which  would  compete  with  the  present 
already  cheap  form.  That  must  be  con- 
sidered, and  it  would  probably  be  unfair 
before  the  ^d,  telegram  has  g^wn  up  to 
start  a  rival  to  it.  But  I  cannot  help 
hoping  that  no  long  time  will  elapee 
before  that  experiment  may  be  made, 
and  I  shall  be  glad  to  receive  any  in- 
formation which  the  hon.  Member  may 
have  upon  that  point,  or,  indeed,  on  any 
other  that  is  connected  with  this  parti- 
cular subject. 

Mk.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  (Bradford, 
Oentral) :  I  have  to  thank  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  his  very  interesting  and 
clear  statement  as  to  the  result  of  the 
introduction  of  the  M,  telegrams.  I 
think,  on  the  whole,  this  statement  is 
rather  re-assuring  as  to  the  future.  It 
shows  that  the  actual  number  of  tele- 
grams has  increased  very  much  more 
largely  than  we  anticipated ;  at  the  same 
time  that  the  average  payment  per 
message  is  lower  than  we  expected,  so 
that  the  two  balance  each  other.  When 
I  persuaded  the  House,  two  years  ago,  to 
adopt  the  6<^.  telegram,  I  estimated  that 
the  increase  in  the  number  of  telegrams 
would  be  about  30  per  cent.  It  seems^ 
however,  that  the  first  year  the  increase 
was  40  per  cent,  and  that  the  second 
year  a  further  increase  amounting*  to  an- 
other 50  per  cent  took  place.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  public  have  learned 
very  much  more  quickly  than  we  ex- 
pected how  to  economise  in  the  ad- 
dresses, and  the  average  received  per 
message  has  been,  instead  of  I  Od.,  as  was 
anticipated,  only  something^  like  bd.  I 
told  the  House,  when  I  proposed  the 
scheme  of  the  6(/.  telegprams,  that  they 
must  abandon  all  idea  of  making  in- 
terest on  the  plant  in  future,  and  I 
warned  the  Treasury  of  this  when  the 
scheme  was  before  them.  I  said  that 
though  we  must  expect  a  large  increase 
on  the  number  of  telegrams,  in  all  pro- 
bability the  cost  of  the  Service  would 
go  on  increasing  relatively,  and  that, 
therefore,  we  could  not  expect  a  large 
profit ;  at  all  events,  not  enough  to  pay 
the  interest  on  the  capital  in  future. 
The  House  and  the  country  were  aware 
of  that  when  I  adopted  the  scheme,  and 


1181 


Supply^ 


{ JtniB  6,  1887}        Revenue  Departmmii,        1182 


all  I  had  to  do  was  to  urge  these  points 
upon  the  House  in  order  to  induce  it  to 
adopt  this  scheme,  instead  of  urging  on 
the  Governmeat  a  more  expensive  one. 
On  the  whole»  I  think  the  figures  laid  be- 
fore the  Committee  have  been  rather  re- 
assuring.  At  all  events,  I  think  we  may 
look  forward,  at  no  distant  date,  to  the 
Telegraph  Service  reaching  a  point  that 
there  will  be  no  loss  in  the  business, 
though  we  might  not  be  able  to  pay  in- 
terest upon  capital.     I  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  difficulty 
in  connoction  with  the  cost  of  the  Post 
Office  buildings.     At  present  there  is  a 
charge  to  the  Telegraph  Service  of  one- 
third  of  the  cost   of  the    Post    Office 
buildings,  and  all  the  new  buildings  re- 
quired for  the  Post  Office  and  Telegraph 
Services.      I  would    question   whether 
that  is  not  an  unduly  high  proportion 
to  allot  to  the  Telegraph  Service,  and  I 
would  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  he  would  reconsider  this  point. 
I  think  the  proper  proportion  would  be 
to  take  the  expenditure  on  the  plant  in 
the  two  Services  and  the  total  receipts 
for  the  two  Services,  and  balance  one 
against  the  other,  and  draw  an  average 
to  be  paid  by  each.    The  inconvenience 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  complains  of 
is  that  one  year  we  may  have  a  large 
expenditure  to  face,  such   as  that  in- 
curred on  new  buildings  in  the  City  of 
London — something    like     £400,000 — 
which  disturbed   all  the   averages  for 
some   years   to   come.     I    cannot  help 
thinking  that  some  system  should  be 
adopted  to  prevent  this  charge  coming 
in  one  year,  and  in  this  way  disturbing 
all  our  averages.     When  you   have  to 
meet  payments  so  large  as  this  in  one 
year  it  disturbs  your  whole  accounts. 
At  the  same  time,  I  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  there  will  be  ex- 
penditure required  for  increase  of  plant 
for  the  extended  Service,  though  possibly 
not  quite  so  large  in  amount  as  it  has 
been  within  the  last  two  years.     I  would 
suggest  to  him  the  reconsideration  of  the 
proportion  charged  to  the  Telegraph  Ser- 
vice and  that  charged  to  the  Post  Office 
in  the  sense  in  which  I  have  spoken.     I 
think  a  larger  proportion  ought  to  be 
charged  to   the  Postal  Service,  and  a 
less  proportion  to   the   Telegraph  Ser- 
vice.    The  fact  is  that  the  profits  on 
the  postal  part  of    the   Service   have 
been  much  larger  of  late  years  than 
those  from  the  Telegraph  Service,  and 


can  bear  much    more   easily   a    high 
charge  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  DE  lisle  (Leicestershire,  Mid): 
Some  of  us  on  this  side  of  the  House 
are  really  anxious  to  see  economy  much 
more  carried  out,  provided  this  can  be 
done   with  due  regard  to    public  effi- 
ciency.    I,  for  one,  should  like  to  see 
Her  Majesty's   Post  Office  take   steps 
to  get  rid  of  the   anomalous   state    of 
things   under  which    the  telegrams  of 
private  individuals    cost    the    country 
something    like    £500,000    a-year.      I 
should  like  to  see  the  scheme  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Canterbury  (Mr. 
Henniker  Heaton)  carried  out — namely, 
the  adoption  of  a  system  of  Imperial 
Id.  postage.    I  think  this  would  make 
emigration  to  the  Colonies  more  easy 
and  popular,   and  this   would    be   an 
enormous  economical  advantage ;    and 
as  I  am  not  in  the  habit  of  making  a 
criticism    upon    an    existing    state    of 
things,    unless  I  am  in  my  own  mind 
prepared  with  a  scheme  by  which  I  con- 
sider a  re-arrangement  could  be  carried 
out,  and  am  able  to  suggest  a  remedy, 
I  would  propose  that  it  might  be  worth 
while    to  take   into   consideration    the 
abolition  of  what  is  called  the  i^.  per 
word  system  of  charge  for  telegraphing. 
At  present,  for  every  word  after  the  first 
12,  id,  is  charged ;  but  I  would  propose 
that  the  sum  in  future  should  be  Id, — 
i.e,,  for  every  two  words  or  part  of  two 
words.    This  would  be  to  the  advantage 
of  the  Post  Office.     It  would  save  the 
clerks  the  troublesome  id,  calculations, 
and  the  public  some  inconvenience — at 
some  slight  cost  it  is  true.  Iwouldsaggest, 
therefore,  that  the  Post  Office  should  take 
into  consideration  whether  it  would  not 
be  as  well  again  to  examine  the  tarijSis. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Postmaster 
General  does  not  anticipate  for  some 
years  that  there  will  be  a  saving  in  this 
Department.    He  cannot  expect  to  carry 
out  any  reforms  unless  they  are  estab- 
lished upon  a  real  sound  financial  basis, 
and  I  hope  that  next  year  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  see  their  way  to  adopt 
this  system  I  propose,  or  some  other, 
which  will  wipe  off  this  State  subsidy  of 
£500,000  to  those    who  use  the  tele- 
graphs. 

Mb.  T.  p.  GILL  (Louth,  S.) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  think 
that  the  adoption  of  the  suggestion  I 
made  with  regard  to  night  telegrams 
would  involve  considerabTe  risk  of  ex- 
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penditure  and  consequent  loss ;  but  I  do 
not  think  he  is  quite  right  in  that 
matter.  I  would  suggest,  if  he  fears 
that  result,  that  he  should  charge  for  the 
messages  I  refer  to  the  same  as  he 
charges  for  day  messages  at  present. 

Me.  SINCLAIE  (Falkirk,  &c.) :  As 
to  the  very  great  advantage  which  is  de- 
rived by  those  who  live  in  America  from 
the  system  of  night  messages  I  wish  to  say 
a  word.  I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member 
who  has  just  sat  down  in  thinking  that 
the  plan  he  proposes  could  be  put  into 
practice  at  an  early  stage  and  without 
any  loss  to  the  Be  venue  at  all.  The 
lowest  charge  now  made  for  a  telegram 
is  6d.;  and  if  night  messages  were  in- 
troduced, and  if  double  the  number  of 
words  were  sent  for  6^.,  no  loss  would 
be  incurred  by  the  Postal  Authorities  on 
messages  of  this  kind.  The  cost  of 
delivery  for  a  message  of  double  length 
is  absolutely  the  same  as  that  of  the 
shorter  message,  and  messages  taken 
in  this  way  would  only  be  delivered  on 
the  following  morning,  although  they 
would  be  transmitted  at  a  time  when 
the  wires  were  free,  and  consequently 
without  interfering  with  ordinary  mes- 
sages. I  think,  under  any  circumstances, 
an  experiment  with  regard  to  night 
messages  might  be  tried.  That  it  would 
be  an  advantage  to  the  public  generally, 
and  also  to  the  Eevenue,  I  have  no 
doubt.  I  trust  it  will  be  tried,  and  tried 
at  an  early  date.  I  am  sure  it  will  be 
found  beneficial  to  places  at  consider- 
able distances  and  across  country — for 
instance,  from  Belfast  to  Hull  or  Cork 
to  Glasgow,  or  from  London  to  Galway 
and  Derry,  or  to  and  from  any  place 
where  letters  have  to  leave  eaxly, 
and  can  only  be  delivered  late  on  the 
following  day.  Persons  engaged  in 
commercial  pursuits  would  find  a  system 
of  this  kind  of  great  value  and  advan- 
tage, and  I  hope  the  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral will  take  the  matter  into  his  early 
consideration  and  endeavour  to  carry  out 
the  suggestion  which  has  been  made. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 


Rovonus  BiU, 


im 


Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,'' — {^Mr.  Jadaon^) 
— put,  and  agreed  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednet- 
day, 

Mr.  T.  P.  QM 


CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND    BEVBNUB 
BILL.- [Bill  241.] 

(Mr.  Courtney,  Mr.  Chaneellor  of  the  Sxeksfmr^ 

Mr,  JaekeonJ) 

SECOND  BEADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aeoond 
time." — {Mr,  Chancellor  ofths  Bxeheqmtr,) 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAROOUBT(Derby): 
This  Bill  and  the  Bill  that  followa— the 
National  Debt  Bill — practically  go  to- 
gether. The  arrangements  made  under 
the  Customs  and  Inland  Hevenue  BiU 
as  to  the  diminution  of  taxation  really 
involve  the  provisions  made  with  refer- 
ence to  the  Debt  in  the  Bill  which  wiU 
immediately  follow.  Now,  I  am  per- 
fectly well  aware  that  when  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  proposes  a  reduc- 
tion of  taxation  he  is  certain  to  cany  his 
Bill,  whatever  it  may  be.  Therefore,  it 
is  not  with  the  least  hope  of  successfully 
opposing  this  Bill,  or  even  with  the  in- 
tention of  opposing  it,  that  I  propose  to 
make  some  remarks  on  the  arrangements 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequa 
has  laid  before  the  House  and  the  conn- 
try.  The  only  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  which  I  mean  to  call  atten- 
tion is  his  proposal  to  diminish  the 
annual  provision  for  the  reduction  of  the 
Debt.  I  have  seen  that  proposal,  1 
must  confess,  with  great  regret  and  con- 
siderable alarm  in  regard  to  its  effects  in 
the  future.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
Treasury  Minute  on  this  subject  has 
been  presented  to  the  House ;  but,  at  all 
events,  by  the  courtesy  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  I  have  had  a  copy  of 
it,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  it  is  either 
now  or  soon  will  be  before  the  House. 
It  is  perfectly  well  known  to  the  House 
that  provision  was  made  in  1875  by  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote  whereby  a  sum  of 
£28,000,000  was  set  apart  for  the  a«^ 
vice  of  the  Debt.  A  portion  of  that  sum, 
amounting  to  about  £6,000,000  out  of  the 
ordinary  Kevenue,  together  with  an  ad- 
ditional £1,000,000  or  thereabouts  from 
other  sources,  was  set  apart  to  the  amount 
of  something  like  £7,000,000  annuallj 
for  the  discharge  of  Debt ;  the  difference 
between  th  it  and  £28,000,000  being  the 
sum  necessarily  paid  annually  to  the  pub- 
lic creditors  as  interest  on  the  Debt.  Thtt 
is  to  say,  about  £21,000,000  is  what  we 
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have  to  pay  for  tbe  interest  on  the  Debt ; 
and  £7,000,000  would  be  that  which  has 
been  appropriated  for  the  purpose  of  the 
liquidation  of  Debt.  Now,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  in  his  speech  on  the 
Budget  and  in  the  Treasury  Minute,  has 
endeavoured  to   reconcile    his    present 
proposal  with  the  scheme  of  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote,  by  diving  into  the  financial 
conscience  of  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  and 
saying  that  his  proposal  was  made  in  a 
totally  different  fiscal  ooudition  of  things 
from  that  which  now  exists,     lie  says 
that  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  thought  that 
a  growth  of  Revenue  might  be  presumed, 
and  anticipated  that  the  Revenue  would 
increase  at  a  rate  at  least  equal  to  the 
rate  at  which  the  population  was  increas- 
ing.     And  the  right  hon.   Gentleman 
says  that  in  the  event  of  any  material 
alteration  in  the  circumstances   of  the 
country  Sir  Stafford  Northcote  contem- 
plated  a   modification  of  his  proposal, 
which    was   made   on    the   assumption 
that  he  could  depend  on  the  growth  of 
the  Revenue  being   maintained.      The 
argument  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, therefore,  is  that  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote  anticipated  a  growth  of  the 
Revenue   which  has   not  taken    place, 
and  that,  therefore,  under  present  cir- 
cumstances, he  would   not  have  main- 
tained the  proposal  he  made  in    1875, 
but  would  have  modified  it  by  reducing 
the  sum  applicable  to  the  liquidation  of 
Debt.      My   answer  is,  that  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman's  hypothesis  is   abso- 
lutely negatived  by  the  conduct  of  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote  himself.    Sir  Stafford 
Noi-thcote  remained  responsible  for  the 
finances  of  the  country  for  five  years 
after  1875— that  is  to  the  spring  of  1880. 
Now,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  said  that  the  Revenue — I  am  now 
speaking  of   the   Revenue   apart   from 
the  Income  Tax — has  not  increased  ac- 
cording to  the  rate  at  which  population 
has  increased.   It  has,  however,  actually 
increased.     The.  Revenue,   apart   from 
Income    Tax    is  now   higher  than  the 
Revenue  was  in  the  time  of  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote  by  nearly  £2,000,000.     The 
Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer  has  left 
out  of  his  calculations  all   the   sources 
of   Revenue  not   derived    from    taxes. 
But   he  should   not    have  omitted   the 
Revenue  from  the  Post  Office,  which  is 
now  higher  than  it  was  in  1875.     That 
is  money  which  is  available  fur  the  pur* 
poses  of  the  country,  and  should  be  taken 

VOL.  COOXV.    [thibu  series.] 


into  the  calculation  of  Revenue.     The 
yield  of  the  taxes,  exclusive  of  Income 
Tax,   is  now   £1,200,000  higher  than 
it   was  in   1875.      If  to   this  you  add 
£500,000  for  the  increased  receipt  from 
the   Postal  Service,   you   have    an  in- 
creased Revenue  available  for  the  pur- 
poses of   the    country    of    £1,700,000. 
Therefore,  you  have  a  higher  Revenue 
than  you  had  in  the  time  of  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote  when  he  made  his  proposals 
for  the  reduction  of  Debt ;    and  now  I 
want  to  test  the  theory  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  that  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote,  if   he    had    found    the    Revenue 
diminishing   and  the   Expenditure   in- 
creasing,   would  have   diminished  the 
charge  for  the  reduction  of  the  Debt. 
Now,  in  1880  there  was  a  diminution  in 
the  receipts  from  Excise  of  £2,000,000. 
That  is  to  say,   the  receipts  from   the 
Excise  had  fallen  from  £27,000,000  to 
£.25,000,000 ;     and,   consequently,    Sir 
Stafford  Northcote  was  face  to  face  with 
the  very  state  of  things  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  speaks  of  as  a 
failure  in   the   ordinary  Revenue.      In 
1875,  the  Customs  and  Excise  together 
produced  £46,846,000.      In  1880,  they 
only    produced    £44,695,000;     so  that 
there  was  a  falling  off  in  these  two 
sources  of  Revenue  taken  together  of 
£2,000,000.     If,  then,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer's  theory  of  the  views  of 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  were  true.    Sir 
Stafford   Northcote  should   have   come 
forward    and    said    that  the    ordinary 
Revenue  was  falling,  and  that  another 
very  important  thing  had  taken  place 
— that  in  consequence  of  the  Eastern 
policy  of  the  Government,  the  Expendi- 
ture had  increased  from  £65,000,000  to 
£75,000,000  ;  that  there  was,  therefore, 
an  increase  of  Expenditure  of  £  1 0, 000, 000 
between  these  two  periods  of  1875  and 
1880,  and  a  falling  off  in  the  Revenue 
from  Customs  and  Excise  of  £2,000,000. 
And  then,  according  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote should  have  said — ''The  circum- 
stances under  which  I  made  that  pro- 
posal for  the  reduction  of  Debt  in  1875 
no  longer  exist ;  the  fiscal  circumstances 
of  the  country  are  changed,  and,  there- 
fore, I  do  not  think  it  fit  and  proper  to 
call  on  the  country  to  appropriate  the 
same  sum  to  the  liquidation  of  Debt." 
Well,  was  that  the  course  which  Sir 
Stafford   Northcote  actually  did  take? 
On  the  contrary,  in   1877,  inatead  of 
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diminishing  the  fund  set  apart  for  the 
reduction  of  Debt,  he  added  Id.  to  the 
Income  Tax ;   and  in   1 880,  in  the  last 
Budget  which  he  produced  under  the 
circumstances  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
he  added  £750,000  to  the  Tobacco  Duty, 
while  obtaining  an   additional  sum  of 
£100,000  from  the  Dog  Licences;    and 
thisy    together    with     an    increase    of 
£3,600,000   on  the  Income  Tax,  made 
nearly  £5,000,000   additional  taxation 
which  he  imposed,  while  retaining  the 
£28,000,000  for  the  liquidation  of  the 
Debt.      Therefore,  I  say  that  in  answer 
to  the  theory  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  that  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 
would  have  departed  from  the  rule  he 
laid  down,  in  consequence  of  the  changed 
fiscal  circumstances  of  the  country,  we 
have  the  practice  of  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote ;  for,  under  circumstances  more  un- 
favourable than   the  circumstances   in 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
now    finds    himself,   he  abided  by  his 
figure  of  £28,000,000  for  the  liquidation 
of  Debt,  and  met  the  demand  upon  him 
by  increased   taxation.      Sir    Stafford 
Northcote  did  this,  moreover,  at  a  time 
when  there  was  accumulated  deficits  for 
three  years   amounting  to  £8,000,000, 
which  were  left  to  be  funded ;   and  yet, 
in  spite  of  that,  he  made  no  diminution 
in  the  provision  for  the  liquidation  of 
Debt.  His  successors  adopted  his  policy, 
and  they  loyally  adhered  to  it.      They 
insisted,  in  spite  of  adverse  circumstances, 
and  nothwithstanding  the  growth  of  the 
Expenditure,  in  maintaining  the  pro- 
visions for  the  liquidation  of  the  Debt. 
I  do  not  think  that,  on  this  side  of  the 
House,  we  have  anything  to  be  ashamed 
of  in  the  course  we  have  taken  in  refer- 
ence to  the  liquidation  of  Debt.  In  1874, 
the  Debt  stood,  according  to  the  figures 
given  in  Sir  John  Lubbock's  Ketum  at 
£760,000,000.       In  1887,    it  stands  at 
£705,000,000.  There hasbeen,  therefore, 
in  that  period  from  1874  to  1887  a  reduc- 
tion of  £55.000,000  on  the  Debt.     That 
period  was  pretty  nearly  divided  between 
the  Administration  of  Lord  Beaconsfield 
and  the  Administration  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone) — giving  about  six  years  to 
each  Party — and  out  of  this  £55,000,000, 
£19,000,000  was  paid  off  by  the  Conser- 
vative Administration  and  £36,000,000 
by  the  Liberal  Administration,  through 
the  sums  appropriated  to  the  reduction 
of  Debt.   But  it  will  be  said—"  In  1885 
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you  suspended  the  Sinking  Fund  alto- 
gether."   No  doubt  we  did,  under  the 
pressure  of  the  great  demand  which  the 
unfortunate  Egyptian  War  brought  upon 
us.     There  was  a  proposal  then  madebj 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Pontefract   (Mr.    Child  era),    which  was 
fatal  to  that  Government.     I  shall,  how- 
ever, always  maintain  that  it  was  a  ooa- 
rageous    proposal    founded    on    aomid 
finance.     It  was  a  proposal  to  meet  the 
demands  on  the  Exchequer  by  a  com- 
bined appeal  to  direct  and  indirect  taxa- 
tion.    It  afforded,  however,  a  tempting 
opportunity  to  overthrow   the  Qt>veni- 
men  thy  rejecting  the  increased  taxation 
of  beer  and  spirits.     I  said  then,  and  I 
repeat  it  now,  that  in  rejecting^that  pro- 
posal a  fatal  blow  was  struck  at  the 
sources  of  Kevenue  ;  because  the  adop- 
tion of  the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach),  which  overthrew  the  Ghovernment 
of   the    right    hon.    Member   for  Mid 
Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone),  made  it 
almost  impossible  for  any  future  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to   make  any 
proposal  for   the    increase   of  indirect 
taxation.    A  still  more  fatal   blow  is 
struck  at  our  fiscal  system  by  the  pro- 
posal of  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequor.     The  first   Government  of 
Lord  Salisbury  struck  a  blow  at  indirect 
taxation.    The  second  has  struck  a  blow 
at  the  provision  for  the   reduction  of 
Debt.     For  10  years  the  system  inaugn- 
rated  by    Sir  Stafford    Northcote  has 
been  pursued  partly  by  himself  and  still 
more  extensively  by  his  successors.    We 
were  obliged,  it  is  true,  in  1885  to  sus- 
pend the  provision  for  the  Sinking  Fund 
for  a  single  year.    But  in  the  following 
year  it  was  my  duty  to  consider  what 
should  be  done,  and  I  then  determined 
to  restore  the  system  in  integro  and  to 
re-instate    the    Terminable    Annuities. 
What  could  have  been  easier  than  for  me 
last  year  to  have  adopted  the  view  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  said, 
**  Times  are  changed  since  the  time  of 
Sir   Stafford   Northcote.     The    Income 
Tax  is  much  higher.     It   is   perfectly 
easy  by  reducing  the  provision  for  the 
Debt  by  £4,000,000  to  take  2d.  off  the 
Income  Tax ; "  or  I  might  have  gone 
further  and  taken  Zd.  off  the  Income 
Tax  by  using  £6,000,000  of  the  sum  set 
apart  for  reduction   of  Debt   for  that 
purpose.     But  I  thought  this  woold  be 
unsonnd  finance;  and  I,  therefore,  TO' 
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slated  the  temptation  to  make  any  pro- 
posal of  that  kind.  It  is  true  I  made 
a  temporary  provision — there  being  an 
apparent  deficit  at  that  time  in  the 
Budget — to  suspend  some  of  the  smaller 
Sinking  Funds  in  order  to  meet  that 
deficit.  I  might  have  made  the  Bill 
for  that  purpose  contingent  on  the  neces- 
sity arising.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
necessity  did  not  arise.  It  was  not 
necessary  to  divert  that  money  at  all. 
The  Eevenue  fortunately  increased,  and 
the  Eevenue  of  the  year  was  sufficient 
to  meet  the  Expenditure  of  the  year 
without  interfering  with  the  provision 
for  the  reduction  of  Debt.  The  money 
suspended  under  the  new  Sinking  Fund 
came  back  under  the  old  Sinking  Fund 
in  the  form  of  a  surplus.  Therefore,  the 
whole  amount  appropriated  under  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote's  system  to  the  liqui- 
dation of  Debt  was  actually  applied  last 
year  to  that  purpose — at  all  events,  within 
a  few  thousand  pounds.  That  was  the  con- 
dition of  things  which  the  present  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  to  deal  with. 
But  he  was  more  fortunate  than  I  was, 
for  in  consequence  of  the  improvement 
in  the  Eevenue,  he  was  in  possession  of 
a  surplus ;  and  yet,  not  having  to  en- 
counter a  deficit  as  I  had  in  1886, 
he  has  come  forward  and  proposed 
to  diminish  by  £2,000,000  the  provision 
for  the  liquidation  of  the  Debt.  Let  me 
read  a  sentence  from  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote's  speech,  in  which  he  said  that 
under  changed  conditions  of  things  a 
changed  policy  might  be  followed.  I 
have  shown  that  under  a  changed  con- 
dition of  things,  more  serious  than  that 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  to  deal  with,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 
adhered  to  his  plan.  But  there  was  one 
sentence  in  the  speech  to  which  I  have 
referred  of  which  I  will  remind  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote  said — 

*' I  may  be  told — *  Do,  please;  but  you 
will  never  be  able  to  bina  future  Parlia- 
ments ;  and  the  very  first  time  that  a  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  vants  to  raise  an  ad- 
ditional Revenue,  without  increasing  taxation, 
he  will  put  an  end  to  your  Sinking  Fund,  and 
wiU  shatter  all  your  dreams  of  reducing  the 
National  Debt  by  some  hundreds  of  millions.'  " 

But,  said  Sir  Stafford  Northcote — 

"Few  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  would 
like  to  come  down  to  this  House  and  propose 
the  repeal  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  establish- 
ing a  Sinking  Fund  of  this  character,  on  the 


plea  that  they  did  not  like  to  increase  the 
taxation  of  the  country." — (3  Hansard.  ra»3] 
1043-4.) 

He  did  not  contemplate  that  a  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  come  and 
propose  to  suspend  the  Sinking  Fund 
in  order  to  reduce  taxation.  Undoubt- 
edly the  reasons  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  has  given  for  his  pro- 
posal are  not  such  as  would  have  in- 
duced Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  in  1 880,  to 
depart  from  the  course  he  then  adopted 
of  increasing  the  taxation  of  the  coun- 
try hy  £5,000,000.  When  he  originally 
brought  forward  his  proposal  for  the 
reduction  of  the  Debt,  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote  said  that  we  were  then  only 
paying  £26,000,000  for  the  service  of 
the  Debt.  He  added  that  that  was  the 
lowest  sum^ever  devoted  to  this  purpose, 
and  he  remarked  that  he  thought  it 
unfit,  and,  indeed,  unworthy  of  this 
country,  that  so  small  a  sum  should  be 
thus  appropriated.  He  reminded  the 
Houise,  at  the  same  time,  that  our 
ancestors,  in  former  days,  had  paid 
£28,000,000— or  even  more.  When  the 
Funded  Debt,  at  the  end  of  the  great  war 
in  1817,  was  upwards  of  £800,000,000, 
and  the  long  annuities  were  in  existence, 
the  amount  paid  by  this  country — with 
its  small  population,  and  its  very  small 
wealth  compared  with  that  which  we 
now  enjoy — for  the  service  of  the  Debt 
was  £35,000,000.  j; When  you  consider 
that  the  country,  then  impoverished 
by  war,  and  with  its  comparatively 
small  population,  was  able  to  devote 
£35,000,000  to  the  service  of  the  Debt, 
the  fact  that  we  now  shrink  from  appro- 
priating £28,000,000  to  the  same  ob- 
ject seems  to  show  that  we  are  rather 
wanting  in  financial  courage.  The  pro- 
posal before  us,  let  it  be  remembered,  is 
a  proposal  made  by  a  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  having  a^^surplus  in  his  hands 
to  deal  with.  Under  those  circumstances 
he  comes  forward,  and,  for  the  purposes 
of  a  popular  Budget,  he  throws  away 
the  provision  for  the  liquidation  of  Debt 
while  he  is  actually  in  the  possession  of 
a  surplus.  What  is  the  inevitable  con- 
sequence of  that?  Why,  no  future  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  can  ever  resibt 
following  such  an  example.  Every  argu- 
ment the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  used 
in  defence  of  his  present  proposal  is 
equally  applicable  to  the  remaining 
£5,000,000  still  devoted  to  the  reduction 
of  Debt.    The  right  hon.  Qentleman  om 
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Bay  next  year,  or  any  future  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  can  say — **  The 
Heyenue  is  not  increasing  as  much  as 
Sir  Stafford  Northcote  expected,  there- 
fore, let  us  take  off  £2,000,000  more. 
In  the  time  of  Sir  Stafford  Northcote 
the  Income  Tax  was  2d,  in  the  pound, 
it  is  now  7(/.,  therefore,  let  us  again 
diminish  the  taxation  imposed  for  the 
reduction  of  Deht.  There  is  no  virtue  in 
this  £26,000,000  higher  than  the  virtue 
which  applied  to  the  £28,000,000.  You 
have  begun  a  descending  scale,  where 
there  is  no  means  of  stopping.  It  is 
like  breaking  a  hole  in  a  dam,  through 
which  the  water  pours,  and  the  breach 
becomes  greater  and  greater ;  and  it  wUl 
be  absolutely  impossible  in  the  future 
to  defend  any  provision  for  the  liquida- 
tion of  Debt.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer of  the  future  will  always  be  able 
to  use  the  same  arguments  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  employed.  The 
arrangement  made  by  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote  has,  in  my  opinion,  at  once 
and  for  ever  gone  by  the  board.  I 
have  another  great  objection  to  this 
system  of  finance.  I  can  only  describe 
it  as  extravagance  made  easy.  I  am 
happy  to  hear  that  a  single  voice — that 
of  the  last  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — 
is  crying  in  the  Tory  wilderness  for  eco- 
nomy ;  but  it  meets  with  no  response,  least 
of  all  from  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  The  whole  of  this  arrange- 
ment is  not  due  to  any  deficiency  of  Be- 
venue.  I  have  shown  you  that  t  he  Eevenue 
of  thiscountry  has  increased  since  the  time 
of  Sir  Stafford  Northcote.  What  has, 
also,  increased  in  a  terrible  ratio  is  the  Ex- 
penditure of  the  country.  I  am  afraid, 
moreover,  that  we  have  now  a  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  who  is  favour- 
able to  an  increase  in  our  Expenditure. 
My  right  hon.  Friend,  when  he  sat  be- 
hind us,  was  the  advocate  of  great  mili- 
tary and  naval  establishments,  and  of 
the  policy  which  requires  great  military 
and  naval  establishments;  and  when 
you  have  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer favourable  to  a  policy  which  re- 
quires great  military  and  naval  estab- 
lishments, and  ready  to  meet  their  coat 
by  proposals  for  cutting  down  the  sum 
available  for  the  liquidation  of  Debt, 
the  final  result  must  inevitably  be  most 
serious  to  the  finances  of  the  country.  A 
few  years  will  remove  the  £5,000,000  now 
remaining  for  the  liquidation  of  Debt. 
No  future  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer —  | 
I  care  not  to  what  Party  he  belong — can 
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help  following  the  example  of  the  pre- 
sent Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ;  and 
when  you  have  swallowed  up  that 
£5,000,000,  what  remaiaa?  Why.  the 
proposal  you  have  heard  from  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton).  The  suggestion  that  yoa 
should  borrow  money  on  Terminable 
Annuities  to  meet  your  naval  and  mili- 
tary expenditure  will  be  repeated.  Re- 
collect we  have  already  had  proposals 
from  the  Benches  opposite  for  borrowing 
£5,000,000  to  meet  that  expenditure. 
With  this  policy  of  larg^e  expenditure 
thus  encouraged,  you  will  not  only  get 
rid  of  the  provision  for  the  redaction  of 
Debt ;  but  you  will  have  a  system  of 
borrowing  on  Terminable  Annuities,  m 
time  of  peace,  in  order  to  meet  your  in- 
creased Expenditure.  That  is  the  system 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  has  inaugu- 
rated. For  every  reason  1  deeply  re^ 
this  proposal.  I  regret  it  not  merely  for 
the  £2,000,000  which  it  has  put  an  end 
to,  as  a  provision  for  the  liquidation  of 
Debt.  I  regret  it  still  more  on  account 
of  the  fatal  example  which  it  sets  for 
further  prog^ss  in  the  same  direction. 
But  I  regret  it  most  of  all  because  it  is 
the  greatest  encouragement  yet  given  to 
that  system  of  extravagance  which  we 
should  set  our  faces  against.  If  xh» 
public  agree  to  the  suspension  of  the 
provision  for  the  reduction  of  Debt  in 
order  to  keep  up  military  and  naral 
establishments  at  their  present  unneces- 
sary height,  and  to  relieve  the  peoj^e 
from  the  inconvenience  this  may  cause  in 
the  form  of  taxation ;  and  if  they  do  tliii 
by  either  cutting  down  the  provision  for 
the  discharge  of  Debt,  or  by  assenting  to 
proposals  such  as  that  made  by  the  First 
Loid  of  the  Admiralty  for  borroving 
money  on  Terminable  Annuities  to 
carry  on  this  expenditure  in  time  of 
peace,  then  it  is  clear  that  we  are  creatiDg 
Debt  as  much  as  we  should  do  by  bor- 
rowing money.  It  was  an  establiahed 
principle,  when  wars  were  more  frequent 
than  they  are  at  present,  that  you  should 
in  time  of  peace  pay  off  the  Debt  which 
you  incurred  in  time  of  war.  Well,  with 
the  unhappy  interval  of  the  Crimean 
War,  we  have  had  70  years  of  peace 
since  the  Great  War,  How  much  Deit 
have  you  discharged  since  the  close 
of  the  Great  War?  The  Debt  whidi 
then  stood  at  between  £800,000,000 
and  £900,000,000,  now  stands  at 
£700,000,000.  That  is  to  say  yon  ba?e 
not  discharged  one^fonrth  of  ^K^^  j)Jut 
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in  70  years,  which  have  been  years  of 
peace,  except  for  the  unfortunate  inter- 
val of  the  Crimean  War.  The  debt  in- 
curred in  the  Crimean  War  has  since 
been  discharged ;  but  the  efforts  we  have 
made  in  a  time  of  unexampled  peace  and 
prosperity  to  reduce  the  main  body  of 
the  National  Debt  are  really  insignifi- 
cant. I  have  alluded  to  the  sacrifices 
our  ancestors  made  under  very  much 
more  unfavourable  circumstances.  And 
yet  we  declare  ourselves  incapable  of 
making  anything  like  the  sacrifices  they 
made.  We  are  now  called  on  to  pay 
£10,000,000  less  for  the  service  of  the 
Debt  than  our  ance.<itors  paid  in  1817. 
I  do  not  think  that  is  to  the  credit  of  a 
country  with  the  wealth  and  the  re- 
sources of  this  country.  These  financial 
proposals  of  the  Government  seem  to  me 
to  depart  altogether  from  the  sound  prin- 
ciples of  finance  established  by  Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote  and  carried  out  by  his 
successors,  and  I  am  afraid  those  prin- 
ciples have  now  been  fatally  broken 
down  by  the  present  Government. 

Mr.  BAETLEY  (Islington,  N.) :  I 
should  like  to  say  a  word  on  this  Bill, 
and  on  that  which  is  connected  with  it. 
I  think  it  is  a  grievous  mistake  to  reduce 
the  amount  set  apart  for  the  liquidation 
of  the  National  Debt.  I  think  that  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  has 
said  is  practically  correct — ^that  at  the 
period  we  now  have  of  complete  peace, 
of  great  riches,  and  of  comparative  pros- 
perity, it  does  seem  a  great  misfortune 
that  we  cannot  continue  to  reduce  the 
Debt  by  the  old  Sinking  Fund  amount. 
We  know  that  if  a  period  of  war  should 
arise  we  should  in  a  few  months  add  to 
the  Debt  a  very  large  sum  indeed,  and 
this  consideration  alone,  to  my  mind,  is 
of  great  weight  in  pursuing  a  policy  of 
reduction  of  debt  when  we  can  do  so.  In 
reference  to  the  present  proposals  of  the 
Government  for  meeting  the  Expenditure 
of  the  country,  I  would  ask  first  whether 
these  proposals  will  promote  economy  ? 
I  believe  the  country  demands  a  very 
large  amount  of  economy.  I  would  not 
talk  of  knocking  off  £4,000,000  or 
£5,000,000  at  a  sweep  without  knowing 
the  details ;  but  I  believe  the  country 
demands  that  there  should  be  an  ex- 
haustive and  extensive  system  of  com- 
plete economy.  And  I  am  sure  that  no 
Party  will  remain  in  fav6ur  with  the 
country  unless  it  manages  to  reduce  the 
enormously  increasing  taxation  of  the 


people.    I  do  not  wish  to  dwell  now  on 
the  Military  and  Naval  administration. 
A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  that ; 
but  I  believe  that,  without  doubt,  an 
efficient  system  of  Military  and  Naval 
expenditure  might  reduce  considerably 
the  Votes  for  the  Army  and  Navy.   The 
key-note  of  economy  in  the  Army  and 
Navy  seems,  however,  to  be  the  policy 
which  the    Army  and  the    Navy    are 
employed  to  carry  out.      If  the  Army 
and  Navy  are  regarded  solely  as  means 
of   protection,   and    not    of   defiance, 
then    I    believe    that    a    great   deal 
of  economy  might  be  exercised;    and 
if  this    principle    is    adhered    to,   as 
I   believe  it   will   be  by  the    present 
Government,  I  have  no  doubt  but  that, 
in  a  year  or  two,  considerable  reduc- 
tions will  be  made  in  our  Army  and 
Navy  expenditure.     But  there  is    an- 
other source  of  economy  which  I  should 
like  to  speak  of,  though  at  this  time  of 
night  I  am  not  able  to  go  into  it  at  great 
length.     I   think,   however,   that  it  is 
necessary  we  should  note  the  increase  in 
the  expense  of  the  different  Departments 
of  the  country  in  the  present  year  as 
compared  with  previous  years.     It  has 
been  my  fortune  to  spend  20  years  of 
my    life    in    the    Public  Service,   of 
which   I   can,    therefore,    speak    with 
some  knowledge;  and  I  am  convinced 
that  with  care  considerable  reductions 
might  be  made  in  our  Public  Establish- 
ments.    The  expenditure,  for  instance, 
under  the  head  of  Works  and  Buildings, 
has  increased   enormously   during  the 
last  30  or  40  years.     We  have  now  an 
expenditure  of  £1,700,000    on    public 
works  and  buildings.     Twenty    years 
ago  it  was  £900,000 ;  30  years  ago  it 
was  £800,000  ;  40  years  ago  it  was  only 
£500,000 ;   therefore,    the  expenditure 
on  this  Vote  has  increased  more  than 
threefold  in  40  years.    I  will  not  say 
that    it    is    unreasonable    that    there 
should  be  some  increase  under  this  head 
of  Expenditure.     But  when  we  go  back 
to  1848,  and  see  that  the  Vote  for  that 
year  included  £150,000  for  the  Houses 
of  Parliament,  £100,000  for  the  Cale- 
donian Canal,  and  other  liabilities  that 
are  not  now  pressing  on  us,  it  will  be 
found  that  the  Vote  for  Public  Works  for 
that  year  was  in  reality  only  about  one- 
eighth  of  what  it  is  now.     That  does,  I 
think,  show  that  there  has,  in  respect  of 
this  Vote,  been  an  undue  increase  of 
expenditure.    There  is,  indeed,  I  fear, 
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in  every  direction  a  system  of  laretting 
more  money  out  of  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer, and  I  think  we  should  support  the 
Government  in  resisting  this  tendency. 
Take    the    Departments    of  Law   and 
Justice,  the  expenditure  on  which  has 
grown  so  much  of  recent  years  that  it 
is  now  £6,250,000.   In  1878  it  was  only 
£5,000.000  ;  in  1868  it  was  £3,000,000; 
in  1858  it  was  £2/250,000  ;  and  in  1848 
it  was  just  over  £1,000,000.     Therefore, 
Law  and  Justice  now  cost  more  than 
sixfold  as  much  as  they  did  40  years 
ago.     Now,  I  do  not  say  that  we  do  not 
get   a  benefit  out  of  this  expenditure, 
on  Law  and  Justice.     But  the  figures 
I  have  given  show  that  the  whole  ten- 
dency and  tone  of  expenditure  is  to  in- 
crease out  of  proportion  to  the  benefits 
derived ;  and  whati  regret  in  the  present 
financial  arrangements  for  the  year  is 
that  the  Budget  has  not  dealt  with  this 
great  question,   but  has  found  money 
for    a    reduction     of     taxation,     not 
by  a  reduction  of  expenditure  so  much 
as    by    reducing    the    Sinking    Fund 
by   £2,000,000.       Then  closely  allied 
to    this    subject    is    the    increase    of 
local  taxation.     The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  proposes  in  his  Budget  to 
give  £320,000  from  Imperial  taxation  in 
aid  of  local  taxation.     Now,  in  my  opi- 
nion,  that   money   will   be    practically 
thrown  away.     It  can  do  no  good  to  the 
localities,   for  when  it  is  worked  out  it 
only  amounts  to  6d,  on  each  acre  in  the 
country.     The    right    hon.    Gentleman 
(Mr.  Chaplin)  who  usually  sits  in  this 
seat  expressed  gratitude  for  this  dona- 
tion in  the  present  depressed  state  of 
agriculture ;  but  6^.  an  acre  will  not  set 
the  farmers  on  their  legs.     It  is  a  mere 
drop  in  the  bucket,  and  absolutely  use- 
less as  a  means  for  putting  things  right. 
I  regret,  therefore,  that  this  grant  has 
been   made.     Grants  in  aid    of    local 
taxation  have  increased  largely  of  recent 
years ;  but  local  taxation  has  not  been 
reduced.      In  fact,   it  may  almost  be 
said    that    the    more    you     give     to 
localities  out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer, 
the   greater  the   ratio   in   which  local 
expenditure  increases.     The  system  of 
granting  aid  to  localities  impoverishes 
the  Imperial  Exchequer,  while  it  tends 
not    to    reduce    local    taxation,     but 
usually  to  increase  it.     Then  there  is 
the  growth  of  local  debt  along  with  the 
increase  of  local  taxation.     We  think  a 
great  deal  of  paying  off£5,000,000a-year 
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of  the  Imperial  Debt,  but  we  are  adding 
every  year  £10,000,000  to  the  looal  debt 
of  the  country.     We  ought  to  consider 
very  carefully  the  growth  of   the  local 
debt  in  regard  to  the  Imperial  Debt.  It 
is  indeed  so  closely  allied  to  it  that  we 
cannot  help  considering  it  in  connectioa 
with  this  Budget.  The  local  debt  is  now 
growing,  as  I  have  said,  at  the  rate  of 
something  like  £10,000.000  a-year;  and 
in  the  last  10  years,  althoug'h  the  Na- 
tional Debt  has  decreased,  the  local  debt 
has  so  largely  increased  that  the  two 
together  have  increased  since  1875  to 
the  extent  of  £50,000,000.     Taking  the 
National  and  the  local  debts  together, 
the  total  indebtedness  of  the  coantry  was 
in  1875  £861.000,000,  while  in  1884  it 
was  £911,000,000.    Therefore  the  Debt 
of  the  country  has  increased  in  10  years, 
as  I  have  already  said,  by  £50,000,000. 
Of  course,  some  of  this  increase  is  for 
purposes  that  ought  to  be  remunerative; 
but  still,  this  increased  burden  of  taxa- 
tion is  growing  rapidly,  and  undoubtedly 
there  was  in  the  present  year  an  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  something  to  reduce  this 
heavy  burden  by  stringent    economy. 
The  present    Budget  is  very  popular, 
because  it   reduces  the  Income    Tax ; 
and  although  we  are  all  gratified  at  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  reducing 
the  Income  Tax  by   \d,,  and,  in  fact, 
hoped  it  would  have  been  more  than  U., 
yet  I  think  this  should  have  been  done 
without  reducing  the  Sinking  Fund,  but 
by  promoting  economy  in  the  various  De- 
partments.    I  must  say  that  I  think  that 
with  the  present  wealthy  condition  of 
the  country  reduction  of  taxation  should 
not  have  been  secured  by  reducing^  the 
Sinking  Fund  for  the  reduction  of  the 
National  Debt,  which  I  consider  ought 
to  be  reduced  at  least  as  fast   in  the 
future   as   was  contemplated     by    Sir 
Stafford   Northcote's  scheme.     In     my 
opinion,    £7,000,000    is    the    least  we 
should  pay  annually  for  the  reduction 
of  Debt.    I  must  say  that  I  think,  espe- 
cially looking  to  the  example  of  Ame- 
rica, we  should  face  with  courage  the 
subject  of  the  reduction  of  the  National 
Debt ;  and  this  we  can  only  effectually 
do  by  a  permanent  reduction   in   the 
National  Expenditure. 

The  chancellor  of  thk  EXCHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  Mr.  Speaker,  I  do 
not  at  all  complain  of  the  speech  just 
made  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
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for  North  Islington  (Mr.  Hartley).  I 
am  glad  to  see  that  he  is  an  advocate  of 
economy,  and  that  he  is  one  likely  to 
support  the  Government  in  resisting  the 
multitudinous  attacks  which  are  made 
on  the  Treasury,  and  which,  I  am  bound 
to  say,  receive  in  the  abstract  much  sup- 
port in  this  House.  It  is  the  duty  of 
those  who  sit  on  this  Bench — and  I  am 
glad  to  say  that  in  the  fulfilment  of  that 
duty  we  have  the  support  of  a  former 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  who  sits  opposite — to  defend 
the  public  purse  in  several  directions. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Islington  has  mixed  up  several  ques- 
tions. He  was,  however,  anxious  to 
bring  forward  the  growing  and  im- 
portant question  of  the  increase  of  the 
local  debt,  and  I  am  glad  that  he  has 
done  so,  although  it  is  scarcely  ad  rem 
in  connection  with  the  present  subject. 
There  is  no  doubt  it  is  a  matter  which 
deserves  the  greatest  attention.  I  am 
glad  to  hail  my  hon.  Friend  as  a  fellow 
worker,  because  I  think  I  was  one  of 
the  first  in  this  House  who  called  atten- 
tion to  the  increase  of  the  local  debt,  and 
who  warned  the  public  and  the  House 
of  the  great  dangers  which  it  involves. 
It  is  a  very  easy  way  of  carrying  out 
local  improvement  and  of  meeting  other 
local  demands  to  create  local  debts ;  but 
it  is  a  dangerous  tendency  which  re- 
quires to  be  carefully  watched.  As  my 
hon.  Friend  has  said,  you  cannot  properly 
separate  the  local  debt  and  the  National 
Debt.  They  must  be  reckoned  together 
when  you  deal  with  the  indebtedness 
of  the  country.  The  gprowing  amount 
of  these  local  debts  is  a  matter  of  very 
considerable  Imperial  as  well  as  local 
importance ;  and  I  am,  therefore, 
glad  that  my  hon.  Friend  has  intro- 
duced the  subject.  But  I  would  point 
out  that  there  is  nothing  in  the  finan- 
cial plans  of  the  Government  which 
in  the  slightest  degree  militates  against 
watchfulness  in  that  respect.  We  do 
not  touch  the  local  debt.  What  we 
touch  is  merely  the  indebtedness  in  re- 
spect of  advances  from  Imperial  funds 
for  local  purposes,  such  indebtedness 
having,  we  think,  been  advancing  with 
too  rapid  strides.  I  have  already  called 
attention  to  the  necessity  for  checking 
these  local  loans.  It  is  within  the  know- 
ledge of  the  House  that  pressure  is  fre- 
quently put  upon  us  to  increase  the 
assistance  given  to  localities  for  every 


possible  purpose.  In  this  connection  I 
will  recall  to  my  hon.  Friend's  (Mr. 
Bartley*s)  recollection  the  remarks  I 
made  in  my  Budget  speech  with  refer- 
ence to  the  growing  expenditure  of  the 
Civil  Service.  My  hon.  Friend  has 
made  a  contrast  between  the  Expendi- 
ture now  and  the  Expenditure  in  1848. 
I  remember  that,  in  a  former  speech,  I 
drew  a  comparison  between  the  Ex- 
penditure now  and  that  in  1868.  I 
pointed  out  that  the  entire  increase  in 
the  Expenditure  was  due,  not  to  the  in- 
creased extravagance  of  the  Government 
in  enlarging  establishments,  but  to  the 
action  of  the  House  in  passing  Eesolu- 
tion  after  Kesolution  and  law  after  law, 
involving  additional  expenditure  in  every 
possible  direction.  It  is  of  no  great 
service  to  call  attention  to  the  increase 
of  Expenditure  unless  it  is  pointed  out 
why  and  how  that  increased  Expendi- 
ture has  arisen ;  and  I  think  that,  in  my 
Budget  speech,  I  proved  conclusively  the 
mode  in  which  it  has  arisen,  and  the 
circumstances  to  which  it  is  due.  There 
has  been  no  great  increase  in  the  cost 
of  administration.  The  great  Depart- 
ments are  administered  at  about  the 
same  cost  now  as  they  were  20  years 
ago.  The  increased  cost  comes  from  the 
fresh  duties  day  by  day  imposed  on  the 
Government,  frequently  against  the  wish 
of  the  Government  itself.  Again,  you 
cannot  entirely  leave  out  of  considera- 
tion the  immense  growth  of  the  popula- 
tion since  1848.  If  the  population  has 
gprown,  of  course  the  cost  of  education, 
of  the  administration  of  the  law,  and 
of  many  other  things,  has  also  in- 
creased. Why,  in  regard  to  the  very 
service  of  the  Post  Office,  the  cost  of 
which  has  rieen  now  to  £8,000.000,  com- 
pared with  a  very  much  smaller  sum  in 
1848,  that  is  an  increase  on  which  the 
House  prides  itself  as  showing  the  enor- 
mous services  rendered  by  the  Post  Office 
to  the  public ;  and  yet  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Bartley)  cited  the  growth  of  that 
expenditure  as  an  instance  of  the  gpreat 
increases  which  have  taken  place.  At 
the  same  time,  I  do  not  complain  of  the 
course  which  has  been  taken  by  my 
hon.  Friend.  I  myself  was  anxious  to 
call  attention  to  the  growing  Expendi- 
ture of  the  country  in  submitting  my 
financial  proposals,  and  I  shall  certainly 
not  object  to  the  criticisms  of  any  hon. 
Member  in  that  direction.  But  I  do 
not  think  my  hon.  Friend  can  fairly  say 
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he  would  have  preferred  that  I  should 
have  handled  these  matters  in  my  Budget 
proposals,  so  as  to  reduce  the  toted  of  the 
financial  plan  which  it  has  been  my  honour 
to  propose  to  the  House.     No  doubt,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has,  and 
ought  to  have,  a  considerable  voice  in 
regard  to  the  Estimates;    but  still  the 
Estimates  are  not  to  the  same  extent  in 
the  hands  and  on  the  responsibility  of 
the   Chancellor    of   the   Exchequer  as 
those  proposals  he  has  to  make  in  order 
to  meet  the  aggregate  amount  of  Ex- 
penditure.    It  is  the  duty  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  object  to  any 
needless  expenditure,   and  to  use    his 
whole  influence  in  cutting  down  such 
expenditure ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it 
cannot  be  said  that  in  his  Budget  pro- 
posals he  can  produce  a  revolution  in 
the  whole  of  the  Estimates  submitted  to 
the  House.    I  come  now  to  the  speech 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  oppo- 
site, and  I  will  deal  first  with  that  por- 
tion of  it  which  resembled  the  speech  of 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Islington  (Mr.  Bartley),  and  which  dealt 
with  the  Budget  in  its  relation  to  Expen- 
diture.   My  right  hon.  Friend  called  my 
proposals,  I  think,  an   encouragement 
to  extravagance,  and  he  reminded  the 
House,  or  suggested  to  the  House,  that 
I  had  been  in  favour  of  large  establish- 
ments when  I  sat  on  those  Benches.     I 
do  not  know  whether  I  understood  my 
right  hon.  Friend  aright. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAKCOURT(  Derby): 
I  have  always  understood  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  was  a  great  supporter, 
when  he  sat  behind  our  Government,  of 
what  was  called  a  spirited  foreign 
policy,  and  what  is  sometimes  called  a 
Jingo  policy. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  No  ;  my  right  hon. 
Friend  went  further  than  that.  He  said 
I  was  in  favour  of  great  establishments, 
and  that  I  had  nut  been  entrusted  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.E.  Gladstone)  with 
great  Departments  in  his  Government. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  I  was 
speaking  of  later  times. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Well,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  wishes  to  escape  from  that  point. 
In  a  very  late  time  I  think  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  would  not  have  objected  to  en- 
trust a  large  Department  to  my  care. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  necessary  to  refer 
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to  such  a  matter,  and  I  have  been  led  to 
make  the  remark  simply   because   my 
right  hon.  Friend  pressed  his  observa- 
tion, and  said  that,  even  in  recent  times, 
I  was  not  to  be  trusted  on  the  subject 
of  great  establishments.     I  certainly  go 
as  far  as  this.    I  think  that  any  exces- 
sive measures  of  reduction  which  lead  to 
a  sudden  increase  of  expenditure  the 
moment  the   first   danger   arises,  is  a 
dangerous  policy.       We   have   several 
times  had  experience  of  this.       After 
great    reductions  have  been    made,   if 
there  hai  been  even  a  moderate  panic, 
Votes  of  Credit  have  been  proposed  in 
order  to  obtain   an  increase   of  stores, 
which  have  been  allowed   to  sink  too 
low.     That,  I  think,  to  be   an  extrava- 
gant  way  of  conducting   the   national 
finances.     But  I  can  assure  mj  right 
hon.   Friend   (Sir  William    Harcourt), 
that  both  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) and  my  noble  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord   George 
Hamilton)  are,  like  myself,  entirely  in 
accord  with  him  in  wishing^  to  make  re- 
ductions wherever  it  is  possible  in  the 
Establishments.    My  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  said  that  there 
was    a    solitary  voice    crying   out  for 
economy;  but  I  think  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  see  that  the  attacks  which 
have  been  made  upon  the  Department 
have  involved,  to  a  great  extent,  the 
action,  not  only  of  the  present  Qt>vem- 
ment,  but  of  the  Government  of  which 
he  was   himself  a  Member,    and    that 
many  of  the  mistakes  alleged  to  have 
been  committed  have  been  committed, 
and  most  of  the  money  alleged  to  have 
been  wasted  has  been  spent,  either  for 
good  or  for  evil,  under  the  auspices  of 
the    Cabinet   of  which   my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  a  Member,  and  during  part 
of  the  existence  of  which  he  occupied 
the  position  that  I  hold  now.     But  I  do 
not  complain  in  the  slightest  degree  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend's  remarks  in  that 
direction.     I  certainly  wish   to  do  him 
this  justice.  I  speak  as  having  succeeded 
him  at  the  Treasury,  although  not  as 
his  immediate  Successor.       I   am  per- 
fectly certain  that  there  never  has  been 
a  more  sincere  champion   of  economy 
than  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  William 
Harcourt),  and  I  would  not  hold  him 
responsible  for  any  extravagance  which 
has  been  committed.      But   when  my 
right  hon.  Friend  sees  that  the  Govem- 
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ment  of  whicli  he  was  a  Member  is  itself 
exposed  to  the  charges  which  have  been 
made,  and  that  it  is  accused  of  having 
fallen  into  se\reral  errors  and  of  having 
spent  money  which  may  be  proved  to 
have  been  wasted,  I  hope  he  will  be  a 
little  charitable  in  judging  of  those  who 
now  occupy  the  place  which  he  formerly 
held.     In  regard  to  the  point  my  right 
hon.  Friend  raised  in  reference  to  the 
suspension  of  the  Sinking  Fund,  and  to 
the  remarks  he  made  with  regard  to  Sir 
StafiPord  Northcote's  position,  I  may  say 
that  I  do  not  object  to  criticism  which 
has  for  its  object  the  strengthening  of 
the  hands  of  the  Government  with  refer- 
ence to  setting  aside  a  large  sum  for  the 
payment  of  the  National  Debt.     But  I 
do  not  think  my  right  hon.  Friend  was 
justified  in  saying  that,  because  the  sum 
has  been    diminished,  we  have,  there- 
fore, overthrown  the  whole  of  the  prin- 
ciple.    I  stated,  in  making  my  Budget 
proposals,    that   if  the   Sinking  Fund 
would  have  been  endangered  by  them, 
I     should    have    been    the   last    man 
to  bring  them  forward.     My  right  hon. 
Friend  mentioned  the  fact  that  even  in 
1880   Sir   Stafford   Northcote    did    not 
touch  the  Sinking  Fund.  But  I  will  call 
my  right  hon.  Friend's  attention  to  this 
point.     If  this  had  been  an  exceptional 
year ;   if  there  had  been  two  or  three 
previous  years  which  showed  different 
symptoms  from  the  present  year,  I  cer- 
tainly should  not  have  consented  to  sus- 
pend any  portion  of  the  Sinking  Fund, 
and  I  certainly  think  that  Sir  Stafford 
Northcote  was  quite  justified  in  not  sus- 
pending it  in  1880.     He  had  then  had 
an  experience  of  five  years,  and  it  was 
hoped  from  year  to  year  that  the  stagna- 
tion of  Ee venue  which  was  then  wit- 
nessed was  only  temporary.     We  were 
all  lothe  to  believe  that  the  stagpaation 
was  of  anything  like  a  permanent  cha- 
racter.    But  seven  more  years  have  now 
passed,  and  they  all  tell  the  same  tale, 
and  all  teach  the  same  lesson.  We  have 
now  arrived  at  a  point  at  which,  with 
the  Income  Tax  at  8^.,  we  are  at  liberty 
to  contrast  the  state  of  things  with  that 
which  existed  when  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote made  his  proposals.     My  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  has  re- 
ferred to  the  statistics  I  quoted  to  show 
that  there  had  been  no  growth  in  the 
Bevenue    at    all    paralleled    with    the 
growth  in  the  population.     My  right 
hon.  Friend  seemed  to  be  unaware  why 


I  had  taken  a  gprowth  of  1  per  cent.     It 
was  because  I  believe  that  the  popula- 
tion increases  1   per  cent.     Instead  of 
there  having  been  a  normal  growth  of 
the  Bevenue  proportionate  to  the  growth 
of  the  population,  it  is  now  seen,  after 
an  experience  of  12  or  13  years,  that  the 
elasticity  of  Bevenue  which  existed  in 
1875,  and  which  formed  the  basis  of  Sir 
Stafford  Northcote's  calculation,  has  en- 
tirely disappeared.    I  quite  admit  that 
the  Fund  ought  not  to  have  been  touched 
until  ample  experience  had  been  gained, 
and  until  it  had  been  seen  what,  looking 
over  a  long  period  of  years,  might  be 
the    expectations    as  to  the  situation. 
Now,   we  have  to  face  this   position. 
Given  the  present  Bevenue,  given  the 
present  Expenditure,  is  it  right  to  main- 
tain the  Income  Tax  at  8i.  in  order  to 
pay  off  that  amount  of  National  Debt 
which  was  fixed  by  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote as  the  normal  amount  to  be  paid 
off  when  the  Income  Tax  stood  at  2d,  ?  I 
submit  that  the  case  is  very  strong  in 
favour  of  an  arrangement  not  for  sus- 
pending the  whole  Fund,  but  for  modify- 
ing the  scheme  and  bringing  it  more  into 
accord  with  the  present  situation .  My  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite  speaks  of  the  sacri- 
fices which  were  made  in  1817,  when  the 
population  was  small,  and  the  wealth  of 
the  country  was  not  such  as  it  is  now. 
I  would  point  out  that  at  that  time  it 
was  far  more  necessary  to  make  large 
provision    for    reducing    the    National 
Debt,  looking  both  at  the  rate  of  in- 
terest paid  and  the  amount  of  the  Debt, 
than  it  is  now.     With  the  credit  of  the 
country  in  its  present  position,  and  with 
money  bearing  only  3  per  cent  interest, 
I   do   not  think  that  the  provision  of 
£5,000,000  a-year  is  inadequate.     Al- 
though it  is  desirable,  and  although  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  country,  to  pay  off  a 
large  sum  every  year,  I  believe  the  posi- 
tion of  the  country  to  be  such  that  it  is 
not  necessary  to  look  at  the  matter  from 
that  point  of  view.     We  are  now  pro- 
posing to  set  aside  a  sum  which  will  pay 
off  the  whole  of  the  Debt  in  56  years.    I 
believe  that  the  proposals  I  have  ven- 
tured to  make  are  suited  to  the  present 
circumstances  of  the  Kingdom,  and  I 
should  deeply  regret  if  my  right  hon. 
Friend  were  justified  in  saying  that  the 
course  I  had  taken  had  imperilled  the 
Sinking  Fund  as  regards  the  £5,000,000. 
If  that  were  my  conviction,  if  I  shared 
that  apprehension,  I  certainly  should 
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not  have  made  these  proposali.     I  am    chslleuifod,  which  would  hsTs  been  kwM  it 
(tlad  to  see  the  feeling  which  has  been    o»d«»ftwtbepaMiDghereof." 


displayed,  because  it  indicates  a  detet- 
mination  to  maintain  the  proposals 
which  I  have  eubmitted  to  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  agrui  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 
mitttd  for  Thurtday. 

TBUST8     (SCOTLAND)     ACT    (1867) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  226.] 

{Mr.  Soiieiter  Oeneral  for  Scotland,    The  Lord 

Advorali.) 


Bill  eonndtrtdm  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (8hott  title)  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Power  to  trustees  to  make 
abatement  of  rant). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lobd  Advocate, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  1,  line  9,  bj 
leaving  out  after  "  powers"  to  and 
iDcluding  "authority,"  in  line  12,  and 
inserting — 

"  conferred  npon  tnut«es  hj  the  BecoDd 
aecltoQ  of  '  The  Tnista  (Scotlimd]  Act,   1867,' 


M&.  BOZIER:  I  be^  to  move  as  a 
conseqaentialAmendment,  niter  the  word 
"  rent,"  to  insert  the  words  "  or  accept- 
ance of  renunciation  of  any  such  leue." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  Nev 
Clause,  after  the  word  "rent"  to  inicfl 
"or  acceptance  of  renunoiatioa  ofanj 
such  lease."— (iff.  SoMiar.) 

Question,  "  That  those  words  be  then 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  the  Clause,  M 
amended,  be  added  to  the  BUI,"  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  eon- 
sidered  upon  T/turiday. 

COKN  BALES  BILL.— [Bai,  91.] 

(Jfr.  SankiH,  Sir  Jmpk  S.  BaiUg,  Mr,  R.  T. 

Dmatport,  Mr.    Wittiamaon.) 

SIOOND  .SEADIHO. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 
Mb.  BANXIN  (Herefordshire,  Leo- 
minster) :   In  moving  that   the  Ordw 


n  bU  tniBt*  to  which  that  section  appUe*  the  fof  the   Second  Beadinif    of    ttia  Bill 

'^■^n^pTrr"    ux.-        «^      f  ^  discharged,  I  would  1«k  the  Se«. 

Mr.  HOZIEE  (Lanarkshire,   8.)  :    I  tary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  to   irive  th» 

think,  Mr.  Courtney,  that  the  scope  of  this  House  some  assurance,  for  the  aatfsfactioa 

BiUmightbesomewhatextended.    Asit  o(   ^^^  .„^^    „e  interested   in   thii 

stands  at  present,  it  gives  permission  to  subjeot-and  they  are  numeroua— thst 

trustees  to  grant  reductions  of  rent,  and  it  jg  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 

I  cannot  help  thinkmg  that  it  ought  to  be  vernment  to  deal  with  theeubject  at  « 

eitended   so  as   to  enable   trustees   to  early  period  next  Session. 

allow  leases  to  be  given  up  entirely.    I  ,,    .           ,         ,  „ 

therefore  beg  to  move,   at  the  end  of  *[***'°°  '^*^/'  ^^  Queation  propoM 

Clause  2,    to   add   the    words  "and  to  "  ThattheOrderfor  theSeoonJEeading 

accept  renunciations   of   leases  of  any  ^  discharged.  ~(ifr.  SatUnn.) 

such  subjecta."  The  8EGRETAKY  to  the  BOAHD 

Amendmentproposed,atendofClause,  of  TBADE  (Baran  Hekkt  Bb  Wobio) 

to  add  "and  to  accept  renunciations  of  (Liverpool,  East    Toxteth)  :     I    eaanot 

leases    of    any    such    subjects." — (1/r.  take  upon   myself  to    do    that;    bnt  I 

Sbtier.)  may   say  to    my  hon.    Friend  that  thi 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  Government  hope  next  Session  tbeymaj 

be  there  added."  *"■  '^^''  *"  ■'°°'  "''*"  *'"'  — ^-—-'^ 


Mr.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD:  I 
think  that  these  words  would  be  a  de- 
cided improvement  to  the  Bill,  and  the 
Qovemment  will  accept  them. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Words  added. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Mao- 
ooiTAU),  the  following  New  Clause  was 
agreed  to: — 
(Put  abatement  of  rent  not  liable  to  challenge.} 

"  No  abatflmenl  or  reduction  of  rent,  harsto- 
fors  made  b;  UoatMi,  ahall  be  liable   to  be 

Jfr.  OoKhen 


be  able  to  deal  with  the  subject. 
Motion  agreed  t*. 
Order  dieeharged. 
Bill  withdrawn. 

MOTIONS. 

AHMT  AND  NAVY  ESTIMATES. 
NOMINATION  OF  SKI.ECT    OOKMITTXI. 

Motion  made,  and  Queation  propoMii 
"  That  the  Select  Committee  do  oonMt 
of  Nineteen  Membera." — (Jfr  w  3- 
Smith.) 
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Mb.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid):  I 
hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
consent  to  defer  the  no|nination  of  this 
Oommittee  until  Thursday,  seeing  that 
there  are  a  large  number  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men interested  in  the  subject  who  are 
not  now  present. 

Thb  first  lord  op  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  regret  that  it  is  not  in 
my  power  to  accede  to  the  request  of 
the  hon.  Member.  As  the  House  is 
aware,  the  Motion  for  the  appointment 
of  this  Oommittee  has  been  on  the  Paper 
for  a  long  time,  and  for  a  long  time  it 
was  blocked  by  a  Notice  of  opposition. 
Although  it  was  the  desire  of  almost 
the  whole  of  the  House  that  this  Motion 
should  be  proceeded  with,  it  was  not  in 
our  power  to  reach  it  in  time.  We  have 
now  an  opportunity  of  going  on  with  it ; 
it  has  the  general  sanction  of  the  House, 
and  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  proceed 
with  the  business  of  appointment  of 
Members  of  the  Oommittee  with  the 
least  possible  delay. 

Mb.  mason  :  Under  the  circum- 
stances, I  have  now  to  move  that  the 
number  of  Members  of  the  Oommittee 
be  increased  to  25.  I  am  sorry  that  we 
should  have  to  go  on  with  the  Motion 
now,  but  I  can  understand  the  desire  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  pro- 
ceed while  the  Motion  is  not  blocked. 
My  reason  for  advocating  the  increase  of 
the  number  on  the  Oommittee  to  25 
arises,  in  the  first  instance,  from  a  pro- 
mise given  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  that  the  number  of  the  Oom- 
mittee would  be  25.  This  he  stated  in 
answer  to  a  Question  from  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber ;  and  I  do  not  know  on  what  grounds 
the  Gbvemment  have  departed  from  that 
intention  and  reduced  the  number  to  19. 
I  am  of  opinion  that  25  would  be  a 
better  number,  and  my  judgment  is  sup- 
ported by  precedents.  On  looking  back 
over  the  Parliamentary  history  of  the 
past  century,  I  find  a  number  of  Oom- 
mittees  nominated  with  similar  objects 
to  this.  There  was  a  Oommittee  in  1 786, 
another  in  1790,  and  others  in  1807, 
1817  and  1828,  and  on  the  last  occasion 
in  1848.  I  took  especial  care  to  look  up 
the  precedent  of  the  appointment  of  the 
Oommittee  of  1828.  It  was  appointed, 
I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  by  the 
most  eminent  statesman  of  the  cen- 
tury, Sir  Robert  Peel,  and  the  number 


he  nominated  at  that  time,  in  a  much 
smaller  House  than  we  have  at  present, 
was  23.    I  have  no  doubt  that  the  ex- 
perience and  authority  of  this  statesman 
will  weigh  considerably  with  Members 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House.    I  do 
not  think  I  am  asking  that  the  Oom- 
mittee should  be  unduly  enlarged  when 
I  mention  the  number  as  25,  when  we 
consider  the  House  is  so  much  larger, 
and  the  questions  with  which  the  Oom- 
mittee will  have  to   deal  of  so  much 
greater  magnitude.     I  look  upon  this 
as,  in  no  sense,  a  Party  question  ;  and  I 
am  perfectly  well  aware  that  there  are 
Members  on  the  other  side  as  sincerely 
anxious  for  economy  as  Members  on  this 
side ;  and  that  being  the  case,  I  may 
appeal  to  theGt)vemment  to  increase  the 
size  of  the  Oommittee,  and  that  for  seve- 
ral other  reasons  I  will  now  allude  to  in 
as  succinct  a  manner  as  I  possibly  can. 
I  dare  say  the  House  is  aware  that  I 
raised  this  question  a-year  and  a-half 
ago ;  it  was  the  first  thing  to  which  I 
put  my  hands  on  entering  Parliament. 
Doubtless,  the  question  has  been  accele- 
rated by  the  adhesion  and  support  of  an 
eminent  noble  Lord,  whose  influence  was 
sufficient  to  induce  the  Government  to 
adopt  the  idea  of  a  Finance  Oommittee 
for  the  purpose  of  cutting  down  the 
Estimates.    1  thank  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South   Paddington  (Lord 
Randolph   Ohurohill)  for  the    support 
he   has  given   in   bringing   this  ques- 
tion to  the  front  much  more  rapidly 
than  if  the  movement  had  not  had  his 
support.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler),in  one  of  the  debates 
upon  the  Budget,  made  the  statement 
that  he  believed  the  Army  and  Navy 
cos^us  for  every  £1  sterling  spent  on 
them  30«. — ^that  is  to  say,  that  we  only 
get  a  £1  worth  for  every  30».   spent; 
and  that  being  so  the  Estimates  should 
be  cut  down  at  least  £10,000,000  a-year. 
I  do  not  know  any  Member  of  this  House 
more  competent  to  give  a  sound  opinion 
— he  has  been  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
and  knows  how  the  money  goes — the 
object  then  is  to  cut  and  carve  upon  this 
enormous  sum  of  £10,000,000  wasted 
annually  on  these  Services.    I  believe  it 
was  the  noble  Lord  the   Member  for 
South    Paddington     (Lord    Randolph 
Ohurohill)  who  said    a    large  portion 
was  as  much  wasted  as  if  it  were  thrown 
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down  the  gutter.  That  being  the  case, 
we  naturally  turn  to  the  composition  of 
this  Committee,and  consider  it  in  regard 
to  the  work  it  has  to  do.  I  look  over 
the  names  and  ask  myself  the  question, 
how  have  they  been  selected  ?  Are  they 
the  names  of  the  best  men  we  could 
get  for  the  work  ?  I  do  not  think  so. 
I  do  not  complain  of  the  nomination  of 
Members  of  the  Government,  nor  so 
much  of  Members  selected  from  that 
side;  but  I  think  there  might  have 
been  a  much  better  nomination  from 
this  side.  I  quite  understand  that  the 
Ministers  of  the  day  ought  to  be  on 
the  Committee ;  they  are  proposed  as  a 
matter  of  course,  and  include  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  and  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury.  But  I  cannot  see  any  reason 
why  ex-officials  and  ex-Ministers  should 
be  Members  of  a  Committee  intended 
to  inquire  into  and  consider  transactions 
and  expenditure  that  grew  up  unchecked 
under  the  very  noses  of  these  officials 
and  Ministers.  Why  should  they  be 
appointed  to  sit  as  judges  upon  de- 
linquencies which  occurred  under  their 
control  ?  In  my  opinion,  shared  I  know 
by  many  others,  these  Gentlemen  should 
be  called  as  witnesses  to  give  evidence, 
not  to  make  a  Beport.  There  is  another 
reason  which  I  think  should  commend 
itself  to  the  judgment  of  the  House  in 
favour  of  making  a  slight  alteration  in 
the  nominations.  With  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates in  view,  I  look  down  the  nomi- 
nations and  look  in  vain  for  the  name 
of  a  single  Gentleman  who  has  any 
practical  knowledge  of  ship-building, 
and  yet  we  have  several  such  among  the 
Members  of  this  House.  There  is  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Govan  Division 
of  Lanarkshire  (Mr.  Pearce),  a  member 
of  the  largest  ship-building  firm  on  the 
Clyde ;  and,  again,  we  have  in  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Jarrow  Division  of 
Durham  (Sir  Charles  Palmer)  a  repre- 
sentative of  the  large  shipbuilding 
interests  on  the  Tyne.  Both  these  hon. 
Members  are  eminently  capable  of 
giving  a  sound  opinion  on  the  Estimates 
framed  by  the  Admiralty  for  the  build- 
ing of  ships,  13  of  which  I  believe  are 
to  be  built  this  year.  There  is  not  in 
these  nominations  the  name  of  any 
Gentleman  capable  of  giving  a  close, 
practical  scrutiny  to  these  Estimates. 
Take,  for  instance,  such  an  item  as 
£300,000  or  £400,000  for  the  building 

Mr,  Mason 


of  a  ship ;  when  this  comes  before  the 
Committee  there  is  no  one  to  say  whether 
this  is  an  over-estimate  or  not,  as  other 
of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  I  have  refened 
to  could  were  they  on   the  Oonmuttee. 
A  ship  is  said   to    have    a   certain  dii- 
placement,  tonnage,  and  engine  pover. 
and  the  cost  is  given,  say,  at  £4OO,O00,iDd 
these  Gentlemen  could  tell  you  wbetiM 
the  ship  should  cost  so  much.  Nodoobt, 
they  would  be  able  to  say  where  the 
money  would    be    wasted ,     and  ooaid 
show  how  the  cost  should  be  rednoed 
probably  to  £300,000.       But  there  is 
no    Member     nominated     capable  of 
putting  his  finger  on  the  estimate  and 
saying,  with  authority  and  experience, 
whether   it  is  right  or   wrong.    This 
is  clearly  a  mistake.     Then,  again,  with 
regard  to  materials,  there  is  no  Member 
in    these    nominations    with    praeticil 
knowledge  of  the  value  of  metals  and 
materials  largely  required  in  Army  and 
Navy  stores.  Nor  is  there  anyone,  so  fir 
as  I  know,  who  knows  anything  aboat 
the  manufacture  and  value  of  dothiof 
or  equipments  required  in  either  Serviee^ 
Neither  do  I  think,  looking  at  the  Gob- 
mittee  as  a  whole,  have  you  that  elemefit 
of  a  commercial  and  business  character 
you  require  for  the  work  to  be  done.  I 
except  the  Secretary   to   the  Twuatj 
(Mr.  Jackson),  who  is  a  business  mai- 
The  Beport  from  a  Committee  thus  coe* 
stituted  will  not  be  worth  the  paper  iti> 
printed  on.     Another  point  I  wish  ^ 
notice  is  this.    The  House  is  now  ooa- 
posed  of  fully  half  new  Members ;  hi*^ 
you  this  half  of  the  House  repr^eate^ 
on  the  Committee  ?     No ;  you  have  on)j 
four  or  five,  and  I  say  this  is  not  dealiig 
fairly  with  the  House.     But  my  gmi 
objection  is  that  I  do  not  consider  tkt 
Committee  is  of  such  a    nature  as  to 
enable  us  to  get  the  Heport  we  wish  &r 
enabling  us  to  cut  down  the  £zpendtttit 
of  the  country.     A  Itoyal  CommisaioB 
has  just  reported  upon  the  system  <i^ 
patterns  for  warlike  stores,  and  I  wool^ 
have  gone  into    this    Keport  a   littk 
more    fully,   if   it    were    not    so  late* 
to    show   that    this     Commission   btf 
practically     recommended     what    tioi 
Committee   might  be    expected  to  ^ 
They  want  a  Commission  appointed  t> 
assist  the  Government  of  the  day.   Hj 
original  idea  when  I  raised  the  qaeatioB 
in  the  House  was  preustically  this— tbit 
a  Committee  should  be  appointed  eii 
year,  that  it  should  consist  of  39  Ifas* 
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bers  divisible  iato  three  sections,  13  to 
examine  the  Army  Estimates,  13  the 
Navy,  and  13  the  Civil  Service  Estimates, 
presided  over  by  Ministers  of  the  day ; 
and  that  its  functions  should  be  to 
assist  the  Government  of  the  day,  whe- 
ther Tory  or  Liberal,  to  scrutinize  the 
Estimates — going  over  them  to  see  that 
we  really  get  value  for  the  money.  That 
is  really  the  question  before  us.  It  was 
objected  last  year  that  this  would  be  to 
dictate  a  policy  to  the  Qovernment ;  but 
we  do  not  wish  to  do  that ;  it  is  to  simply 
help  the  Minister  of  the  day  to  see  that 
money  is  not  worse  than  wasted  in 
the  Departments.  I  do  not  intend  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House  further ; 
I  will  simply  move  this  increase  in  the 
number  of  the  Committee,  and  I  trust 
the  Qovernment  will  yield  to  the  request 
I  make.  I  know  of  Gentlemen  quite 
willing  to  serve,  and  I  am  sure  their 
additions  would  strengthen  the  Com- 
mittee. There  is  another  point  I  just 
wish  to  notice,  a  point  somewhat  per- 
sonal to  myself,  and  I  do  not  dwell  upon 
it.  It  is  in  a  measure  forced  upon  me 
by  constant  inquiries  from  my  consti- 
tuents, who  are  somewhat  surprised, 
knowing  that  I  raised  this  question,  to 
£nd  that  my  name  is  not  among  the 
nominations.  I  do  not  complain  per- 
sonally, but  simply  in  my  representative 
character,  and  when  I  am  asked  why  it 
is  I  have  not  been  nominated,  I  can  only 
answer  that  I  really  do  not  know.  It 
is  usual,  however,  to  put  on  a  Committee 
the  name  of  the  Member  who  raised  the 
question ;  but  I  do  not  dwell  upon  that, 
but  move  the  Amendment. 

Admibal  FIELD  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne) :  I  second  the  Motion  pro  formd, 
not  that  I  quite  agree  with  the  proposal, 
but  it  enables  me  to  make  some  remarks 
on  the  composition  of  this  Committee, 
though  I  care  not  a  brass  farthing  whe- 
ther the  number  is  25  or  21.  I  am, 
however,  strongly  of  opinion  that  the 
number  ought  to  be  larger  than  19, 
unless  you  get  rid  of  some  of  the  names 
on  the  list,  as  proposed.  Let  me  say,  at 
the  outset,  that  naval  men  do  not  fear 
inquiry ;  they  court  it ;  but  we  say,  if 
there  is  to  be  an  inquiry,  let  it  be  an 
honest  inquiry,  and  let  the  Committee 
be  thoroughly  qualified  to  undertake 
the  work.  I  find  fault  with  the  compo- 
sition of  the  Committee  on  two  grounds 
— that  men  are  put  on  the  list  who  can- 
not by  any  possibility  know  anything  on 


the  subject  they  are  called  upon  to  in- 
quire into ;  and  I  find  fault  with  the  list 
for  its  sins  of  omission.  First  of  all,  I 
think  the  object  of  the  Committee  ought 
to  be  clearly  defined.  We  are  told  it  is 
to  inquire  into  the  Army  and  Navy  Esti- 
mates. I  did  my  best  to  enlarge  the 
scope  of  the  inquiry,  but  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  fall  in  with  my  views.  I 
wanted  an  expression  of  opinion  as  re- 
gards the  Navy — first,  as  to  what 
force  we  really  require  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  Empire  ;  next,  as  to 
what  it  will  cost;  and  last,  what  is 
the  amount  of  money  you  can  afford  to 
spend  on  it  each  year?  whereas  now 
the  Committee  is  simply  to  out  down 
totals,  and  not  to  inquire  into  the 
efiB.ciency  and  requirements  of  the  Ser- 
vice. I  have  no  sympathy  with  that 
kind  of  inquiry.  And  now  I  will,  in 
a  few  words,  tell  you  of  what  I 
complain  in  the  composition  of  this 
Committee.  First  we  have  an  ex- 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer — of  course 
a  very  able  man — an  economist,  though 
a  new-born  economist.  Then  we  have 
three  military  officers,  and  I  find  no 
fault  with  their  nomination — they  have 
a  right  to  be  there.  Then  we  have  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty — quite 
right.  But  then  we  have  an  ex-First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  who  did  more 
to  injure  the  Service,  towards  the  ruin 
of  the  Service,  than  any  other  man  in 
the  House.  I  do  not  want  to  see  him 
on  the  Committee,  but  if  he  is  to  be 
put  on,  then  let  us  have  more  men  to 
check  him  by  their  votes.  Then  we 
have  an  ex-Secretary  of  the  Admiralty 
who  assisted  that  ex-First  Lord  in  his 
villainous  work.  [Cn>«  o/ **  Order ! ''"| 
I  will  withdraw  the  expression,  if  it  is 
un-Parliamentary.  I  only  speak  in  a 
naval  sense 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  will  be  good  enough  to 
withdraw  that  expression. 

Admiral  FIELD  :  Certainly,  Sir.  I 
withdraw  it,  and  apologize  to  the  House 
for  having  used  it,  but  I  only  used  the 
word  in  a  political  sense.  There  is 
the  name  of  an  ex-Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  who  assisted  a  First  Lord 
in  what  we  naval  men  consider  was 
ruinous  work  to  the  Service.  We 
have  on  the  Committee  the  Minister 
of  War,  the  Secretary  and  ex- Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury — good  men,  very 
properly  placed  there.     And  then  we 
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have  two  barristers!     What  do    they 
know  about  the  Army  and  Navy  Esti- 
mates?    Very    competent    men    they 
doubtless  are  in  their  proper  plaoe,  but 
that  is  not  on  this  Committee.     Then 
there    is  Tan    Indian    civilian ;     what 
does  he  know  about  naval  and  mili- 
rary  administration  ?    Then  we  have  a 
Scotch  doctor,  no  doubt  a  very  able 
man,  and  he  has  signalized  his  advent 
to  the  House' by  being  down  upon  all 
officers  in   either  Service  in    the  dis- 
charge of  their  duty.    Then  we  have 
three  nondescripts,  not  likely  to  bring 
much  useful  knowledge  to  this  inquiry ; 
and  at  last  we  have  one  naval  man. 
Three  soldiers  to  one  naval  man  !    And 
now  for  the  sins  of  omission.  One  would 
have  thought  that  of  Members  of  the  late 
Administration  in  the  Admiralty,  that 
at  least  the  late  Civil  Lord  of  the  Admi- 
ralty would  have  been  put  on  the  Com- 
mittee;   at    all    events,  he    has  some 
knowledge  of  naval  matters,   being  a 
naval    officer.      If  you    will    not    in- 
crease the  number  above  19,  then  elimi- 
nate one  of  these  names,  and  substitute 
the  late  Civil  Lord,  who  would  bring 
special   knowledge    of   the    Admiralty 
Department,  in  which  he  did  good  work. 
When  we  appointed  the  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the   charges  ag^nst  the 
London    Corporation — a  veiy    capable 
Oommittee^we  included  two  assessors, 
because    of    their    presumed     special 
knowledge  on    the   subject  under  in- 
quiry, to  sit  but  not  to  vote.     Then, 
I  say,   why  not  appoint   assessors    in 
this  case,  even  if  you  do  not  g^ve  them 
votes  ?  The  Financial  Secretaries  to  the 
War  Office  and  the  Admiralty  are  men 
specially  informed  upon  th^se  Estimates, 
and  largely  responsible  for  the  form  in 
which  they  are  presented  to  the  House, 
and  they  should  certainly  be  present  to 
assist  the  Committee  in  their  investiga-  j 
tions.  I  win  not  detain  the  House  further. 
I  am  not  satisfied  with  the  composition 
of  the  Committee,  and  I  think  I  have 
shown  sufficient  reasons  for  that  dissatis- 
faction.    I  do  not  care  from  which  side 
they  are  selected ;  but  if  this  inquiry  is 
to  be  a  reality  and  not  a  sham,  then  get 
men  well  qualified  for  the  work  they 
have  to  do. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  '*  Nineteen,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
words  **  Twenty-five."— (Jtfr.  JTcmii.) 

Question  propoeed,  "That  the  word 
<*  Nineteen  "  stand  part  of  the  Qaestion«" 

AimkwlFiM 


The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.    W.    H.   Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  :   I    have    listened    with 
great  interest  to  the  two  speeches  the 
House  has  heard;  but  I  am  sorry  to 
say  I  do  not  see  my  way  to  accept  the 
Amendment   the    hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  Mason)  has  moved.    Our 
object  is  to  obtain  a  Report  from  the 
Committee  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and 
all  experience   has   shown  that   large 
Committees  cannot  deal  with  a  subject 
so  rapidly  as  smaller  ones.    The  hon. 
Member  has  referred  to   a  precedent 
of  some  years  ago,  when  a  larger  Com- 
mittee was  appointed ;   but  if  he  had 
gone  to  the  last  and  most  important 
appointment  of  such  a  Committee  for 
many  years,  that  of  1849,  he  would  have 
found  that  the  number  was  only  13, 
when   originally   appointed,  though  it 
may  have  been  increased  afterwards.     I 
will  venture  to  appeal  to  buainees  men, 
whether  a  large  body  of  men  sitting  and 
examining  witnesses  on  questions  of  this 
kind,  do  not,  must  not  necessarily,  occupy 
a  great  deal  more  time  in  arriving  at  the 
facts  of  the  case  than  a  smaller  body  of 
men.   The  hon.  Member  remarked  upon 
the  absence  of   the  names  of  certain 
Members,  and  he  has  done  justice  to  the 
Gbvemment  for  the  nominations  on  this 
side ;  with  the  other  side  we  have  had 
nothing  to  do ;  but  in  reference  to  his 
remarks,  I  would  say  that  the  knowledge 
of  those  Members  he  referred  to  can  be 
best  availed  of  by  calling  them  as  wit- 
nesses rather  tlum  by  placing  them  on 
the  Committee.     WiUi  regard  to  one  of 
the  Qentlemen,  I  think  he  is  a  contractor 
for  the  Oovemment  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, and,  therefore,  it  is  sciucely  desir- 
able that  he  should  be  appointed  to  sit 
in  judgment  upon  questions  in  which  he 
is  more  or  less  interested.     We  desire 
to  obtain  for  service  on  the  Committee 
Qentlemen    trained    to  afihirs  of  busi- 
ness, who  will  present  a  Report  lor  the 
g^dance   of  ^e  House  on   qneetionB 
of  very    great   importance.     The  hon. 
and  gallant  Qentleman  (Admiral  Field) 
has  gone  through  the  list  and  has  shown 
reasons  why  some  of  the  names  put  on 
the  Paper  ^onld  be  placed  on  the  Com- 
mittee, and  I  think,  myself,  it  is  only 
right  that  every  view  of  the  case  should 
be  represented.     The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  is  well  able,  on  his   part,  to 
defend  the  interests  of  the  Service  with 
which  he  is  connected ;  but  the  names 
on  the  list  were»  in  a  great  maaraze^ 
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inserted  at  the  instance  of  Gentlemen  re- 
presenting the  Services ;  and,  so  far  as 
the  Ooyemment  are  concerned,  we  are 
practically  responsible  for  only  a  few 
names,  which  we  intended  to  represent 
the  calm,  sober  judgment  of  Members 
who  have  not  expressed  any  opinion  on 
the  questions  involved,  possessed  of 
sound  judgment,  and  capable  of  de- 
voting time  to  the  consideration  of  these 
important  matters.  I  hope  we  may  be 
now  allowed  to  proceed  with  the  nomi- 
nations of  the  19  Members;  and  if  it 
should  appear  desirable  that  other 
names  should  be  substituted  for  some 
of  these,  no  doubt  we  can  make  the 
alteration  on  a  later  day. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  120 :  Noes 
31 :  Majority  89.— (Div.  List,  No.  187.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Lord  George  Hamilton,  Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill,  Mr.  Edward  Stanhope, 
Mr.  Ohilders,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr.  Jackson,  Mr. 
Oaine,  and  Sir  William  Grossman,  nomi- 
nated Members  of  the  Oommittee. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Jen- 
nings be  a  Member  of  the  Oommittee." 

Db.  OLARK  (Caithness) :  I  think, 
Sir,  it  would  be  desirable  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  allow  the  names  of  two 
Members  to  be  withdrawn,  in  order  that 
two  naval  men  might  be  substituted  for 
them.  I  do  not  like  to  propose  that 
Mr.  Jennings  and  Captain  Cotton  should 
withdraw ;  but  I  think  that  perhaps  Mr. 
Picton  and.  Sir  William  Plowden  might 
do  so  to  make  room  for  two  more  naval 
Members. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  think,  Mr. 
Speaker,  that  the  better  coarse  would  be 
to  allow  the  Committee  to  be  appointed 
as  it  stands,  and  then,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  spoken  can,  by  making 
representations  to  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  conduct  business  of  this  character 
on  his  own  side  of  the  House,  induce 
any  hon.  Member  to  withdraw  from  the 
Committee,  the  Government  will  be  per- 
fectly ready  to  substitute  another  name. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  is  very  well  aware 
that  there  is  an  understanding  as  to  the 
appointment  of  these  Committees,  and 
in  the  absence  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
themselves  it  would  not  be  courtesy  for 
the  Gt)vernment  to  depart  from  that 
understanding.  As  regards  the  two  or 
three  Members  mentioned  by  the  hon. 


Gentleman,  we  could  not   accept    any 
change  in  their  absence. 

Mb.  GEDGE  (Stockport):  As  my 
hon.  Friend  and  Colleague  (Mr.  Jen- 
nings) is  not  here,  I  wish  to  say  that 
this  is  a  subject  to  which  he  has  given 
g^at  attention,  especially  from  the  point 
of  view  of  economy,  and  I  thiuk  that  it 
would  be  a  g^eat  mistake  if  the  House 
were  not  to  have  the  advantage  of  his 
services  on  the  Committee. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  ''That  Mr.  A.  Gathome- 
Hardy,  Mr.  James  Campbell,  Captain 
Cotton,  Admiral  Mayne,  X)r.  Cameron, 
and  Sir  William  Plowden  be  Members 
of  the  Committee,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  Mr.  Picton 
be  a  Member  of  the  Committee." 

Admibal  field  (Sussex,  East- 
bourne): I  object  to  that  name,  Sir; 
and  I  should  like  to  move,  in  spite  of 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
has  said,  that  the  name  of  the  late  Civil 
y  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  should  be  sub- 
stituted for  it. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  can  object  to  a  name, 
but  he  cannot  propose  another  without 
Notice.  Does  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman object  to  the  name  ? 

Admibal  FIELD:  Yes,  Sir;  I  do, 
very  strongly. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  ''That  Colonel  Nolan  and 
Mr.  Sexton  be  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee," put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  Com- 
mittee  have  power  to  send  for  persons, 
papers,  and  records;  Five  to  be  the 
quorum." 

CoMMANDBB  BETHELL  (York,  E.R., 
Hoderness):  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  whether  this  Committee 
will  have  in  its  power  the  decision  of 
matters  of  policy,  or  whether  it  will  only 
deal  with  tne  method  in  which  the  money 
has  been  expended  ?  The  answer  to  this 
Question  may  make  a  great  deal  of  dif- 
ference respecting  our  views  with  regard 
to  the  composition  of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  In  answer  to 
the  observation  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  the  Com- 
mittee was  never  intended  in  any  way 
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Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Firtt  Reading  — 
Law  Agents  (Scotland)  Act  (1873)  Amend- 
ment *  [284  J ;  Intermediate  Education 
(Wales)  (No.  2)  •  r286]. 

Committee — Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ire- 
land) [217]  [Thirteenth  Night}— ^.v. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Deeds  of  Arrangement 
Registration  [231-283]. 

Considered  at  amended — First  Offenders  [189], 
debate  adjourned. 

Withdraum—Qroiiein  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act 
(1886)  Amendment  (No.  3)  •  [219]. 

Provisional  Order  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First 
Reading  —  Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  • 
[279];  Local  Government  (No.  6)*  [280]; 
Local  Government  (No.  6)  •  [281]  ;  Local 
Gk)vemment  ^No.  7)  •  [282]. 

Second  Reading  -  Local  Government  (No.  3)  * 
[268]  ;  Local  Government  (No.  4)  •  [269]. 

NOTICE    OF  MOTION. 


whatever  to  lessen  the  responsibility  of 
the  Government  of  the  day.  When  the 
Oovernment  accepted  the  suggestion  of 
my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  Pad- 
dington  (Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  that 
the  Committee  should  be  appointed,  my 
noble  Friend  said  that  he  intended  to 
reserve  to  the  Government  the  full  re- 
sponsibility of  policy;  and  I,  in  assenting 
to  the  appointment  of  the  Committee  in 
principle,  reserved  to  the  Government 
full  responsibility.  The  duties  of  the 
Committee  will  be  carefully  to  examine 
the  Estimates  item  by  item,  and  to  report 
whether  the  money  voted  by  Parliament 
has  been  wisely  and  economically  ap- 
plied, and  whether  the  country  has  got 
a  good  and  full  return  for  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

PIEB  AND   HA.RBOUB  FROVISIOXAL  ORDERS 

(no.  2)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Baron  Henry  De  Worms,  Bill 
to  confirm  certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by 
the  Board  of  Trade,  under  **  The  General  Pier 
and  Harbour  A.ct,  1861/'  relating  to  Boscombe 
and  Bridlington,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 
Baron  Henry  De  Worms  and  Mr.  Jackson. 

"Siilpretentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  276.] 

MBTBOPOLIS   (gable    STREET,     SHADWELL) 
PROVISIONAL   ORDER  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Provisional  Order  of  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Principal  Secretaries  of  State,  for  the 
improvement  of  an  unhealthy  area  at  Shadwell, 
within  the  Metropolis,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley  and  Mr.  Secretary 
Matthews. 

BUlpreaentedt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  277.] 

METROPOLIS  (SHELTON  STREET,  ST.  OILES's) 

PROVISIONAL   ORDER   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Provisional  Order  of  one  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Principal  Secretaries  of  State,  for  the 
improvement  of  an  unhealthy  area  at  St.  Giles 
in  the  Fields,  within  the  Metropolis,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley  and 
Mr.  Secretary  Matthews. 

"BilXpresentedt  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  278.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes 
before  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesdag,  7th  June,  1887. 

MINUTES.]— Supply— tfotwiVfer^f  in  Committee 
Resolutions  [June  6]  reported, 

Pbxvatb  Bill  (by  Order)  ^  Second  Reading  — 
Westminster  (Parliament  Street,  &o.)  Im- 
provements.* 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 


BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Mr.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
sliire,  Oswestry) :  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  on  tliis  day  fortnight  1  shall  call 
attention  to  the  manner  in  which  Public 
Business  is  being  conducted  ;  to  the  fact 
that  the  Local  Loans  Bill  of  21  Clauses 
was  hurried  through  its  Second  Beading 
on  Monday  night  without  any  explana- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Minister  in  charge 
of  it,  and  without  debate;  also  to  the 
fact  that  many  weeks  have  been  con- 
sumed by  prolonged  debates  on  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 
Bill,  to  the  almost  total  exclusion  of 
other  Business  ;  and  to  move— 

"That  this  House,  while  prepared  to  give  a 
general  support  to  the  Government  in  the 
management  of  Business,  is  of  opinion  that 
too  much  time  having  been  already  spent  in 
its  consideration,  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
(Ireland)  Bill  ohould  be  passed  through  its  re- 
maining stages  within  a  short  and  limited 
period." 

Q  UESTI0N8. 


CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  YEAR 
OF  HER  MAJESTY'S  REIGN —THE 
ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
it  is  the  fact  that  a  Circular  has  been 
issued  by  the  Inspector  General  of  Con- 
stabulary in  Ireland  to  the  different 
police  stations  throughout  the  country 
calling  on  the  men  to  subscribe  funds  to 
purchase  a  horse  and  jaunting  car  as  a 
Jubilee  offering  to  the  Queen  ;  whether 
the  said  Circular  requires  the  sergeant 
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in  each  station  to  note  down  the  names 
of  noQ-aubecribers ;    and,    whether,    ia 

that  case,  lie  will  consider  the  propriety  ,,  _  ,,  _„ , ,  -.r  ,t  ^  j.  «  ^ 
of  taking  steps  to  protect  the  men  who  ^e  T.  M  H^lT  (Longford.  N.) 
may  not  desire  to  subscribe  from  be-  ^^^f  the  Ch.ef  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
coming  marked  men.  and  as  suoh  subject  lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Have  the  Govern- 
to  injury,  dismissal,  or  other  unfair  °l«°J  *"/  ^formation  as  to  the  refusal 
treatment?  The  hon.  Member  observed  f  *^?  Amencan  authorities  to  allow  14 
that  he  had  received  a  letter  from  a  [a^i'lifK  emip-ated  from  County  Mayo 
memberoftheEoyal  Irish  Constabulary  ^^  ^^^^'M^^y  Stoney.  esqidre, 
complaining  that  ho  had  been  obliged  J;^-  ^\  *>'  Bossturk,  to  be  landed  m 
to  inve  ^^^  York  yesterday,  on  the  ground  that 
The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  {Mr.  A.J.  ttey  »«"  paupers  ;  and,  will  any  pre- 
Balfouk)  (Manchester,  E  ) :  I  am  quite  «"'."™«  b»  taken  to  present  landlords 
unable  to  account  for  the  hon.  Member  «>n'?"t«'R  Pa"P«'  fomihes  without 
receiving  such  a  letter,  as  no  such  Cir-  'n«k"»?.»Y  pro.vision  for  them  on  their 

hasbeen  Sued""''"  ^  "  '''  *^""*'°"   "T^  ChIeF  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 

MB.CONYBEARE:  Would  the  right  Balfodb)  (Mimchester,  E):  The  14 
hon.  Gentleman  like  a  copy  of  the  Cir-  f*"!*"?*  «f erred  to  appear  to  have  been 
oular?     rCrw.o/"ReaditVn  landed  and  to  have  proceeded  to  their 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Tfiere  is  no  deatination.  Some  families  arriving 
Oireular  of  the  kind.  subsequent  y  in  ano  her  ship  were  de- 

tained ;  but  were  afterwards  permitted 
to  land  and  proceed  to   their  friends. 
TRINIDAD-THE  PITCH  UlKE.  The  Local  Government  Board  are  paying 

Mr.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool,  particular  attention  to  prevent  the  emi- 
Kirkdale)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  gralion  of  pauper  familioB  without  due 
for  the  Colonies,  What  is  the  reason  for  P«>.»i«ion .  awaiting  them  on  arrival  at 
the  delay  in  issuing  licences  for  the   their  destination. 

working  of  that  portion  of  the  Pitah  Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  asked,  whether 
Lake,  in  Trinidad,  hitherto  reserved ;  **»»  Government  would  say  where  Mr. 
whether  it  is  true  that  the  Government  Stoney  got  the  money  from  for  emi- 
of  Trinidad  are  considering  an  offer  of  Keating  these  people,  and  what  pre- 
£lO,0O0a-year,fromthB  presentlessees.  cautions  he  took  for  weeding  out  a 
to  secure  exclusive  rights  j  and,  whe-  certain  portion  of  his  tenantry  and  sup- 
ther,  if  the  Lake  wore  kept  open  to  plementing  them  by  others ;  whether,  in 
public  competition  of  lessees,  the  receipts  '^'  *'^  Protestants  were  ref  used  emi- 
of  Revenue  would  not  be  greater  than  gration,  which  was  stncUy  confined  to 
the  rental  mention edi  in  the  above  ^J?*"  *-'**°?!?*C,„^„  ,.  ,  ,  , 
oBoi?  Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  rephed,  that  ho 

Thb  secretary   of    STATE  (Sir    •»»''  °o  information  on  these  pointH. 
Henry    Holiamd)    (Hampstead):     li-       ^a.  T.  M.  HEALY:    Will  the  right 
cencea  have  not  been  isauod  for  getting   •>•»>■  Gentleman  say  where  the  money 

£itch  from  the  reserved  portion  of  the  comes  from  ?^ 
lake,  because  the  Colonial  Government  [No  reply.] 
and  Legislature  are  considering  an  offer 

by  the  lessees  of  the  other  part  of  the  N4TI0NAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)  - 
Lake  to  take  a  lease  of  the  whole  on  CLASSIFICATION  OF  TEACHERS. 
torms  which  would  insure  a  minimum  Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  £.)  asked  the 
royalty  of  £10,000  a- year.  From  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
information  in  my  possession,  I  have  no  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a  rule  of  tiifi 
reason  to  think  that  a  greater  revenue  Commissiuners  of  National  Education, 
would  be  obtained  by  offering  the  lease  that  first-class  teachers  may  be  depressed 
of  the  reserved  portion  to  public  com-  in  classification  should  their  schools  not 
petition ;  but  I  am  not  prepared  to  maintain  a  fair  standard  of  proficiency ; 
answer  the  Question  &more  definitely  and,  if  so.  whether  first-olass candidates, 
until  the  opinion  of  the  Colonial  Legis-  and  candidates  for  the  first  division  of 
lature  has  been  ascertained.  first-class,  will  be  allowed  to  go  forward 
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for  promotion  upon  merely  giving  notice 
of  their  intention  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  By  a  long- 
established  Bule  all  teachers  are  liable 
to  depression  in  classification  should 
their  schools  decline  in  usefulness  and 
efficiency.  The  interests  of  education 
require  that  satisfactory  school-keeping 
must  be  regarded  as  a  condition  pre- 
cedent of  allowing  teachers  to  seek  pro- 
motion in  classification. 

POOR    RELIEF    (IRELAND)     INQUIRY 
COMMISSION— THE  REPORT. 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  When  the  Report  of  the  Poor 
Belief  (Ireland)  Inquiry  Commission 
will  be  circulated ;  and,  when  he  will  be 
in  a  position  to  state  what  action  the 
Government  propose  to  take  in  reference 
to  the  matters  dealt  with  in  this  Report? 
The  hon.  Member  observed  that  since  the 
Question  had  been  put  down  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  had  been  circulated. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  Ajsthehon. 
Member  has  observed,  the  Report  has 
been  circulated.  I  am  closely  watching 
the  course  of  events  in  the  Unions,  and 
shall  be  prepared  to  state  in  a  few  days 
the  nature  of  the  steps  which  the  GU)vern- 
ment  think  necessary  to  take  under  the 
circumstances. 

EGYPT— THE  SOUDAN— THE  ARABS 

OF  SUAKIN. 
Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that — 

"A  party  of  the  Bishareen  Tribe,  acting 
nnder  instructions  from  Colonel  Kitchener,  have 
attacked  and  burned  a  colony,  consisting  of  300 
huts,  situated  near  Rowayah,  and  inhibited  by 
Jeddamene  Arabs,  who  were  implicated  in  the 
murder  of  Lieutenant  Stewart,  of  Her  Majesty's 
sloop  Garnet,  The  Bishareen  also  took  13 
prisoners ; " 

and,  if  so,  what  evidence  Colonel 
Kitchener  had  that  these  particular 
Arabs  were  implicated  in  the  murder  of 
Lieutenant  Stewart;  and,  whether  he 
will  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
the  policy  of  fomentiog  disturbances 
between  different  tribes  of  Arabs  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  Suakin  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febqusson)  (Man- 
Chester,    N.E.)  :    Her    Majesty's    ship 

Mr.  JHOan 


Dolphin  was  sent  to  Mersa  Halaib,  the 
scene  of  the  attack  on  the  boat  of  Her 
Majesty's  ship  Garnet,  to  make  inquiries 
and  punish  the  outrage.  The  Com- 
mander convinced  himself  that  the  attai^k 
had  been  made  by  a  party  of  Hatemes, 
a,slave-dealing  Colony  from  the  Jeddah 
District,  which  had  been  settled  near 
Mersa  Halaib  for  the  last  three  years. 
He  proceeded  to  the  village  with  a  small 
force,  but  found  it  deserted,  as  the  in- 
habitants had  been  warned  of  his  ap- 
proach. He  burned  down  the  village, 
consisting  of  about  50  wretched  mud 
huts,  and  captured  two  prisoners,  one 
of  whom  admitted  that  the  Hatemes  had 
fired  on  the  boat. 

EMPLOYERS'    LIABILITY     ACT  —  RE- 
NEWAL AND  AMENDMENT. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether,  in  view  of 
the  following  facts  :  that  the  Employers' 
Liability  Act  will  expire  this  year  ;  that 
a  Select  Committee  last  Session,  after 
collecting  much  evidence,  unanimously 
reported  in  favour  of  its  renewal  with 
amendments;  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
then  Leader  of  the  House  (Lord  Ran- 
dolph Churchill)  last  Session  distinctly 
pledged  the  Government  to  introduce  a 
Bill  to  so  renew  and  amend  the  Act ; 
that  such  promise  has  been  more  than 
once  repeated  by  the  Government  this 
Session,  he  will  without  further  delay 
obtain  leave  to  introduce  the  Bill,  so 
that  it  may  be  forthwith  printed  and  in 
the  hands  of  Members  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  regret 
that  circumstances  beyond  my  control 
have  delayed  the  introduction  of  this 
Bill.  I  hope  to  lay  it  on  the  table  be- 
fore there  is  any  reasonable  prospect  of 
the  House  being  able  to  deal  with  it. 

EXCISE— ADULTERATION  OF  BEER. 

Mb.  BONSOR  (Surrey,  Wimbledon) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
in  reference  to  his  statement  to  the  depu- 
tation that  waited  on  him  on  the  5  th  of 
April  last  on  the  subject  of  pure  beer, 
that  the  Excise  officers  would  render 
every  possible  assistance  in  the  way  of 
analyzing  samples  with  a  view  of  detect- 
ing adulteration,  Whether  any  samples 
had  been  so  obtained  and  analyzed; 
and,  if  so,  with  what  result  ? 
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The  chancellor  of  theEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Qoschbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Since  I  conferred 
with  the  deputation  in  question  18 
samples  of  beer  have  been  purchased 
from  various  publicans ;  and,  as  I  under- 
stand, they  were  chosen  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Southern  Division  of 
SuflFolk  (Mr.  Quilter).  They  were  sub- 
mitted to  careful  analysis  by  the  analysts 
at  Somerset  House ;  and  I  am  able  to 
inform  the  House  that  in  no  single  case 
was  there  any  trace  of  adulteration  by 
anything  noxious,  or  otherwise  detri- 
mental. On  the  contrary,  the  beers 
were  pure,  genuine,  and  of  high  alcoholic 
strength.  This  statement  fully  corrobo- 
rates the  correctnei^s  of  the  view  main- 
tained by  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue. 

Mr.  quilter  (Suflblk,  South): 
May  I  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, whether  he  can  inform  the  House 
whether  the  samples  that  were  obtained 
were  obtained  by  officers  of  the  Excise 
of  the  district,  who  were  presumably 
well  known  to  the  different  publicans, 
or  whether  they  were  purchased  by  the 
public  over  the  bar  in  the  ordinary 
course  of  business  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  I  understand  that 
the  samples  were  arranged  for  by  the 
hon.  Member  himself. 

Me.  QUILTER :  With  the  permission 
of  the  House  I  beg  to  make  a  personal 
explanation.  With  the  exception  of  in- 
dicating the  localities  in  which  they 
might  be  procured,  I  had  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  They  were  procured  by  means 
of  the  Excise  Department,  and,  I  pre- 
sume, by  officers  of  the  Excise.  I  hope 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  as- 
certain exactly  how  they  were  procured. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
wishes  for  any  further  inquiry  it  shall 
be  made ;  but  I  understood  that  the 
samples  were  obtained  from  publicans 
indicated  through  the  means  oi  my  hon. 
Friend. 

Mb.  quilter  :  I  am  very  unwilling 
to  detain  the  House ;  but  I  venture  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  will 
at  some  future  date,  if  not  now,  answer 
my  Question  as  to  whether  the  samples 
were  obtained  by  the  officers  of  Excise 
of  the  district  or  the  public  ? 

PROCLAIMED  MEETINGS  (IRELAND)— 
PROTESTANT  HOME  RULE  ASSO- 
CIATION, KILKEEL. 

Mb.  M'OARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 


tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  attempted  sup- 
pression of  the  meeting,  convened  under 
the  auspices  of  the  Irish  Protestant 
Home  Rule  Association,  at  Kilkeel, 
County  Down,  on  the  25th  May  last; 
whether  he  is  aware  on  what  day  the 
placards  announcing  this  meeting  were 
first  posted  in  and  about  Kilkeel;  on 
what  date  the  placard  summoning  the 
opposition  meeting  first  appeared ;  whe- 
ther the  meeting  was  proclaimed  at  the 
instigation  of  the  local  landlords  ;  if  the 
magistrates  who  signed  the  proclamation 
were  the  local  landlord.  Lord  Kilmorey, 
and  his  land  agent,  Mr.  John  Quinn 
Henry;  whether  it  is  in  accordance 
with  practice  for  a  landlord  and  his 
agent  to  act  together  as  Justices  in  the 
same  case ;  and,  whether  he  will  state 
the  name  of  the  informant,  and  supply 
a  copy  of  the  information  referred  to  in 
this  proclamation,  and  give  the  name  of 
the  magistrate  before  whom  same  was 
sworn? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.):  I  have  not 
received  even  now  such  full  information 
on  the  subject  as  I  should  have  wished ; 
but,  from  the  telegrams  submitted  to 
me,  I  gather  that  fiie  meeting  was  not 
announced  by  placard.  The  meeting 
was  prohibited  by  the  magistrates  named, 
at  whose  instance,  or  upon  whose  in- 
formation, I  cannot  say,  the  magistrates 
having  acted  independently  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  on  their  own  respon- 
sibility entirely.  I  believe  it  is  not 
usual  for  landlords  and  their  agents  to 
act  together  as  Justices  in  the  same 
cases.  I  am  unable  to  give  the  infor- 
mation asked  for  in  the  last  paragraph 
of  the  Question ;  but  I  intend  to  make 
further  inquiries. 

Mb.  M*CARTAN  asked,  was  the  Chief 
Secretary  aware  of  the  fact  that  the  ma- 
gistrates who  signed  the  proclamation 
were  Lord  Balmorey  and  his  agent  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Yes;  I  am 
aware  that  such  is  the  case. 

Mb.  M*CARTAN:  And  that  Lord 
Kilmorey  came  over  from  England  to 
prevent  a  meeting  of  his  Nationalist 
tenants ;  and,  whether,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, the  Government  will  order 
a  prosecution  of  Lord  Kilmorey  and  his 
agent  for  having  criminally  conspired 
for  preventing  these  people  from  aoing 
what  they  had  a  legal  right  to  do 

[No  reply.] 
2  B  2 


122S 


The  Parks 


{OOMMONS} 


{M$tropoKs). 


1224 


WAR  OFFICE  — ARMY  CONTRACTS  — 
CONTRACT  FOR  SWORD  BAYONETS. 

Mb.  HANBUEY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  a 
contract  has  been  given  to  Messrs. 
Wilkinson  for  about  150,000  sword 
bayonets;  whether  they  are  of  the 
same  pattern  as  those  against  which 
the  Hoyal  Commission  has  recently  re- 
ported ;  what  is  the  price,  length,  and 
strength  of  these  bayonets;  whether 
they  are  intended  for  use  on  the  Henry- 
Martini  or  the  proposed  new  rifle ;  and, 
if  the  latter,  what  portions  of  the  new 
rifle  have  been  already  decided  upon,  so 
as  to  justify  the  order  for  so  large  a 
number  of  the  bayonets  which  wiU  be 
attached  to  them  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
Yes,  Sir ;  a  contract  has  been  given  to 
Messrs.  Wilkinson  for  150,000  sword 
bayonets.  No  adverse  Report  on  the 
Enfield -Martini  sword  bayonets  was 
made  by  the  recent  Eoyal  Commission. 
It  is  not  desirable,  in  the  interests  of 
the  contractors,  to  publish  the  price  to 
be  given  for  these  bayonets ;  but  I  shall 
have  no  objection  to  state  the  same  pri- 
vately to  my  hon.  Friend.  The  length 
of  the  blade  is  18^  inches,  audit  must 
stand  a  vertical  pressure  of  not  less  than 
160  lb.  before  deviating  from  the  per- 
pendicular ;  also  to  be  sprung  round  a 
curved  block  (depth  of  curve  2^  inches), 
and  to  stand  a  spring  of  1  inch  without 
taking  a  permanent  set;  also  to  be 
struck  flatwise  on  back  and  edge  in  a 
mechanical  striking  machine,  the  weight 
of  each  blow  to  be  from  168  lb.  to  170  lb. 
These  bayonets  will  answer  either  for  the 
Martini- Henry  or  for  the  new  rifle.  This 
supply  has  been  ordered  to  meet  the 
demands  of  the  Navy,  and  to  provide 
bayonets  for  arms  which  will  be  ready 
by  the  time  this  contract  is  completed. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND) -TELEGRAPH 
LINE  TO  CHARLESTOWN. 

Mn.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  What  is  the  cause 
of  delay  in  completing  the  telegraph 
line  to  Gharlestown,  County  Mayo ;  and, 
whether  he  will  cause  the  line  to  be 
immediately  completed  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikbb)  (Cambridge  University),  in 
reply,  said,  the  telegriQ>h  line  to  Gharles- 
town was  erected  some  time  ago ;  but 


owing  to  a  question  having  arisen  as  to 
certain  irregularities  in  the  post  office 
there  it  was  thought  advisable  to  defer 
the  completion  of  the  extension.  The 
extension  had  now  been  finished,  and 
the  office  was  opened  for  telegraphic 
business  that  day. 

PARLIAMENT  —  REMUNERATION  OF 
WITNESSES  ATTENDING  PARLIA- 
MENTARY COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the  case  that 
witnesses  attending  Parliamentary  Com- 
mittees from  the  country  are  allowed 
reasonable  sums  of  money  on  account  of 
absence  from  home  in  addition  to  ex- 
penses of  their  journey  to  London  and 
back;  and,  if  so,  why  witnesses  ^m 
the  Metropolis  are  not  allowed  a  like 
compensation  for  enforced  absence  from 
their  homes  and  occupations  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  SECRE- 
TARY (Mr.  Akers-Douglas)  (Kent,  St. 
Augustine's) :  Witnesses  attending  be- 
fore Select  Committees  of  the  House  of 
Commons  are  paid  in  accordance  with  a 
scale  which  was  approved  by  the 
Speaker  in  1882.  Under  this  scale  wit- 
nesses residing  in  or  near  the  Metropolis 
are  not  entitled  to  remuneration ;  but 
there  is  nothing  to  prevent  the  Treasury 
from  making  a  payment  in  any  case 
which  may  be  recommended  by  the 
Select  Committee  as  one  of  hardship  or 
for  other  special  reason. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)— ENCLO- 
SURES IN  REGENTS  PARK. 

Mb.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras.  W.) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
Whether  the  Royal  Botanical  Gardens 
and  the  ToxophoUte  Grounds  form  part 
of  the  Regent's  Park  ;  and,  whether  the 
Commissioners  of  Woods  and  Forests 
have  any  powers  of  control  over  these 
Societies ;  and,  if  so,  or,  in  any  case,  it 
would  be  possible  to  increase  their 
utility  and  beneficence  by  the  admission 
of  the  general  public  to  their  grounds, 
under  certain  conditions,  at  stated 
times? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  made  inquiries  as  to  this 
subject,  which,  he  understood,  was  one 
entirely  for  the  Treasury  Authorities,  and 
the  Question  ought,  therefore,  to  be 
directed  to  the  Secretary  to  the  iSreasury. 
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(POHTLA™     H..OVA.  O.   WKECK.  n'^SThelnS-.L^.f^  ^"""^ ' 

CoLoNELUAMBBOiDoraet.S.)  asked  ,, -p  ._,      ■    .1.   n       .  u     u  t*-_;  — 

.,       c         .             (   D.   .    »      T¥7        T*  .1.  Teatorday,  in  the  Queen  i  Bench  Division, 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  the  ;„  the  com  of  the  '  Queen  ..  FiBhor.'  Mr. 

Cheail   Beach    betwpen    Portland     and  Uorphj,  on  tho  pnrt  of  the  defendant,  Fuher, 

Wyke  Regis  ie  under  the  jurisdiction  of  ■nemernency  man,  againrt  whom  a  true  bill 

thaWar  Office;  and,  if  it  ia  not,  under  tor  motaerwaB  found  at  theUalKerrj-AMiiM, 

__■•                ■  3-  .• ■,    ■          _j     ■•     _  J  applied  that  the  venue  be  chanued  from  Kerry 

whoBe  junsdiction  it   is  ;  and     if  under  JiJ,„^_     ^he  defendant  fired  at  and  .hot  J. 

the  War  Uthce,  vould  he,  in  the  interests  peraoo  who  he  suppoeed  waa  aboot  to  attack 

of  the  fiahermen  of  Portland  and  Wyke  him.  and  he  apprehended  that  he  would  not  get 

Bogis,    give   orders   for   the  removal  or  »  fartrialin  &rry. 

blowing    up    of   the    remains    of    some  "Mr.  Atkiawo,  Q.C.,  with  whom  was  Mr. 

wrecka     which    prevent    the    fishermen  Rfi«n  ('?.'truotod  by  Mr.Morphy.Crown  Soli- 

.    _  .1     '         .    ^        -.■,      J     ,.         ,     ji  oitor  for  Kerry),  aaid  there  waa  no  obiecnon  to 

using  their  nets ;  or,  if  he  declines  to  do  t^e  venue  being  changed  to  the  (Jity  ot  Cork. 

BO,  If  he  will  allow  private  individuals  to  ..  Order  "aooordinriy." 

remove  the  same  m  the  best  way  they  .      ,    .i_           v            .  ■              .        ji 

jj^^j                                                   '         "^  and,  whether  euch  report  IS  correct;  and, 

The  8ECRETABT  of  STATE  (Mr.  E.  '"L^^'  ^i^iw  what  law  or  statute  the  Court 

Stanhope)  (Linoolnehiro.  HorncasUe) :  ^'.^''^^'If.Jf"  „*^A^„™  .  t 

It  has  be;a  decided  that  these  wrecks  t™4^,w^^F    ^^^t^v^tt^"? 

shall  be  destroyed  by  the  Boyal  Eugi-  IRELAND  (Mr  Holmes)  (Dublin  Um- 

neers  by  means  of    submarine   minis.  y««'ty)=  My  attention  was  first  directed 

Steps  will  be  taken  to  carry  this  out  as  ^  ^^?  '"^  ^  ^^X  '^T^'"^  "^^'f  *""": 

soon  as  possible.  Member.      The  Queen's   Bench  has  at 

*^  Common  Law  juriadictioa  to  change  the 

INDIA— THE  PISHEEN  VALLEY  RAIL-  Tenue  in  the  case  of  any  indictment  ra- 

ROAD.  moved  into  that  Court  by  etriiorari,  as 

Ma.  MUNEO- FERGUSON     (Leith,  was  done  in  this  case. 

&c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  :  Is  it  the 

for  India,  Whether  it  is  true,   as  stated  fact  that  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Queen's 

in  The  Timet  of  6th  June,  that  the  Go-  Bench  is  limited  to  the  removal  of  cases 

vernmeat  of  India  contemplates  carrying  ioto  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  ? 

the  Pisheen  Valley  Railroad  over  the  Mr.  HOLMES  :  When  the  case  has 

Khojak;  what  would  be  the  cost  of  such  been  removed  into  the  Queen's  Bench 

an    estenaion  ;    to     what    point   would  they  uan  order  the  venue  to  be  changed, 

tbeline  be  carried;  and,  wiU  this  House  _    Me.  MAURICE  HEALY:  Then  what 

receive  information  before  any  further  i^  the  object  of  Clause  4  of  the  Bill? 

extensiona  of  railway  in  the  direction  of  „,. 

Candahar  are  undertaken?  UNIVERSITY  OF  ULASGOW-PEO- 

The    under     SECRETARY     of  ^^^SOR  OF  SCOTS  LAW. 

STATE  (Sir  John  GottST)  (Chatham) ;  Mb.    CALDWELL     (Glasgow,     St. 

No  scheme  baa  yet  been  adopted  by  the  RoHox)  aaked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whe- 

Govemment  of  India  for  carrying  the  '■''^''  ^^^  appointment  has  yet  been  made 

Fisheen  Valley  Railway  over  the  Am-  !**  *-^^  °^''^  °^  Professor  of  Scots  Law 

ram  Range,  either  by  the  Khojak  or  any  i°  ^^  University  of  Glasgow  ;  and,   if 

other  route.     80  soon  as  any  designs  for  "°''  "hat  is  the  cause  of  the  delay  ? 

extending  the  railway  are  adopted,  the  ThbLORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.J.H.A. 

Secretary  of  State  will  be  happy  to  com-  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh   and    St.  An- 

municate  the  same  to  Parliament,  should  draw's  Universities) :  There  has  been  no 

it  bo  consistent  with  the  interests  of  the  ^^^7  >•»  this  matter.    The  resignation  of 

Public  Service  to  do  so.     I  may  remind  Professor  Berry  was  sent  in  only  about 

thehon.MemberthattheBritishfrontier  three  weeks  ago,  and  the  matter  is  now 

is  on  the  north-west  or  Candahar  side  "'"i"  consideration, 
of  the  Am  ram  range. 

*  WAR    OFFICE    (ORDNANCE    DEPART- 

LAW  AND  JOSTICE  (IRELAND)— COURT  MENT)  —  DEFECTIVE     WEAPONS  — 

OF    QDEEN'a   BENCH  — GHANQB    OF  SWORD  BAYONETS  OF  THE  CITY  OF 

VENUE.  LONDON  ARTILLERY  VOLUNTEEBS. 

Me.    MAURICE    HEALY     (Gorki  Me.  HANBUBY  (Prostun)  asked  the 

asked  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  be 


1227 


JEvietioni  in 


{COMMONS! 


Co.  Mayo. 


1238 


has  received  the  Eeport  as  to  the  sword 
bayonets  of  the  City  of  London  Artillery 
Volunteers ;  and  whether  an  order  has 
been  issued  to  the  Commanding  Officers 
of  Volunteer  regiments  forbidding  them 
to  test  their  bayonets ;  and,  if  so,  why  ? 
Thb  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle) : 
A  Heport  has  been  received  from  Colonel 
Hope,  the  officer  commanding  the  1st 
City  of  London  Artillery  Volunteers, 
from  which  it  appears  that  19  sword 
bayonets  belonging  to  that  corps  were 
tested,  some  by  being  thrust  into  a 
bundle  of  cotton  waste,  surrounded  by 
from  four  to  six  inches  of  straw,  and 
some  by  being  bent  against  the  ground. 
As  these  weapons  were,  by  direction  of 
the  Military  Authorities,  not  sharpened 
in  peace  time,  there  is  nothing  surpris- 
ing in  their  bending  under  the  first  test; 
while  as  regards  the  second  test,  the 
pressure  may,  for  all  we  know,  have 
been  more  severe  than  the  weapon 
could  or  ought  to  sustain.  Orders  have 
been  issued  that  Commanding  Officers 
of  Volunteers  are  not  to  apply  to  the 
weapons  of  their  corps  arbitrary  tests  of 
their  own  selection.  If  any  Command- 
ing Officer  doubts  the  efficiency  of  his 
weapons,  he  should  ask  that  they  may 
be  properly  tested  by  experts,  instead  of 
himself  inventing  and  applying  tests. 
Speaking  generally,  I  may  say  that  the 
bayonets  of  the  Artillery  Volunteers  will 
be  tested  as  soon  as  the  re-testing  of  those 
in  the  hands  of  the  Militia  have  been 
completed.  As  regards  the  Infantry 
Volunteers,  their  bayonets  are  of  an  ob- 
solete pattern,  and  it  is  not  proposed  to 
re-test  them.  They  will  be  exchanged 
for  bayonets  of  the  Martini-Henry  pat- 
tern as  soon  as  sufficient  are  released 
from  the  Regular  troops  on  the  issue  of 
the  new  rifle.  I  am  anxious  to  m&ike 
this  clear,  because  some  time  must  elapse 
before  the  exchange  can  be  effected. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— DRAWING 
IN  ELEMENTARY  SCHOOLS. 

Mr.  CONWAY  (Leitrira,  N.)  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Who  the  Local 
Inspectors,  mentioned  in  Clause  2,  para- 
graph 8,  of  the  recent  Minute  relating 
to  aid  to  drawing  in  elementary  schools, 
are ;  who  appoints  them ;  what  qualifi- 
cations have  they  in  art  or  in  teaching 
power ;  and,  inasmuch  as  the  Local  In- 
spectors have,  under  paragraph  12  of 

l/ir.  ManbuTff 


the  same  clause,  to  award  the  marks 
**  excellent,"  **  good,"  **fair,"  or 
''failure,"  as  the  case  may  be,  after 
taking  into  consideration  the  method, 
time  of  instruction,  and  the  provision  of 
examples,  whether  the  Q-overnment  will 
take  care  that  only  duly  qualified  judges 
of  drawing  shall  be  appointed  to  the 
position  of  Local  Inspector  ? 

The  vice  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Wii^ 
LiAM  Hakt  Dyke)  (Kent,  Dartford)  : 
The  names  of  the  Local  Inspectors  will 
be  found  on  page  2  of  the  2'he  Calendar 
and  General  Directory  of  the  Science  and 
Art  Department  for  the  present  year. 
They  are  appointed  year  by  year  by  the 
Department,  and  care  is  taken  that  they 
should  be  fully  qualified  for  the  duties 
they  have  to  fulfil.  But  the  award  under 
paragraph  12  does  not  depend  upon  their 
judgment  alone,  or  even  to  any  great 
extent.  That  is  made  almost  altogether 
on  an  examination  by  the  technical  exa- 
miners of  the  Department,  who  are  cer- 
tificated Art  masters,  of  the  works  exe- 
cuted by  the  children  in  the  presence 
of  the  Local  Inspectors. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND) -EVICTIONS  IN 

CO.  MAYO. 

M».  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  (for  Mr. 
Cbilly)  (Mayo,  N.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  it  is  a  fact,  as  stated  in 
The  JSveninq  Standard  of  6th  June,  that 
Her  Majesty's  gunboat  Banterer  has 
been  ordered  to  proceed  from  Westport, 
County  Mayo,  with  the  Sheriff  of  Mayo, 
his  bailiffs,  a  force  of  police,  and  a  Hesi- 
dent  Magistrate,  to  carry  out  12  evic- 
tions on  Clare  Island,  20  evictions  on 
Innisturk,  and  a  number  on  Inniskea, 
in  Clare  Bay;  and,  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Qovernment  to  bring  in 
the  assistance  of  the  naval  forces  to  aid 
the  soldiers  and  the  police  who  are  now 
engaged  in  carrying  out  evictions  in 
Ireland  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.) :  I  think 
it  not  improbable  that  the  statement  of 
fact  in  the  first  paragraph  is  correct, 
though,  as  the  Question  is  down  without 
Notice,  I  have  no  specific  information  on 
the  subject.  The  Government  will  not 
hesitate,  in  case  of  necessity,  to  employ 
any  force  at  their  disposal  to  carry  out 
the  decrees  of  the  Courts  of  Law. 

Mb.  DILLON :  WiU  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  answer  me  this  Qaestion — 
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whether  the  Gt>vernment,  before  they 
take  this  step,  will  make  inquiry  whe- 
ther during  the  greater  part  of  last  year 
the  whole  population  of  the  Island  were 
not  supported  by  public  charity  con- 
nected with  this  country  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  make  inquiry  on  the  point, 
though  at  this  moment  I  fail  to  see  its 
bearing  upon  the  Question  which  the 
hon.  Member  puts  to  me. 

ROYAL  PARKS  AND  PLEASURE  GAR- 
DENS —  KEW  GARDENS  —  PARTIAL 
CLOSURE    ON    WHIT    MONDAY. 

Mr.  PICKERSaiLL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works,  Whether  the  Museums  and  Tro- 
pical Houses  in  Kew  Gardens  were  closed 
on  Whit  Monday  last ;  and,  if  so,  why ; 
and,  whether  he  will  make  arrangements 
to  have  these  buildings  open  to  the  public 
on  general  holidays  in  future  ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  (Mr- 
Plunkbt)  (Dublin  University),  in  reply* 
said,  that  the  Museums  and  Gardens 
were  open  on  Whit  Monday  to  the  public. 
That  was  the  usual  rule  on  holidays,  and 
it  would  be  adhered  to. 

^^lETROPOLITAN  POLICE-SERGEANT 

MURPHY. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  case  of  Sergeant 
Murphy,  of  the  Metropolitan  Police, 
stationed  at  Her  Majesty's  Dockyard, 
Devonport,  and  who  (as  reported  in  The 
Western  Daily  Mercury  of  the  21st  May, 
by  the  correspondent  of  that  paper)  has 
been  degraded  by  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Metropolitan  Police  for 
supposed  drunkenness,  the  fact  being 
that  Sergeant  Murphy  was  at  the  time 
suffering  from  illness,  and  was  ordered 
to  be  removed  to  the  Royal  Naval  Hos- 
pital by  one  of  the  Dockyard  doctors; 
and  whether  he  will  inquire  into  the 
case  ;  and,  if  the  facts  are  as  reported, 
direct  the  Chief  Commissioner  to  re- 
instate Sergeant  Murphy  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  am 
informed  by  the  Chief  Commissioner 
that  this  man  was  reported  drunk  on 
the  12th  of  May,  and  was  accordingly 
suspended.     On  the   14th  he  was   re- 


duced. It  was  after  this  that,  pro- 
bably from  the  effects  of  drink,  he  be- 
came so  excited  that  he  had  to  be  re- 
moved to  the  hospital.  I  must  decline 
to  interfere  with  the  discretion  of  the 
Commissioner  in  awarding  punishments 
in  such  cases. 

PUBLIC   BUSINESS— LEGISLATION  OP 
THE  SESSION. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
What  measures,  if  any,  other  than  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Lreland^ 
Bill,  the  Government  intends  to  proceea 
with  this  Session ;  and,  what  means  the 
Government  will  adopt  to  enable  the 
House  to  consider  such  measures,  as 
well  as  the  Bills  of  private  Members, 
for  which  no  opportunity  of  discussion 
has  hitherto  been  found  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
(Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  inform  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  what  measures  the  Govern- 
ment will  proceed  with  other  than  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 
Bill  during  the  present  Session.  The 
progress  which  has  been  made  with  that 
Bill  is  not  sufficient  to  justify  me  in  an- 
ticipating the  day  on  which  it  will  pass 
through  this  House.  Till  then  I  cannot 
state,  or  see  distinctly,  what  the  course 
of  Public  Business  is  likely  to  be  ;  and 
I  cannot  say  what  measures,  if  any, 
other  than  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill  the  Government 
will  think  it  right  to  press  upon  the 
attention  of  the  House.  That  answer 
will  apply  also  to  the  second  part  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member's  Question.  I 
shall  possibly  find  it  my  duty  to  ask  the 
House  to  take  some  measures  to  pro- 
mote the  greater  despatch  of  Public 
Business.  I  hope  it  may  not  be  neces- 
sary to  do  so ;  but  I  am  not  in  a  posi- 
tion to  do  so  at  this  moment. 

Mb.  E.  ROBERTSON  :  What  is  the 
nature  of  these  measures,  and  when  is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  likely  to  make 
his  demand  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  in  a 
position  to  do  so.  Sir. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c,) :  How  does  the  Government 
propose  to  fulfil  its  pledge,  given  early 
in  the  Session,  that  this  House  would 
not  part  with  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill  till  it  was  in  pos- 
session of   the  Irish  Land  Law  Bill, 
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which  seems  to  have  fallen  asleep,  or  The  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
dropped  out  of  existence,  in  ''  another  Shith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  With 
place?''  regard  to  the  Egyptian  Convention,  I 
Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  By  the  honour-  hope  it  will  be  in  the  power  of  the  Go- 
able  fulfilment  of  the  engagements  made  vernment  to  lay  Papers  on  the  Table  in 
by  the  Government  in  this  House.  the  course  of  a  few  days.     With  regard 

T                 x-mr-n        /«r        ^i^x  to  tho  Now  Hobridcs,  negotiations  are 

In  answer  to  Mr.  Buet  (Morpeth),  ^^^  ^^  progress ;  but  they  have  been 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  Govern-  undoubtedly  delayed.  But  that  is  not 
ment  were  most  anxious  to  provide  faci-  due  to  any  laches  on  the  part  of  Her 
lities  for  the  discussion  of  the  Coal  Majesty's  Government.  Therefore,  I  am 
Mines,  &c.  Kegulation  Bill ;  and  if  it  unable  to  give  any  undertaking  in  re- 
were  agreeable  to  hon.  Gentlemen  in-  gard  to  that  part  of  the  Question, 
terested  in  the  measure    the  Govern-  j^gjj^     THANKSGIVING     SERVICE 

Thursday  night.^  He  was  not  at  present  J^TION    FOE  SERVANTS    OF   THIS 

in  a  position  to  give  an  evening  for  the  ??     ZlV»  a  t>t    tt^  ▼▼ 

discussion  of  the  question.  -M-*-  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 

asked.   Whether,  in  the  arrangements 

JUBILEE      THANKSGIVING     SERVICE  ^^^^  ^^^  ^®®^  ™*^®  ^^^  *^®  ^Ist  of  June, 
(WESTMINSTER  ABBEY)-ACCIDENT  ^J  provision  had  been  made  for  the 
TO  A  WORKMAN  minor  servants  of  the  House,  to  whom 
*^     ^^T.T^«^^ .  -r^^  .^           «    «  ^^®y  ^®'®  ^^^  much  indebted  ? 
Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam-  Xhe  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
bome)    asked  the  First  Lord    of   the  SURY  (Mr.    W.   H.   Smith)   (Strand, 
Treasury.  Whether  he  will  provide  that  Westminster)  :  I  am  sure  every  Member 
out  of  the  £17,000  recently  voted  for  of  the  House  will  be  exceedingly  glad  if 
the    Jubilee    Service    in    Westminster  jt  is  possible  to  make  any  such  pro- 
Abbey,   a  sufficient  compensation  shall  vision.     I  am  only  a  Member  of  the 
be  paid  to  the  family  or  relatives  of  the  Committee ;  but  I  will  take  care   that 
workman  who  has  been  killed,  and  to  the  matter  is  brought  to  the  notice  of 
the  other  workmen  who  have  been,  or  the  Committee, 
may  be,  injured  in  the  course  of  their 

duty  upon  the  said  work  ?  THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE  ON  MARKET 

Thb    FIRST    LORD    (Mr.    W.    H.  TOLLS-NOMINATION  OF  THE  COM- 

Smith)    (Strand,    Westminister):    The  MITTEE. 

Government  are  not  liable  for  accidents  Mr.  T.  M.  HE  ALT  (Longford,  N.) 

to  workmen  in  the  employment  of  con-  asked  when  the  Committee  on  Market 

tractors,  and  that  must  be  my  answer  Tolls  would  be  selected,   and  whether 

to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  attention  would  be  paid  to  the   Irish 

though  they    deeply  regret    that    any  branch  of  the  subject ;  and  also  whether 

person  employed  under  these   circum-  in  the  selection  of   it  some  attention 

stances  should  meet  with  so  serious  and  would  be  paid  to  the  Irish  Members  ? 

fatal  an  accident.  The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 

SURY  (Mr.    W.    H.   Smith)   (Strand, 
EGYPT  — THE  ANGLO-TURKISH   CON-  Westminster)  said,  he  would  take  care 
VENTION  —FRANCE  AND  THE  NEW  the  subject  was  not  lost  sight  of. 
HEBRIDES-THE  PAPERS.  pQg.p  OFFICE-EAST  INDIA  AND  CHINA 
Me.    JOHN  MORLEY   (Newcastle-  MAIL  CONTRACT. 
upon-Tyne):  I  wish  to  ask  the   First  Me.   PROVAND    (Glasgow,    Black- 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  a  Question,    of  friars,  &c.),  asked  Whether,  as  a  great 
which  I  gave  him  private  Notice  yester-  number  of  hon.  Members  took  a  great 
day,  When  the  Government  will  be  able  interest    in    the  question   of  the  con- 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  tract  for  the   conveyance   of  mails  to 
Papers  relating  to  the  Egyptian  Con-  the  East,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
vention,  and  also  any   Correspondence  would  pledge   himself  that  the   Eeso- 
^hich    has  taken    place    between    the  lution  on  the  subject  should  be  brought 
Government  and    the    Government  of  on  for  discussion  by  half-past  10  or  11 
France  in  relation  to  the  New  Hebrides  ?  o'clock  at  night  ? 

Sir  George  Campbell 
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The  first  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  lie  was  anxious,  as 
much  as  possible,  to  consult  the  conveni- 
ence of  hon.  Members ;  but  he  was  afraid 
he  would  not  be  able  to  bring  on  the  mail 
contracts  at  so  early  an  hour,  unless 
they  had  extraordinary  and  rapid  pro- 
gress with  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill,  which  he  hoped 
might  be  the  case.  In  such  circum- 
stances, he  should  endeavour  to  meet 
the  hoD.  Member's  wishes. 

Dk.  CLABK  (Caithness)  asked  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Qentleman  was 
aware  that  last  night,  when  the  Vote 
was  on,  the  Postmaster  General  stated 
to  the  House  that  they  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  question 
of  these  contracts,  and  that  on  that 
understanding  they  did  not  continue  the 
discussion  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  repHed,  that  he 
hoped  there  would  be  an  opportunity 
for  discussing  the  question  of  these  con- 
tracts ;  but  it  was  impossible  for  him  to 
make  any  engagement  in  the  present 
condition  of  Public  Business,  unless  the 
House  would  itself  assist  the  Govern- 
ment in  forwarding  that  Business. 

Mr.  PROVAND  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  said  it  might  come 
on  at  12  o'clock.  Now,  as  this  was  a 
most  important  matter,  he  would  ask 
him  to  consent  to  its  being  taken  at 
1 1  o'clock  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  sorry  to 
say  that  I  cannot  meet  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's wish. 

ORDERS    OF  THE  DAT. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.— [Bill  217.] 
(Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr,  Secretary  Matthewt,  Mr. 
Attorney  General^  Mr,   Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.) 

COMMITTEE.    IProffresM  2Srd  May.'] 

[thirteenth  night.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Special  Jury  and  Eemoval  of  Trial. 

Clause  3  (Order  for  special  jury). 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  With  the  permission  of 
the  Committee,  and  for  the  benefit  of 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  not, 
perhaps,  gone  through  the  Amendments 


on  the  Paper,  I  will  follow  the  example 
which  was  set  the  other  day  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  rise  to  a  point  of  Order.  On  a  former 
occasion  the  course  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  proposes  to  adopt  was 
taken  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
who  wasted  about  a  quarter  of  an  hour, 
which  resulted  in  no  advantage  what- 
ever. Unless  hon.  Members  are  to  have 
the  right  to  discuss  the  statement  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  make, 
I  respectfully  submit  that  that  statement 
will  not  be  in  Order. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Of  course,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  entitled,  as 
a  right,  to  make  a  statement  except 
with    the    consent   of    the  Committee. 

tCriee  of  **  No !  "  from  the  Irish  Members.'] 
t  is,  however,  generally  permitted  to  a 
Minister  in  the  position  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  do  so  when  it  is  for  the 
convenience  of  the  House. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  shall  not 
detain  the  Committee  long. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton) : 
I  rise  to  Order.  You  have  just  stated, 
Mr.  Courtney,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  not  in  Order  in  making  a 
statement,  unless  he  doe8](so  with  the 
consent  of  the  Committee,  and  that  con- 
sent, at  present,  has  not  been  given. 

SirWILLIAM  HAECOUET(Derby): 
I  understand  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman desires  to  make  a  statement 
which  it  would  be  for  the  convenience 
of  the  Committee  that  he  should  make. 
That  being  so,  I  think,  having  regard 
to  the  universal  practice  of  the  House, 
that  the  House  is  in  the  habit  of  con- 
senting to  that  course  being  adopted 
in  the  interests  of  Public  Business ;  and 
I  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will, 
therefore,  be  allowed  to  make  his  state- 
ment. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  In  regard  to  the 
point  of  Order  raised  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
I  may  say  that  it  is  not  necessary  that 
every  single  voice  should  consent  to  a 
statement  being  made. 

Ma.  LABOUCHEEE:  In  this  case 
it  was  not  a  single  voice,  but  a  good 
many  voices. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth) :  The  point  is,  whe- 
ther hon.  Members  will  be  allowed  to 
discuss  the  statement  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  allowed  to  make  one  ? 

ITAirUenth  2Vt>M.  j 
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Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  do  not,  of 
course,  mean  to  discuss  the  merits  of 
any  Amendment  on  the  Paper;  but  I 
may  remind  the  House  that,  while  the 
Amendments  to  this  clause  yesterday 
amounted  to  the  modest  number  of  six, 
they  have  grown  since  to  55. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  wish  to  know  whether  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  in  Order, 
seeing  that  it  is  an  indirect  attempt  to 
fasten  an  unfair  charge  upon  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  have  put  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  ? 

The  chairman  :  Of  course,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  refrain  from 
making  any  charges,  direct  or  indirect, 
against  hon.  Members,  or  from  entering 
into  debateable  matter. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  am  bound 
to  deny  that  I  had  the  slightest  inten- 
tion of  casting  any  aspersion  on  any 
hon.  Member,  either  directly  or  in- 
directly, or  of  raising  any  controversial 
matter;  but  as  a  large  section  of  the 
Committee  appears  to  obj  eot  to  my  making 
a  statement  I  will  not  do  so. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
beg  to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  in  page 
3,  Une  7,  after  the  first  word  **  where," 
to  insert  the  words  '*  after  the  passing 
of  this  Act."  The  2nd  section  of  the 
Bill  specifies  a  number  of  ofifences, 
and  provides  that  they  shall  be  tried 
by  a  summary  tribunal  specially  com- 
posed, and  consisting  of  men  of  such 
experience  and  legal  knowledge  as  the 
Lord  Chancellor  may  be  advised  to 
appoint.  It  will  be  remembered  that 
the  Government,  when  they  were  defend- 
ing the  2nd  clause  of  the  Bill,  stated 
that  the  reason  why  they  had  provided 
that  it  should  not  have  a  retrospective 
operation  was  because  there  was  to  be  a 
new  tribunal  to  decide  questions  of  law 
and  fact ;  and  for  that  reason,  and  on 
that  ground,  they  based  their  proposal 
to  maJce  the  2nd  sub-section  of  the  2nd 
clause  prospective  instead  of  retrospec- 
tive. Then  I  would  ask  the  Committee 
to  consider  whether  there  are  not  far 
stronger  grounds  for  determining  that 
the  operation  of  the  3rd  clause  should 
not  be  retrospective?  Certainly,  the 
grounds  are  much  stronger  than  those 
which  seem  to  have  actuated  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  former  case  and  on 
which  they  professed  to  act — namely, 
that  a  serious  change  has  been  made  in 
the  procedure  for  the  trial  of  these 
ofifences.    The  Committee  will  remember 


that  the  cases  which  gave  rise  to  the 
Juries  Act  in  Ireland  were  principally 
these — the  Sheriffs  of  the  various  coun- 
ties in  Ireland  were  in  the  habit  of 
selecting  the  juries,  and  the  manner  in 
which  they  selected  them  was  so  abomin- 
able that  it  became  a  perfect  scandal, 
so  much  so  that  the  Government  of  the 
day — for  at  that  time  the  general  sense 
of  Parliament  condemned  the  action  of  the 
Sheriffs  and  Sub- Sheriffs  in  empannel- 
ling  juries — provided  a  very  high  quali- 
fication in  the  hope  of  getting  the  jury 
panel  to  work  more  easily.  Now,  the 
peculiarity  of  the  decision  on  that  occa- 
sion, and  it  is  the  matter  to  which  I  wish 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee, 
was  this — that  the  Parliament  of  this 
country  decided  that  the  persons  who 
were  charged  with  the  selection  of  the 
jurors  should  not  be  entrusted  with  the 
power  of  empannelling  juries.  Now,  the 
object  of  this  clause  is  altogether  the 
reverse,  and  it  will  give  to  a  particular 
class  not  merely  the  empannelling  and 
selection  of  the  jurors,  but  will  enable 
them  to  try  every  case  themselves. 
Over  more  than  one-half  of  Ireland  the 
qualification  for  a  special  juror  is  £150, 
and,  consequently,  the  privilege  is  con- 
fined to  Icmdlords,  land  agents,  and  per- 
sons of  that  class.  If  when  the  power 
of  selecting  jurors  was  in  the  hands  of 
the  same  individual  it  became  a  scandal 
and  a  reproach,  and  Parliament  found 
it  necessary  to  take  it  from  them, 
surely,  at  the  present  time,  when  agra- 
rianism  is  really  the  matter  the  Govern- 
ment profess  to  aim  at,  their  proposal  to 
hand  over  to  a  class  who  have  so  dis- 
graced themselves  and  so  dishonoured 
the  administration  of  justice  in  the 
trial  of  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  their 
political  opponents  is  preposterous.  It 
is  quite  plain  that  if  the  Government 
were  of  opinion  that  to  hand  over 
the  summary  jurisdiction  in  minor 
offences  to  two  Resident  Magistrates 
with  special  legal  knowledge  and  expe- 
rience was  such  a  serious  thing  that 
they  would  not  make  the  operation  of 
the  clause  retrospective,  then,  d  fortiori^ 
in  this  case  a  trial  by  a  special  jury  in 
Ireland  is  a  far  more  serious  matter.  It 
is  for  these  reasons  that  I  think  my 
Amendment  which  proposes  that  past  in- 
dictments— indictments  already  found — 
should  not  be  subjected  to  the  operation 
of  this  clause — that,  in  point  of  fact, 
the  operation  of  the  section  should  be 
prospective  and  not  retrospective.     Feel- 
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ing  tliat  the  principle  contained  in  the 
Amendment  is  manifestly  one  which, 
after  the  decision  upon  the  2nd  clause, 
the  Oommittee  ought  manifestly  to 
adopt,  I  beg  to  propose  the  Amend- 
ment which  stands  on  the  Paper  in  my 
name. 


line 
the 


Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  li 
7,  after  the  word  **  where,     insert  t 
words  '^  after  the  passing  of  this  Act." 
—{Mr,  O'Boherty^ 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  chief  SECRET ARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  The  argument  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  appears  to  be  directed 
against  the  principle  of  having  special 
juries  at  all,  rather  than  against  the 
retrospective  action  of  the  clause.  An 
objection  to  retrospective  legislation 
may  be  perfectly  valid  in  its  proper 
place ;  but  on  this  occasion  it  has  very 
little  application  to  the  clause  under 
discussion.  The  Government  are  of 
opinion  that  if  a  crime  were  committed 
— for  instance,  between  to-day  and 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Act — it 
ought  to  be  punished  by  the  machinery 
provided  by  this  clause.  That  being  so, 
it  is  impossible  for  the  Qovemment  to 
accept  an  Amendment  which  would 
practically  give  immunity  to  all  offences 
committed  between  this  time  and  the 
time  when  the  Act  will  become  law. 
Under  these  circumstances,  the  Govern- 
ment cannot  accept  either  the  Amend- 
ment or  a  subsequent  one  by  the  hon. 
Member,  which  deals  with  the  same 
question. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
I  wish  to  ask  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  the 
Government  have  themselves,  on  a  recent 
occasion — I  think  the  2nd  of  June — in 
the  case  of  the  Kerry  Emergency  men, 
obtained  or  assented  to  a  change  of  venue  ? 
I  also  wish  to  know  how  many  prisoners 
are  now  awaiting  their  trial  in  Ireland  ? 
Further,  is  it  a  fact  that  at  the  last 
Clare  and  Limerick  Assizes  there  was  a 
change  of  venue,  so  that  before  the  Bill 
comes  into  operation  at  all  the  men  now 
in  prison  will  have  to  suffer  an  addi- 
tional three  months'  imprisonment  ?  As 
some  of  them  may  be  detained  in  prison, 
in  view  of  the  possible  passing  of  this 
Bill,  I  want  to  know  how  many  pri- 


soners there  are  in  Ireland  now  await- 
ing trial  to  whom  this  section  will 
apply  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmbs)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  do  not  think  I  should  be  in 
Order  if  I  were  to  disf^uss  questions 
that  have  reference  to  another  clause  of 
the  Bill.  Later  on  the  question  of 
change  of  venue  will  more  properly 
come  on  for  discussion.  In  regard  to 
the  number  of  prisoners  now  awaiting 
trial  in  Ireland,  I  am  unable  to  give  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  infor- 
mation he  desires ;  but  if  he  will  put  a 
Question  on  the  Paper  in  an  ordinary 
way,  I  will  obtain  information  on  the 
points  to  which  he  has  referred.  I  be- 
lieve that  what  occurred  at  the  Clare  and 
Limerick  Assizes  was  due  to  the  action  of 
the  Court  itself. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  No ;  to  the  action 
of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  HOLMES:  I  am  not  able  to 
enter  further  into  the  matter  now. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
taxy  has  told  the  Committee  that  if  the 
Government  were  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, and  were  to  confine  the  operation 
of  the  clause  to  cases  which  may  arise 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act,  a  certain 
number  of  offenders  would  obtain  im- 
munity ;  but  he  seems  to  have  over- 
looked the  fact  that  in  Ireland,  con- 
sidering the  weakness  of  the  evidence 
in  many  of  the  cases  brought  on  for 
trial,  Irish  juries  evince  quite  as  much 
readiness  as  English  juries  to  convict, 
and,  in  fact,  a  good  deal  more.  I  only 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out  to 
the  Committee  that,  in  refusing  to  accept 
this  Amendment,  the  Government  will 
secure  for  themselves  the  right  of  select- 
ing from  a  jury  panel  containing  200  or 
250  names  any  12  they  may  consider 
reliable,  and  they  will  have  no  diJ&culty 
either  in  obtaining  special  jurors,  or 
in  selecting  those  whom  they  know  will 
convict. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOIJRT(Derby): 
I  understand  that  the  question  raised  bv 
the  hon.  Member  below  the  Gangway  is 
the  substitution  of  a  common  jury  for 
a  special  jury  in  cases  of  treason  and 
treason-felony.  Therefore,  as  I  under- 
stand the  objection,  it  is  one  which  is 
raised  against  the  whole  of  the  clause. 
Personally,  I  shall  vote  against  the 
clause ;  but  I  think  it  is  unnecessary  to 

[TkirUmUh  Nighi.'] 
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discuss  the  Amendments  which  are  pro- 
posed to  be  made  in  it.  I  do  not  feel 
sure  that  the  question  which  has  been 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  will  be  best 
discussed  on  this  clause ;  and,  in  regard 
to  prisoners  now  awaiting  trial,  their 
cases  are  those  in  which  indictments 
have  already  been  found.  What  I  would 
venture  to  suggest  is  that  the  best 
course  for  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  to 
pursue  would  be  to  confine  the  discus- 
sion of  the  provisions  of  the  measure  to 
points  which  raise  what  may  be  called 
vital  principles  in  the  various  clauses, 
and  to  divide  against  every  clause  by 
way  of  protest  against  the  Bill  gene- 
rally. That  seems  to  me  to  be  a  rea- 
sonable way  for  the  Opposition  to  assert 
their  views  with  respect  to  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  and  I  hope  it  will  be  the 
course  that  will  be  pursued.  We  shall, 
in  that  case,  be  able  to  record  our  pro- 
test against  the  clause,  and  that  protest 
will  remain  upon  the  records  of  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mb.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  I  think  the 
advice  which  has  just  been  given  to  my 
hon.  Friends  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  is  good  advice,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  they  will  pay  the  attention  to 
it  which  it  deserves,  as  coming  from  one 
of  such  great  experience  in  the  usages 
and  traditions  of  the  House  as  that 
which  is  possessed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  I,  too,  think,  in  view  of 
the  late  period  of  the  Session  at  which 
the  Committee  has  arrived,  and  the  vast 
number  of  principles  of  vital  importance 
which  still  remain  to  be  discussed  in  the 
remaining  clauses  of  the  Bill,  that  my 
hon.  Friends,  who  have  conducted  the 
opposition  to  this  Bill  up  to  the  present 
moment  with  such  skill,  judgment,  and 
courage,  Wdiild  do  well  to  select  from 
among  the  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
those  which  they  deem  to  be  absolutely 
indispensable  to  press  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee.  It  is  obvious 
that  the  time  will  not  be  sufficient  to 
allow  of  full  discussion,  or,  indeed,  any 
sort  of  discussion,  upon  the  smaller 
points  which  my  hon.  Friends  are  de- 
sirous to  bring  before  the  attention  of 
the  Committee.  I  speak  with  great 
diffidence  as  one  wh^  has  not  been  able 
to  take  any  part  in  the  proceedings  in 
Comn^ittee  up  to  the  present  moment, 
and  consequently  as  one  who  is  liable  to 
incur  th.e  impu'^ation  of  in«  jfficieo^  know- 

Sh-  Willum  Harcourt 


ledge  of  what  has  been  going  on  in  his 
absence.  Still,  as  far  as  my  humble 
opinion  goes,  I  would  strongly  support 
the  advice  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Derby,  and  I 
will  ask  my  hon.  Friends  to  select  those 
matters  of  pressing,  urgent,  and  vital 
importance  which  they  desire  to  press  on 
the  Committee,  and  to  claim  from  this 
Committee  with  the  utmost  fearlessness^ 
and  with  the  utmost  determination,  that 
a  full  opportunity  shall  be  afforded  to 
them  to  discuss  those  matters. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  :  Of  course,  I  feel 
that  the  point  I  have  raised,  which  has 
reference  to  indictments  already  found, 
may  be  properly  raised  on  another 
clause,  and  the  principle  fairly  dis- 
cussed. I  will,  therefore,  ask  the  leave 
of  the  Committee  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  propose  to  move  the  next 
Amendment,  which  is  also  in  his  name  ? 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  :  No. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.) :  I  wish  to  move  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  the  first  line  of  the  clause,  after 
"crime,"  to  insert  "  other  than  treason- 
felony  or  treason."  The  Government 
have  on  previous  occasions  manifested  a 
desire  to  show  that  the  proposals  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill  are  nothing  more  than 
the  reproduction  of  provisions  which  are 
already  in  force.  In  regard  to  the  law 
of  England  and  Scotland,  whether  they 
are  correct  in  that  assumption  or  not  is 
a  matter  of  opinion  ;  but,  at  any  rate, 
that  being  their  view  of  the  matter,  I 
presume  that  they  cannot  object  to  a 
proposal  to  assimilate  the  law  of  Ire- 
land to  that  which  obtains  in  this 
country.  The  Amendment  which  I  have 
placed  on  the  Paper  is  in  accord  with 
the  existing  law  of  England.  At  pre- 
sent there  is  no  right  to  claim  a  special 
jury  for  the  trial  of  cases  of  high  treason 
or  treason-felony  either  in  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  or  any  other  tribunal, 
nor  is  there  any  such  right  in  cases  of 
misdemeanour  tried  at  the  Sessions  and 
Assizes — that  is  to  say,  that  there  is  no 
absolute  right  of  trial  by  special  jury; 
but  a  special  jury  may  be  allowed  in  a 
case  of  misdemeanour,  where  it  has  been 
ordered  by  the  Queen's  Bench  Division, 
subject  to  certain  conditions  laid  down  in 
the  16  &  17  VicL  c.  SO.  Those  provisions 
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stipulate  that  the  form  by  which  an 
inferior  Court  may  empannel  a  jury  in  a 
criminal  prosecution  for  misdemeanour 
should  be  prescribed  by  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division  under  a  writ  of  certiorari. 
In  that  event  an  indictment  may  be  re- 
moved ;  but  only  under  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  I  have  mentioned,  and  the  re- 
moval can  only  take  place  either  when 
the  indictment  in  the  Court  below  is 
against  a  body  corporate,  which  is  not 
the  question  here,  or  else  where  it  has 
been  made  to  appear  to  the  higher 
Court  that  a  fair  and  impartial  trial  can- 
not otherwise  be  had.  The  Amendments 
which  I  have  placed  upon  the  Paper 
have  been  drafted  with  the  intention  of 
allowing  not  only  the  Attorney  General, 
who  has  now  a  right,  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown,  to  demand  the  removal  of  a  case 
into  the  Queen's  Bench  Division,  but 
also  of  enabling  the  prosecutor  or  de- 
fendant to  have  the  same  right — namely, 
the  right  of  removing,  under  a  writ  of 
eertiorariy  a  case  in  the  Queen's  Bench 
Division.  If  the  Committee  accept  my 
Amendments,  it  will  then  be  open  to  the 
defendant  to  apply  for  a  special  jury; 
and  he  would  have  to  do  so  not  by  an 
ex  parte  motion,  but  by  a  motion  in 
Court,  and  not  in  Chambers,  with  notice 
duly  served  upon  the  other  side,  and  he 
must  be  prepared  to  show  cause  why  the 
application  for  a  special  jury  should  be 
entertaiued.  At  the  present  moment  it 
is  not  necessary  that  I  should  urge  fur- 
ther reasons  for  the  acceptance  of  my 
Amendments;  but  I  should  certainly 
like  to  hear  from  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  or  the  Attorney  General  for 
England,  what  objections  there  can  be 
to  the  proposal. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line  7, 
after  the  word  **  crime,"  to  insert  the 
words,  **  other  than  treason  felony  or 
treason." — (Jfr.  Arthur  0 Connor,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  hon.  Member,  in  moving 
the  Amendment,  has  referred  to  other 
Amendments  which  stand  in  his  name, 
and  which  relate  to  subsequent  portions 
of  this  clause,  but  which  certainly  seem 
to  me  to  be  of  a  character  altogether  un- 
suitable for  adoption  in  the  clause  as  it 
now  stands  before  the  Committee.  I 
may  add  that  before  the  Amendments  of 


the  hon.  Member  can  come  on  for  dis- 
cussion, there  are  one  or  two  important 
Amendments  standing  in  the  names  of 
other  Members,  which  seem  to  me  to 
raise,  in  a  more  definite  way,  the  matters 
to  which  he  has  referred.  The  Amend- 
ment now  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member 
is  to  the  efi'ect  that  an  order  of  the  Court 
for  empannelling  a  special  jury  shall  not 
apply  in  cases  of  treason-felony  or 
treason.  The  hon.  Member  is  quite 
right  in  saying  that,  as  the  law  stands 
at  the  present  moment,  both  in  England 
and  Ireland,  a  special  jury  cannot  be 
empannelled  for  the  trial  of  a  case  either 
of  treason  or  felony.  I  believe  the 
origin  of  that  exception  was  that  a 
special  jury  under  the  old  system  was 
incompatible  with  the  challenges  al- 
lowed by  law  to  the  accused.  The 
Crimes  Act  of  1882  altered  that  state 
of  things,  and  provided  that  a  special 
jury  might  be  taken  from  a  long  panel 
with  the  right  of  challenge  which  the 
law  now  g^ves,  and  that  is  practically 
the  proposal  we  now  make  in  this 
clause.  One  of  the  grounds  upon  which 
we  do  this  is  that,  in  trials  for  treason 
and  treason-felony,  it  is  particularly  de- 
sirable to  have  juries  of  intelligence  and 
independent  minds.  It  is  very  difficult 
indeed  for  an  ordinary  common  jury  to 
follow  the  charge  of  a  Judge  in  difficult 
oases  of  this  kind,  involving  a  consider- 
able amount  of  technical  legal  matter. 
I  think  most  hon.  Members  would  regret 
that  cases  of  that  kind  should  be  tried  by 
individuals  whose  intelligence  is  not  suffi- 
cient to  enable  them  to  understand  the 
merits  of  the  case  and  to  comprehend 
the  directions  of  the  Judge.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  feel  that  I  have  no  alter- 
native but  to  oppose  the  Amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  The 
reason  why  I  consider  it  necessary  to 
include  the  words  *^  treason  or  treason- 
felony"  in  the  Amendment  was,  as  I 
explained  at  the  outset  of  my  observa- 
tions, that  at  present  neither  the  Crown 
nor  the  defendant  in  a  case  of  treason  or 
treason- felony  has  a  right  to  claim  a 
special  jury,  either  in  the  Queen's  Bench 
Division  or  elsewhere.  I  pointed  out 
that,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  necessary  to  re- 
cognize in  the  present  section  the  excep- 
tion thus  made  in  the  existing  law.  In 
some  cases  of  treason  you  may  have  a 
trial  at  Bar  with  the  Court  sitting  in 
banco,  so  that  there  would  be  no  need  to 
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empannel  a  special  jury,  and  it  is  for 
totally  different  cases  that  special  juries 
are  allowed  in  this  country.  Even  if  the 
Oommittee  are  prepared  to  take  the  view 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  I 
think  it  would  only  be  reasonable  to 
make  this  exception  from  the  operation 
of  the  clause  of  oases  of  treason  and 
treason-felony,  and  I  trust  that  the  Qo- 
▼ernment  will  adopt  my  Amendments. 
They  cannot  afterwards  be  embarrassed 
by  them  in  the  slightest  degree.  At  any 
rate,  they  will  be  aware  that  there  would 
be  no  departure  from  the  construction  of 
the  Bill  beyond  that  which  is  absolutely 
necessary,  because,  according  to  the  pro- 
fessions of  the  Government  themselves, 
their  desire  is  to  make  the  provisions  of 
the  measure  as  much  like  those  which 
now  apply  in  England  and  Scotland  as 
possible. 

Sib  CHAELES  RUSSELL  (Hackney, 
8.)  :  If  provisions  of  this  nature  are  to 
be  applicable  to  any  class  of  offences,  I 
cannot  see  any  reason  why  there  should 
be  a  special  exemption  in  regard  to  this 
particular  class  of  offences.  I  would, 
however,  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  charge  of  the  Bill  that  it  would 
simplify  matters  if  he  would  give  some  in- 
dication as  to  what  the  view  of  the  Go- 
vernment is  in  regard  to  the  later  Amend- 
ments. I  hope  that  I  am  not  out  of 
Order  in  making  this  reference;  but, 
speaking  for  myself,  and  speaking  also, 
I  believe,  for  a  good  many  on  this  side 
of  the  Committee,  I  would  suggest  that 
the  difficulty  might  be  best  met  by  adopt- 
ing a  later  Amendment  which  stands  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  South  Donegal  (Mr.  Mac  Neill), 
which  provides  that — 

''On  application  of  either  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral or  the  defendant  on  notice  of  motion  or  sam- 
mons  to  the  other  side,  make  an  order  that  the 
trial  of  the  defendant  or  defendants,  if  more 
than  one,  shall  be  by  a  special  jury. 

"  No  such  order  shall  be  made  unless  the  Hi£:h 
Court  is  satisfied  that  the  application  for  it  is 
not  made  vexatiously  or  for  delay,  and  that  it 
is  expedient  for  the  ends  of  justice  that  the  trial 
should  take  place  before  a  special  jury.  The 
court  may  in  such  order  postpone  the  trial  on 
such  terms  as  seem  just.*' 

The  adoption  of  that  Amendment  would 
obviate  many  of  the  objections  which  I 
entertain  to  the  clause  as  it  stands.  I 
quite  recognize  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  1882  may  be  looked  upon  by  the 
Government  as  a  justification  for  the 
provision  as  it  stands  in  the  Bill ;  but 

Mr.  Arihwr  (y  C^nmr 


the  circumstances  of  the  case  were  Terj 
different,  and  I  would  point  out  that 
the  provisions  of  this  measure  are  to  be 
permanent  in  their  character,  and  are  to 
remain  as  part  of  the  general  law  of  the 
country. 

Mk.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  think  it 
would  be  entirely  out  of  Order  if  we 
were  now  to  discuss  a  later  Amendment 
— No.  23 — on  which  the  point  raised  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will 
probably  arise.  I  cannot,  however,  hold 
out  any  hope  that  the  Government  will 
be  able  to  accept  the  Amendment  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  entirely  mis- 
taken in  the  statement  he  has  made  that 
this  clause  was  contained  in  the  Crimes 
Act  of  1 882.  It  was  nothing  of  the  kind ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  the  clause  we  are 
now  discussing  is  as  different  from  the 
clause  in  the  Act  of  1882  as  ohalk  is 
from  cheese.  To  begin  with,  in  the  Act 
of  1882  there  was  a  definite  number  of 
jurors  to  be  summoned.  I  believe  it 
was  necessary  to  summon  200  in  all. 
[Mr.  Holmes  dissented. J  I  think  I  am 
right  in  asserting  that  under  that  Act  it 
was  necessary  to  summon  a  definite  num- 
ber of  jurors ;  but  under  this  Bill  the 
provision,  instead  of  being  of  so  inno- 
cuous a  character,  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
by  Clause  15,  will  have  power  to  make 
rules  concerning  all  matters  of  procedure 
in  cases  where  a  special  jury  is  required. 
After  laying  down  a  long  and  atrocious 
list  of  things  which  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
may  do,  the  clause  says  that  he 

'*  may,  from  time  to  time,  make,  and  when 
made,  revoke,  add  to,  and  alter  rules  in  relation 
to  the  case  where  a  special  jury  is  required  and 
the  number  of  jurors  to  be  returned  on  any 
panel,"  &o. 

So  that  if  there  are  5,000  jurors  on  the 
Sheriff's  book,  he  may  select  any  12  of 
them  he  pleases  to  try  a  case  of  treason 
or  treason-felony. 

The  chairman  :  I  think  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  is  travelling 
altogether  wide  of  the  special  Amend* 
ment  now  before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  quite  recognize 
the  justice  of  your  ruling,  Sir ;  but  I 
was  only  stating  what  the  nature  of  the 
clause  in  the  Act  of  1882  was,  and  I  was 
only  at  the  beginning  of  my  argument  to 
show  that  it  was  not  at  all  identical  with 
the  clause  we  are  now  dealing  with. 
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Therefore,  under  the  circumstances,  your 
ruling,  Mr.  Courtney,  will  probably  save 
the  Committee  a  considerable  amount  of 
time.     The  Bill  declares  that — 

'*  It  is  expedient  to  amend  the  law  relating  to 
the  place  of  trial  of  offences  committed  in  Ire- 
land, for  securintc  more  fair  and  impartial 
tri^,  and  for  relieving  jurors  from  danger  to 
their  lives,  property,  And  business." 

Now,  Sir,  we  have  already  resisted,  and 
we  shall  continue  to  resist,  every  pre- 
tence for  saying  that  there  is  any  ground 
whatever  for  the  statement  that  persons 
who  are  called  upon  to  perform  the  duty 
of  jurors  in  Ireland  are  likely  to  be 
placed  in  any  peril  whatsoever.  Let  me 
point  out  that  the  Fenian  prisoners  in 
1865,  1866,  1867,  and  1870  were  con- 
victed by  common  jurors.  Such  a  thing 
as  a  special  jury  did  not  then  exist  for 
the  trial  of  such  offences,  and  the  Fenian 
prisoners  were  convicted  by  the  common 
jurors  of  the  City  of  Dublin.  Not  only 
BO,  but  John  Mitchel  was  convicted  by 
common  jurors  in  1848 — men  who  were 
very  well  known  in  the  City  of  Dublin, 
but  of  whom  half-a-dozen  at  least  are 
living  at  the  present  day.  Although 
John  Mitchel  was  a  man  most  revered 
throughout  the  whole  of  Ireland  for  his 
patriotism  and  the  staunchness  of  his 
convictions,  the  jurors  who  convicted 
him  went  absolutely  free  from  harm 
down  to  the  present  day.  Then,  what  is 
the  difference  that  exists  between  1887 
and  1865  and  1867?  Twenty  years  ago 
you  had  a  tremendous  organization  in 
Dublin  which  shook  the  confidence  of 
the  Qovernment  in  the  administration  of 
the  law,  and  it  was  worked  by  secret 
means,  with  the  use  of  weapons  of 
various  kinds.  Part  of  the  organization 
of  that  Fenian  Society  included  a  resort 
to  force  when  necessary,  and  the  number 
of  the  Fenian  Body  in  Ireland  at  least 
amounted  to  100,000  men,  most  of  them 
enrolled  in  the  City  of  Dublin.  Yet, 
notwithstanding  those  circumstances, 
the  Government  were  able  to  obtain  the 
conviction  of  some  300  or  400  Fenians 
between  the  years  1865  and  1868,  and  I 
challenge  them  to  say  whether  one 
single  juror  suffered  the  slightest  hurt 
or  harm,  either  in  person,  property,  or 
business,  in  consequence  of  the  part  he 
took  in  securing  those  convictions.  The 
right  hon.  Q-entleman  opposite  knows 
very  well  that  nothing  of  the  kind 
occurred.  We  are  now  told  that  special 
qualifications  are  required  for  the  jurors 


who  are  to  convict  in  cases  of  treason  or 
treason -felony.  The  law  of  England  is 
much  more  favourable  to  prisoners  on 
trial  for  treason  than  that  which  exists 
in  Ireland.  In  England  you  give  35 
challenges  to  the  prisoner,  and  although 
you  say  that  you  are  anxious  now  to 
assimilate  the  law  of  the  two  countiies 
what  you  really  do  is  this.  If  the 
prisoner  is  tried  at  the  Old  Bailey  he 
can  challenge  35  jurymen;  whereas  if 
he  is  tried  in  Dublin  he  can  only  chal- 
lenge 20.  Hitherto  cases  of  treason 
tried  in  Dublin  have  been  dealt  with  by 
common  jurors,  except  at  a  time  when 
we  had  American  prisoners  brought  up 
for  trial,  in  which  case  one-half  of  the 
jurors  were  aliens,  the  rest  being  picked 
out  from  the  common  jury  class.  1  can- 
not remember  that  there  was  any  diffi- 
culty in  conducting  those  trials.  The 
Government  obtained  convictions,  and 
the  common  jurors  proved  to  be  per- 
fectly capable  of  understanding  the 
technical  charges  of  the  Judges.  Al- 
though the  egg  of  conspiracy  was 
hatched,  so  to  speak,  in  America,  and  the 
cases  were  tried  in  Ireland,  the  jurors 
proved  themselves  perfectly  competent 
to  understand  the  law.  Tet  we  are  now 
told,  20  years  afterwards,  that  although 
the  school  boards  have  been  at  work 
nearly  ever  since,  that  individuals  se- 
lected from  the  common  jury  panel 
would  be  unable  to  discharge  their  duty 
fairly  and  impartially,  or  to  understand 
the  nature  of  the  directions  given  to 
them  by  the  Judges.  The  real  effect  of 
this  clause  will  be  this — you  may  have  a 
panel  with  1,000  names  upon  it,  with  a 
full  right  of  *'  stand  by  "  on  the  part  of 
the  Crown  to  reduce  that  1,000  to  12. 
The  Attorney  General  will  be  able  to 
challenge  988,  and  yet  he  tells  us  that 
out  of  the  reMuum  he  would  not  be  able 
to  get  a  sufficient  number  of  common 
jurors  to  try  a  case  of  treason-felony.  I 
contend  that  this  argument  is  altogether 
absurd.  If  the  Government  are  going 
to  rely  upon  special  juries  let  them 
abandon  their  right  of  ''stand  by" 
altogether,  and  place  themselves  and  the 
prisoners  on  the  same  terms.  At  the 
rate,  let  them  give  to  Ireland  the  same 
law  as  exists  in  England.  Certainly,  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  Government 
would  have  an  illimitable  right  of  chal- 
lenge, I  think  they  might  accept  the 
Amendment.  Perhaps  hon.  Members 
are  under  the  impression  that  common 
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jurors  in  Ireland  are  really  very  low 
people.  If  any  hon.  Member  who  takes 
an  interest  in  Ireland  will  turn  to  a  Ee- 
turn  obtained  by  me,  he  will  find  that 
in  the  very  counties  in  which  the  Gk)- 
yernment  declare  that  they  are  unable 
to  obtain  convictions,  the  number  of 
common  jurors  is  very  limited.  Let  me 
take  the  case  of  the  County  of  Kerry. 
There  are  in  that  county  22,517  voters, 
and  only  1,178  common  jurors,  or  one 
common  juror  in  every  20  voters.  It  is 
the  same  in  the  other  counties  of  Ire- 
land. It  is,  therefore,  a  great  mistake 
to  suppose  that  common  jurors  are  per- 
sons who  belong  to  the  lower  classes, 
seeing  that  in  most  of  the  counties  of 
Ireland  there  is  only  one  common  juror 
to  20  voters.  I  think,  therefore,  that  it 
is  most  unreasonable  to  say  that  when 
a  case  of  treason  or  treason-felony  is 
brought  on  for  trial  before  a  Court  of 
Justice  a  common  jury  would  be  inca- 
pable of  dealing  with  it,  and  that  it  is 
absolutely  necessary  to  deal  with  it  by  a 
special  jury. 

Sm  WILLI  AM  HARCOURT  (Derby): 
I  think  it  would  have  a  tendency  to  clear 
up  this  matter  if  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  will  consent  to  follow  the 
precedent  set  in  the  Act  of  1882.  It 
was  then  provided  that  special  jurors 
should  be  elected  by  ballot,  m  the  man- 
ner provided  by  the  1 9th  section  of  the 
Juries  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act  of  1876. 
What  I  wish  to  know  is  whether  it  is 
intended  that  the  jurors,  under  this 
measure,  shall  be  selected  in  the  same 
manner  as  under  the  Act  of  1882  ? 

Mr.  holmes  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  pre- 
cedent of  that  Act  has  been  followed,  as 
he  will  find  by  reference  to  the  9th 
clause  of  the  Bill,  which  runs  as  fol- 
lows : — 

«  Where  under  this  Act  a  trial  is  had  by  a 
special  jury,  the  special  jurors  shall  be  taken  by 
ballot  in  the  manner  provided  by  the  nineteenth 
section  of  the  Juries  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act, 
1876,  from  all  the  jurors  upon  the  panel  re- 
turned by  the  sheriff  from  the  special  jurors' 
book." 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  No 
doubt  we  are  dealing  with  a  clause 
which  bears  some  resemblance  to  a 
corresponding  clause  in  the  Act  of 
1882.  But  I  maintain  that  it  is  impo- 
litic to  pass  the  section  at  all,  for  reasons 
which  have  already  been  urged  in  sup- 
port of  the  Amendment.    May  I  point 
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out  that  in  the  Bill  of  the  Government 
themselves  there    is    a    precedent  for 
limiting  the  scope  of  its  operation.    In 
the  2nd  sub-section  of  the  4  th  clause 
provision  is  made  for  a  change  of  venae 
in  certain  cases,  and  the  Government 
have  introduced  into  that  sub-section  a 
provision  that  it  shall  only  apply  to  a 
very  limited  number  of  cases.    The  ar- 
gument which  has  been  urged  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion  is  that  if  this 
clause  is  to  pass  at  all  there  is  no  reason 
why  it  should  be  made  to  apply  to  cases 
of  treason  and  treason-felony,  and  I  cer- 
tainly can  see  no  reason  why  it  should 
be  made  to  apply  to  ofiPences  which  are 
not  specified  in  Sub-section  2  of  Clause  4. 
The  principle  of  the  criminal  system  of 
this    country  is    that  when  a  man  is 
charged  with  an  offence  he  shall  be  tried 
by  his  country.    In  a  striking  and  even 
touching  form,  which  is,  to  the  present 
day,  observed  in  our  Courts,   when  a 
man  is  called    upon  to  plead  he  puts 
himself  upon  his  country.    No  doubt,  in 
regard    to  a  certain  class  of  offences, 
which  are  of  such  a  character  that  they 
shock  the  moral  sense  of  the  community, 
it  really  does  not  matter  whether  you 
carry  out  that  theory  or    not,  because 
from  whatever  class  the  jurors  might 
happen  to  be  drawn,  we  may  rest  per- 
fectly satisfied  that   justice  would  be 
done.  If  a  man  is  charged  with  murder, 
rape,  or  arson,  or  with  a  serious  offence 
in  which  no  political  or  agrarian  ques- 
tion arises,  we  may  rest  perfectly  sure 
that,  from  whatever  class  the  jurors  are 
drawn,  substantial  justice  will  be  done. 
It  may  be  assumed  that  no  person  is  so 
degraded  as  wilfully  to  convict,  or  acquit 
wrongfully,    a    person     charged    with 
such  a  crime.     But  when  you  come  to 
deal  with  a  class  of  questions  in  which 
political  or  agrarian  considerations  arise 
there  may  be  a  serious  conflict  between 
the  Crown  and  Her  Majesty's  subjects, 
and  it  then  becomes  essentially  necessary 
that  the  men  who  are  to  be  tried  should 
be  tried  by  their  country  or  by  their  peers. 
It  cannot  be  alleged  that  that  would  be 
the  case  if,  under  this  measure,  indivi- 
duals who   are  charged  with   political 
offences,  instead  of  being  tried  by  jury, 
selected  in  the  ordinary  way,  are  to  be 
tried  by  a  jury  which  the  Crown  is  to  be 
permitted  to  select  from  a  small  and 
narrow  class.    One  of  the  charges  which 
was  made  against  the  Government  in 
1848  was  that,  in  trying  the  prisoners 
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who  were  then  charged  with  treason  and 
treason  -  feloD  J,  they  filled  the  jury- 
boxes  with  Castle  shopkeepers,  who 
had  the  Lion  and  XJnioorn  over  their 
shop  doors,  and  who  depended  for  their 
livelihood  upon  the  custom  of  the  Vice- 
regal Court.  I  trust  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  lay  themselves  open  to 
a  charge  of  that  kind  in  the  future. 
Public  men  in  Ireland  may  feel  them- 
selves compelled  to  take  the  same  course 
which  they  have  taken  in  past  times; 
and  if  such  a  state  of  things  should 
arise  Her  Majesty's  Government  ought 
not  to  have  it  in  their  power  to  prosti- 
tute the  forms  of  law  by  putting  men  on 
their  trial  before  a  tribunal  not  selected 
as  the  law  now  requires,  but  from  a 
class  of  men  who  are  notoriously  hostile 
to  the  persons  who  would  have  to  be 
tried.  That  is  the  reason  we  urge  for 
distinguishing  cases  of  treason  and 
treason -felony  from  the  ordinary  crimes 
which  this  section  will  enable  the  Go- 
vernment to  submit  to  a  special  jury. 
I  trust  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  will  insist  on  pressing  his 
Amendment,  unless  he  succeeds  in  ob- 
taining some  concession  from  the  Go- 
vernment on  this  important  point. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  8.) :  I 
cannot  help  expressing  my  regret  that 
the  Government  have  not  seen  their 
way  to  permitting  the  law  of  England 
and  Ireland  in  this  matter  to  be  assimi- 
lated. By  their  refusal  they  have  made 
still  wider  the  chasm  which  exists  be- 
tween the  Irish  and  English  Criminal 
Law.  I  regret  this  the  more,  because  only 
in  very  recent  years  there  was  a  Criminal 
Code  Commission  appointed,  upon  whose 
Beport  a  Bill  was  presented  to  this 
House  proposing — the  Commission  itself 
having  consisted  of  four  distinguished 
Judges — that  the  Criminal  Law  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  should  be  assimilated 
to  the  fullest  extent  possible.  The  Law 
Advisers  of  the  Crown  do  not  seem  to 
be  able  to  give  any  precise  reason  why, 
as  the  law  now  stands,  there  should  be 
a  special  jury  in  a  case  of  misdemea- 
nour, but  not  in  a  case  of  treason  or 
treason-felony.  However,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  a  special  jury  is  only  allowed  in 
certain  cases  of  misdemeanour,  when 
the  misdemeanour  has  been  brought,  by 
writ  of  certiorari,  into  the  Queen's  Bench 
Division.    In  ordinary  cases  no  special 

i'ury  is  allowed;   but  by  law  it  is  al- 
owed  under  certain  restrictions  upon  an 

VOL.  OOOXV.    [thibd  series.! 


application  to  the  Court  by  means  of  a 
writ  of  certiorari^  and  very  frequently 
the  Court  refuses  to  grant  the  applica- 
tion. Why  are  special  jurors  allowed 
in  cases  of  misdemeanour  ?  It  is  simply 
for  this  reason — that  the  theory  of  the 
law  is  that  in  cases  of  misdemeanour 
the  contest  is  merely  a  personal  one, 
whereas  in  the  case  of  a  felony  direct 
provisions  of  the  Criminal  Law  have 
been  violated.  For  this  simple  reason  a 
special  jury  has  not  been  allowed  in 
cases  of  treason  and  treason -felony,  al- 
though, at  the  option  of  the  Court,  it 
may  be  allowed  in  a  case  of  misdemea- 
nour. The  theory  of  the  law  is  that 
when  a  true  Bill  is  found  against  a 
prisoner  charged  with  treason  or  trea- 
son-felony he  ought  to  be  tried  by  his 
peers.  The  Common  Law,  both  of  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  previous  to  the  Crimes 
Act  of  1882,  was  that  every  man  charged 
with  such  an  offence  should  be  tried  by 
his  peers.  Under  this  clause  provision 
is  made  that  the  prisoner  shall  not  be 
tried  by  his  peers,  but  by  persons  to 
be  selected  for  the  purpose  of  trying 
him  by  the  Government  of  the  day.  As 
a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  proposed  that  the 
Public  Prosecutor,  representing  the  ma- 
jesty of  the  law  and  of  the  public  at 
large,  should  demean  himself  by  be- 
coming a  political  agent  of  the  Govern- 
ment. My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  has  already  shown  that  by  the 
adoption  of  this  provision  there  will  be 
a  great  difference  in  the  state  of  the  law, 
even  in  regard  to  challenges.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  beg  to  support 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor). 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
I  can  quite  understand  why  the  Govern- 
ment should  adhere  to  their  determina- 
tion in  regard  to  this  Amendment  if 
it  were  an  historical  fact  that  there  is, 
on  the  part  of  the  common  jurors  in  Ire- 
land, either  an  incapacity  to  comprehend 
the  law  of  treason,  or  an  unwillingness 
to  find  their  fellow-citizens  guilty.  In 
the  cases  referred  to  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  — the 
Fenian  cases  which  occurred  between 
1865  and  1868 — many  very  complicated 
charges  of  treason  were  brought  against 
the  men  who  were  put  upon  their  trial. 
In  some  of  those  cases  it  had  to  be 
proved  that  overt  acts  of  treason  had 
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been  committed  outside  the  Bealms  of 
Her  Majesty.  Nevertheless,  it  was  fre- 
quently difficult  to  prove  those  overt  acts 
of  treason  which  had  been  committed  in 
America;  but,  although  it  was  often 
difficult  to  obtain  evidence  to  corrobo- 
rate the  testimony  of  an  informer,  no 
case  ever  occurred  where  a  common  jury, 
in  the  exercise  of  its  duty,  failed  to  com- 
prehend the  law  or  to  bring  in  a  verdict. 
On  the  contrary,  the  common  jurors  in- 
variably showed  full  capacity  to  compre- 
hend the  law  upon  the  matter,  and  they 
displayed  a  willingDess  to  convict  where 
the  evidence  was  sufficient,  and  the 
charges  had  been  fully  proved.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  as  well  as 
other  hon.  Members  of  this  House,  must 
remember  those  cases.  I  have  a  distinct 
recollection  of  them  myself.  The  trials 
took  place  in  some  of  the  principal  cities 
of  Ireland,  and  many  of  them  occurred 
in  the  City  of  Cork,  where  I  was  a  re- 
sident at  the  time.  My  experience  is, 
that  no  class  of  jurors  in  that  city 
showed  the  slightest  hesitation  what- 
ever in  finding  verdicts  against  their 
fellow -citizens,  even  against  men  they 
had  met  every  day  in  the  week  who  were 
eog&god  in  the  same  class  of  business  as 
themselves,  and  with  whom  they  had 
been  on  friendly  and  intimate  terms. 
Notwithstanding  the  bonds  of  friend- 
ship and  the  ties  of  fellow-citizenship 
which  drew  them  together,  they  dis- 
played every  readiness  to  bring  in  ver- 
dicts of  guilty  when  the  charges  were 
fully  proved.  These  were  political 
offences,  and  they  were  tried  at  a  time 
when  the  agitation  in  Ireland  was  of  a 
purely  political  character;  and  there- 
fore, reasoning  by  analogy,  it  cannot  be 
said  that  in  the  social  revolution  which 
is  now  taking  place  in  Ireland  a  similar 
readiness  to  convict  may  not  be  found. 
Let  me  point  to  the  example  of  the  As- 
sizes at  Cork  held  in  the  winter  of  last 
year.  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson)  were 
in  his  place  I  would  appeal  to  him 
with  confidence  to  say  whether  or  not 
the  ordinary  jurors  summoned  to  serve 
at  the  Munster  Winter  Assizes  per- 
formed their  duty.  It  is  the  fact  that 
at  the  last  Cork  Winter  Assizes  common 
jurors  brought  in  verdicts  of  guilty  when- 
ever the  charges  against  the  prisoners 
were  brought  home.  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in   saying   that,  under  this  Act, 
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common  jurors  would  be  found  perfectly 
capable  of  comprehendiDg  the  law,  and 
quite  willing  to  bring  in  verdicts  when 
the  charges  were  properlv  substantiated. 
At  the  same  time,  and  al)ove  all  things, 
it  must  be. made  clear* to  a  commoxi  jury 
that  no  attempt  is  being  made,  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown,  either  to  intimidate 
them,  or  to  do  prisoners  an  injustice. 
Under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
I  think  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ought  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  Friend. 

Question    u  . 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  107; 
Noes  180:  Majority  73.— (Div.  List, 
No.  188.) 

Mr.  W.  M'AETHUR  (Cornwall, 
Mid,  St.  Austell) :  I  beg  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment  in  this  Clause,  to  insert, 
after    the  word  "crime,"  the  words — 

"  Being  either  murder,  manslaughter,  aggra- 
vated crime  or  violence  against  the  person, 
arson  b^  Statute  or  Common  Law,  or  breaking 
into,  firing  at,  or  firing  into,  a  dwelling -house.*' 

In  moving  this  Amendment,  I  do  not  think 
it  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  detain  the 
Committee  with  any  speech,  or  at  any 
length  to  interrupt  the  business  of  the 
Committee.  2^1  do  feel,  however,  that 
the  Amendment  is  an  important  Amend- 
ment, because  it  raises  an  important 
question  of  principle.  At  any  rate,  it 
raises  the  question  whether  the  special 
jury  system  shall  be  applied  to  crimi- 
nal cases  in  Ireland,  as  we  understand 
crime  in  England,  or  whether  it  shall 
be  applied  to  cases  of  crime  in  Ireland 
as  crime  may  be  understood  under  a 
Coercion  Act.  I  do  not  intend  to  go 
into  the  question  of  Irish  coercion. 
Irish  coercion  has  been  proved  to  be 
provocative  of  much  trouble  both  to 
Ireland  and  England  for  many  years 
past,  and  among  all  classes  there  is 
much  discontent  with  regard  to  it.  It 
is  asserted  that  there  are  certain  Irish 
jurors  who  will  not  convict ;  but  where 
special  juries  are  concerned,  it  is  the 
opinion  of  the  poorer  classes  in  Ireland 
that  too  many  of  them  do  convict.  I 
will  not,  however,  go  into  that  question. 
What  I  object  to  is  that  this  special 
jury  clause  should  be  applied  to  offences 
other  than  crimes — as  we  understand 
them  in  England,  because  I  regard  it  as 
class  legislation  in  its  worst  form.  There 
is  a  prosperous  class  of  people  in  the 
North  of  Ireland,  and  a  less  well-to-do 
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and  very  much  poorer  class  in  the  South 
and  the  West.  The  Government  are 
never  tired  of  telling  us  that  the  very 
prosperous  and  well-to-do  population  in 
the  North  of  Ireland,  who  constitute  a 
small  minority  of  the  Irish  people,  are 
in  favour  of  the  English  connection, 
while  the  poorer  classes  in  the  South  and 
West  are  altogether  hostile  to  that  con- 
nection. The  Oovemment  tell  us  that 
these  two  classes  hate  each  other  with  a 
hatred  so  bitter  that  if  Home  Eule  were 
conceded  the  North  would  be  placed 
practically  at  the  mercy  of  the  South. 
Yet  the  Government  are  providing,  in 
this  clause,  that  in  every  kind  of  case, 
not  only  in  criminal,  but  in  political 
cases,  the  very  people  who  hate  tne  lower 
classes  in  the  South  and  West  shall  be 
the  people  to  try  them.  I  may  say  that 
no  hon.  Member  of  this  House  more 
detests  crime  and  outrage  than  I  do  my- 
self, and  I  think  that  I  am  speaking  in 
the  same  sense  for  every  hon.  Member 
on  this  side  of  the  House  ;  but  we  say 
that  this  clause,  under  which  specied 
juries  are  to  be  provided  for  the  trial  of 
offenders  in  Ireland,  will  not  be  applied 
to  criminal  cases  only.  I  have  no  ob- 
jection to  any  crime  the  Government 
may  name  being  included  in  the  list  of 
offences  to  be  tried  by  a  special  jury ; 
but  I  have  a  great  objection  to  all  sorts 
of  cases  connected  with  politics  in  Ire- 
land, and  connected  with  the  land  in  Ire- 
land, bein^  tried  by  juries  composed,  as 
they  would  be,  of  people  who  are  hostile 
to  the  persons  whom  they  would  have  to 
try.  Another  objection  I  have  relates  to 
the  power  proposed  to  be  given  to  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  Of  course, 
I  do  not  desire  to  make  any  kind  of  charge 
against  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman who  holds  that  position ;  but  I 
maintain  that  it  is  a  tremendous  power 
to  place  in  the  hands  of  any  Law  Officer 
of  the  Crown. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  is  anticipating  an 
Amendment  which  stands  lower  down 
the  Paper.  He  must  confine  himself  to 
his  own  Amendment. 

Mr.  W.  M*ARTHUE:  Of  course. 
Sir,  I  bow  to  your  ruling,  and  I  am 
sorry  that  my  inexperience  in  regard  to 
the  proceedings  of  the  House  should 
have  led  me  into  such  a  mistake.  I  will 
only  say  that  my  desire  is  to  induce  the 
Government  to  draw  a  distinction  be- 
tween crime  as  we  understand  it,  and  any 


sort  of  offence  which  the  Government 
choose  to  call  crime  under  this  Bill.  I 
think  we  ought  to  have  had  a  definition 
of  crime  in  the  Bill  itself,  and  I  am  per- 
suaded that  many  would  prefer  to  see  trial 
by  jury  absolutely  abolished  in  Ireland 
rather  than  that  certain  classes  of  crime 
should  be  tried  by  special  juries.  Per- 
sonally, I  should  have  far  more  confi- 
dence in  a  trial  by  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  himself,  rather  than  by  the 
class  which  will  compose  the  special 
juries  selected  under  this  clause.  If 
the  clause  be  passed  in  its  entirety*  the 
protection  which  the  Government  allege 
that  they  are  giving  in  providing  for 
trial  by  jury  will  be  nothing  more  than 
a  delusion  and  a  snare.  There  are  o  6,956 
common  jurors  in  Ireland,  and  only 
12,500  special  jurors ;  and  the  class  from 
which  the  special  jurors  are  drawn  is  the 
very  class  which  is  persistently  hostile  to 
the  persons  they  will  be  called  upon  to 
try.  I  believe  that  if  the  Government 
are  sincere  in  saying  that  they  distrust 
the  average  Irishman,  they  ought  to 
have  the  courage  of  their  convictions 
and  should  abolish  trial  by  jury  alto- 
gether. If  they  are  not  prepared  to 
take  that  extreme  step,  they  ought  not 
to  come  here  and  endeavour  to  throw 
dust  in  the  eyes  of  the  English  people 
by  pretending  that  they  are  giving  Irish- 
men a  fair  trial  before  a  jury  of  their 
countrymen,  wdereas  they  are  simply 
selecting  a  small  minority  of  Irishmen, 
who  are  opposed  to  the  best  interests 
and  wishes  of  the  vast  body  of  the' 
nation,  and  who  will  have  already  made 
up  their  minds  upon  the  questions  they 
will  be  called  upon  to  try.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  hope  that  the  Govern- 
ment will  see  their  way  to  meet  the  ob- 
jections which  I  have  laid  before  the 
Committee  in  this  important  matter,  and 
that  they  will  accept  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  3.  line  7,  by  insertiog,  after  the  word 
« crime,"  the  words  ''being  either  murder, 
manslaughter,  aggravated  crime  or  violence 
against  the  person,  arson  b^  Statute  or  Common 
Law,  or  breaking  into,  firing  at,  or  firing  into 
a  dwelling  house." — (^Mr,  M* Arthur.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  chief  SECKETAEY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manches- 
ter, E.):  The  Amendment  which  has 
just  been  disposed  of  proposed  to  exclude 
certain  crimes  from  the  purview  of  this 
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clause ;  but  the  hon.  Member's  Amend- 
ment names  certain  crimes  and  excludes 
others.     The  hon.  Member  fears,  to  use 
bis  own  ezprossion,  that  the  Government 
would  use  this  power  in  regard  to  special 
juries,  in  order  to  enable  them  to  deal 
with  crimes  which  are  not  crimes  as  we 
understand  the  phrase.     The  allegation 
18  that  there  may  be  offences  under  this 
Bill  which  in   England  would  not  be 
known  as  crimes ;  and  I  presume  that 
the  hon.   Member  considers  that    the 
crimes  which  he  has   mentioned   form 
an  exhaustive  catalogue  of  what  we  in 
England  are  in  the  habit  of  regarding 
as  crime.     If  the  matter  is  looked  into, 
however,  it  will  be  found  that  the  list  is 
far  from  an  exhaustive  one.     For  ex- 
ample, there  are  such  offences  as  sheep- 
stealing,  mutilation  of  cattle,  blowing  up 
with  dynamite,  and  many  others  I  could 
name,  which  are  certainly  looked  upon 
as  crimes  in  England,  but  which  are  not 
included  in  the  hon.  Member's  Amend- 
ment.    The  hon.  Member  has  spoken 
under  a  slight  misapprehension  as  to  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.  It  has  been  alleged 
that  new  offences  are  created  by  it.  The 
Oovernment  do  not  admit  that;  but  even 
if  it  were  granted,  special  juries  would 
not  try  crimes  which  are  not  now  crimes 
in  England  and  Ireland.     Under  these 
circumstances,    I    cannot     accept    the 
Amendment,  as  I   believe  that  a  fair 
trial  would  be  obtained  by  the  means 
proposed  in  the  Bill.     If  it  is  true  that 
a  fairer    trial  may   be  obtained   with 
special  juries,  I  see  no  reason  why  the 
clause  should  not  be  extended  to  other 
crimes  which,  in  the  opinion  of  every 
Member  of  this  House,  are  crimes,  whe- 
ther they  are  committed  in  England  or 
Ireland.     I  therefore  hope  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  not  consider  it  necessary 
to  press  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  W.  M'ARTHUR:  Of  course  I 
did  not  pretend  to  say  that  the  list  I  gave 
was  an  exhaustive  list;  but  I  gave  it 
because  I  found  it  contained  in  the  Bill 
itself,  and  because  the  crimes  in  ques- 
tion are  those  in  regard  to  which  it  is 
considered  difficult  to  obtain  convictions 
in  Ireland. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.): 
The  Government  themselves  provide  in 
this  very  Bill  that  in  regard  to  the  trial 
of  certain  crimes  English  juries  shall  be 
brought  in,  so  that,  in  their  idea,  there 
are  crimes  of  sufficient  importance  to 
justify  their  trial  on  this  side  of  the 

Mr.  A.  7.  BOfimr 


water.    I    think   it  would,    therefore, 
naturally  strike  hon.  Members  that  such 
cases  as  those  which  have  impressed 
themselves  on  the  mind  of  the  Govern- 
ment as  worthy  of  being  tried  by  special 
juries  should  be  clearly  specified  in  the 
way  suggested  in  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  St.  Austell.    I  should 
like  the  Committee  to  direct  their  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  other  offences  in 
addition  to  those  mentioned  here   are 
dealt  with  in  the  2nd  clause,  the  Go- 
vernment having  already  selected  the 
tribunal,  although  hon.  Members  on  this 
side  of  the  House  have  over  and  over 
again  declared  their  want  of  confidence 
in  that  tribunal.    Nevertheless,  the  Go- 
vernment having  selected  that  tribunal, 
persisted  in  establishing  it  for  the  trial 
of  certain  offences  by  a  summary  pro- 
cess ;  and,  having  done  so,  they   then 
went  on  to  specify  the  offences.     I  think 
that,   under  such  circumstances,    they 
ought  to  be  content  with  the  tribun^ 
they  have  established,  and,  as  far  as  the 
present  case  is  concerned,  they  should 
accept  the  list  of  crimes  contained  in  the 
Amendment.    The  Government  are,  in 
fact,  proposing  to  retain  a  superfluous 
and   accumulative  remedy  for    certain 
offences  dealt  with  in  the  2nd  section  of 
the  Bill,    although  they  have   already 
established  a  special  and  select  tribunal. 
The  effect  of  this  clause  will  be,  prac- 
tically, to  hand  over  agrarian  offenders 
in  the  West  of  Ireland    and    in    the 
County  of  Donegal,  from  which  I  came, 
to  be  tried  by  the  agents  of  the  land- 
lords, or  the  landlords  themselves.    The 
Government  are  actually  handing  over 
to  the  persons  whom  they  say  are  the 
aggrieved  parties  the  power  of  trying 
the  offenders ;    and,   in    addition,    the 
Government  have  reserved  to  themselves 
power,  under  the  2nd  clause,  of  sending 
down  two  special  Besident  Magistrates 
for  the  purpose  of  trying  the  same  class 
of  offences  summarily.   I  certainly  think 
it  ought  to  recommend  itself  to  the  Go- 
vernment that  they  should  not  ask  for 
an  accumulative  remedy  which  will  en- 
able them  to  try  a  case  by  special  jurors 
selected  from  a  particular  class  whose 
bias  and  past  offences  have  caused  all 
the  trouble  which  now  exists  in  Ireland. 
Mr.    CHANCE   (Kilkenny,    8.):   In 
dealing  with  this  Amendment,    I   was 
sorry  to  find  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  bad  not  only  nothing  to  say 
in  its  favour,  but  that  he  at  onoe  voted 
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it  down.    That  seems  to  be  a  common 
practice  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
Generally,  when  an  Amendment  comes 
on  fur  discussion,  he  says — **  Oh,  yes  ; 
but  a  previous  Amendment  has  already 
dealt  with  it."     In  the  last  case,  he  said 
the  Amendment  proposed  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Donegal 
(Mr.  Arthur   O'Connor)   restricted   the 
power  to  certain  offences ;  and  he  now 
says  that  although  the  present  Amend- 
ment enlarges  the  number  of  offences 
specified  in  the  Bill,  it,  nevertheless,  is 
a   limiting    power.     What    we    really 
desire  to  do  is  to  limit  the  power  of  the 
Grown  by  enlarging  a  certain  class  of 
offences.  The  catalogue  of  crimes  stated 
in  the  Amendment  is  said  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  be  by  no  means  of  a 
sufficiently  full  character.     That  objec- 
tion was  fully  met  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  St.  Austell,  who  moved  the  Amend- 
ment, because  he  made  it  perfectly  plain 
that  it  includes  all  crimes  that  have  no 
political  tinge  in  them.     I  recollect  the 
right  hon.    Gentleman,   in    an    earlier 
stage  of  the  Bill,  stating  that  he  had 
taken  care  to  exclude  from  the  category 
of  cases  which  should  be  sent  for  trial 
to  English  juries,  all  cases  which  might 
have  a  political  tinge.     Therefore,  if  the 
catalogue  of  crimes  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  St.  Austell  is  not  an  exhaus- 
tive catalogue,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  only  himself  and  his  Bill  to  blame  for 
it.  I  certainly  cannot  understand  for  what 
reason  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
exclude  the  consideration  of  such  cases 
from  English  j  uries,  and  yet  leave  them 
to  be  dealt  with  by  an  Orange  special  jury 
in  Antrim.  Probably  one  reason  is  that  in 
England  Her  Majesty's  Government  dare 
not  try  the  experiment  of  setting  class 
against  class;  and,  therefore,  they  de- 
cline to  send  over  political  offenders  from 
Ireland  to  be  tried  here.     At  any  rate, 
they  know  very  well  that  if  they  had 
sent  them  they  would  fail  to  obtain  a 
conviction  ;    and   I  presume  it    is    for 
this  reason  that  they  take  special  powers 
for  trying  them  by  a  special  jury  in  the 
County  of  Antrim,  being  afraid  to  resort 
to  the  process  by  which  they  tried  Mr. 
John  Dillon,  and  by  which   they   suc- 
ceeded in  convicting  John  Mitchel.    Let 
me  ask  the  Government  why  it  is  that 
they  decline  to  set  class  against  class  in 
England,  and  are  yet  attempting  to  do 
it  in  Ireland  ?    If  English  juries  are  not 
to  be  trusted,  to  use  the  right  hon.  Gen- 


tleman's own  words,  with  the  trial  of 
cases  which  have  a  ''political  tinge,"  I 
want  to  know  why  jurors  composed  of 
Irish  landlords  and  land  agents  are  to  be 
trusted  with  such  trials?  I  maintain 
that  this  Bill  is  not  intended  for  the 
punishment  of  criminals,  but  for  the 
punishment  of  political  offenders.  The 
persons  you  will  try  are  those  who  have 
been  putting  into  operation  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  against  certain  landlords,  and 
you  will  send  them  for  trial  to  a  jury  of 
landlords  and  land  agents,  who  will  have 
very  little  difficulty  whatever  in  convict- 
ing them.  Is  this  deliberate  attempt  to 
set  class  against  class  a  statesmanlike 
proceeding  ?  I  sincerely  trust  that  the 
Committee  will  be  wise  enough  to  accept 
the  Amendment.  Add  as  many  crimes 
as  you  like  to  the  catalogue  of  real 
crimes,  but  refuse  strenuously  to  include 
political  offences. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
We  have  had  a  statement  from  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General   for    Ireland    that  this  clause 
virtually   embodies  a  similar  provision 
which  was  contained  in  the  Act  of  1882, 
and  we  have  since  had  a  statement  from 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that  all 
crimes  were  embodied  in  that  Bill.     Is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  aware   that 
none  of  the  offences  dealt  with  by  the 
Corrupt  Practices  Act  were  triable  under 
the  Crimes  Act  of  1882?     I,  therefore, 
wish  to  know  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   proposes  in  this  Bill  to  include 
those  electoral  offences  which  were  ex- 
cluded   in   the    Crimes  Act?     I    also 
desire  to  know  whether,  if  offences  of 
that  nature  are  proposed  to  be  included, 
there    is   to  be     a  light  to   try  them 
under  this  section  by  a  special  jury  ? 
Perhaps  I  may  be  permitted  to  put  a 
case.     Supposing  that  Sir  CharlesLewis, 
the  late  Member  for  Londonderry,  and 
the  present  Member  for  North  Antrim, 
had  been  indicted  for  the  offences  for 
which  he  was  unseated  at  Derry.     Of 
oourse,  he  would  have  had  a  right  under 
this  clause  to  claim  to  be  tried  by  a 
special  jury  ;  and  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  a  special  jury  selected  to  try  him 
would  have  been  a  jury  of  Orangemen, 
90  that  no  matter  what  the  nature  of  the 
corrupt  practices  of  which  he  was  guilty 
may  have  been,  the  hon.  Member  would 
most  certainly  have  escaped  punishment. 
If  the  Crimes  Act  had  been  made  a  per- 
petual Act,  the  provision  excluding  the 
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Corrupt  Practices  Act  from  the  operation 
of  the  Crimes  Act  would  still  have  been 
in  force.  The  Crimes  Act.  however, 
was  not  a  perpetual  Act ;  and,  although 
we  are  told  that  the  present  measure  is 
framed,  to  a  very  large  extent,  upon  the 
principle  of  the  Crimes  Act,  I  do  not 
find  any  provision  in  it  to  exclude 
offences  against  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Act.  I  must  confess  that  I  never  heard 
a  more  amusing  instance  of  the  igno- 
rance of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
than  that  in  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman spoke  of  sheep  stealing.  Now, 
if  there  is  anything  in  Ireland  for  which 
you  can  readily  get  a  conviction,  it  is 
sheep  stealing.  The  Irish  are  a  nation 
of  farmers,  and  if  it  is  possible  to  get  a 
conviction  at  all,  they  are  ready  enough 
to  convict  for  sheep  stealing.  I  must 
say  that  of  all  the  grotesque  proofs 
which  have  been  afforded  of  the 
ignorance  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  regard  to  Ireland,  in  my 
opinion  his  reference  to  the  exclusion 
of  sheep  stealing  from  the  crimes 
enumerated  in  the  Amendment  is  the 
most  amusing.  I  think  that  the  good 
angel  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
ought  to  have  suggested  to  him  a 
''  philosophic  doubt "  as  to  the  necessity 
for  referring  to  that  offence.  I  fear  that 
the  Government  are  taking  a  fatal  step 
in  not  confining  their  clause  to  some 
particular  class  of  offences,  and  I  will 
give  them  a  reason  why  I  fear  so.  If 
you  say  to  common  jurors  in  Ireland 
that  they  are  unfitted  even  to  be  trusted 
with  the  trial  of  the  offence  of  sheep 
stealing,  you  practically  tell  them  that 
they  are  a  class  of  perjurers  unworthy 
of  being  believed  on  their  oaths.  You 
virtually  tell  them — **  We  may  let  you 
try  offences  such  as  rape,  or  picking 
pockets,  but  we  look  upon  you  as  likely 
to  perjure  yourselves  if  we  trust  you 
with  the  trial  of  other  offences."  The 
effect  of  this  will  certainly  be  to  make 
common  jurors  turn  rusty ;  they  will  de- 
cline to  be  the  instruments  for  carrying 
out  the  ordinary  law  when  they  are  told 
that  they  are  unworthy  to  try  other 
cases,  and  they  will  probably  refuse  to 
attend  the  Court  or  disregard  their  oaths. 
It  would  be  far  better  to  abolish  the 
common  jury  class  cdtogether,  or  to  in- 
crease the  jury  qualification.  If  you 
would  provide  that  every  common  juror 
must  have  a  £50  qualification  you  would 
relieve  a  good  many  of  them  of  the 
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trouble  of  attending  Court,  and  of  having 
to  travel  many  long  miles  in  order  to  do 
so.  That,  I  think,  would  be  a  much 
less  invidious  course,  and  would  re- 
lieve the  common  jury  class  not  only  of 
trouble,  but  of  responsibility.  Probably 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  will 
remember  what  took  place  in  Sligo  last 
year,  when  a  number  of  jurors  were 
called  into  that  town  and  kept  hanging 
about  in  the  frost  and  snow.  I  see,  Mr. 
Courtney,  that  you  are  about  to  inter- 
pose, but  ^*  a  nod  is  as  good  as  a  wink," 
and  I  will  not  pursue  the  matter  further. 
I  will  only  ask  the  Government  to  con- 
sider the  importance  of  inserting  some 
limitation  in  the  clause  as  to  the  nature 
of  the  crimes  to  be  dealt  with.  I  am 
quite  certain  that  if  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  persists  in  issuing  his  fiat 
to  a  particular  class  of  persons  when  it 
is  proposed  to  bring  to  trial  a  certain 
class  of  offenders,  the  common  jurors 
will  feel  naturally  indignant,  and  will 
refuse  to  try  the  cases  which  may  be  re- 
mitted to  them.  Bather  than  adopt  the 
course  which  the  Government  propose 
to  take,  I  think  it  would  be  preferable 
to  enact  that  all  the  common  jurors  in 
Irelend  are  perjurers,  and  that  they 
cannot  be  depended  on  upon  their  oaths. 
I  think  that  the  Government  ought  to 
be  reasonable,  and  that  they  should  say, 
at  least,  in  some  distinct  manner,  what 
class  of  offences  these  special  juries  are 
to  try.  I  also  wish  to  know  whether  it 
is  intended  to  allow  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  to  be  operative  in  regard  to 
offences  against  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Act,  with  the  knowledge  that  if  the 
Crimes  Act  had  been  a  continuous  mea- 
sure such  offences  could  not  have  been 
dealt  with  ?  If  the  Bill  is  to  be  placed 
on  the  Statute  Book  in  its  present  shape, 
the  provisions  of  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Act,  although  unrepealed,  will  remain 
practically  inoperative. 

Mr.  MAUKICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
If  I  may  be  allowed  to  offer  a  word  of 
advice  to  the  Government,  it  will  be  this 
— that  if  they  wish  to  facilitate  the  pass- 
ing of  their  Bill  they  will  do  %o  best, 
when  they  find  that  an  Amendment 
moved  on  this  side  of  the  House  has  to 
be  answered,  by  putting  up  somebody 
to  reply  besides  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  Whatever  we  may  think  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  or  the  Attorney  General  for 
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England,  and  however  xnucli  we  may 
differ  from  them,  we  admit  that  they  are 
able  to  argue  any  point  placed  before 
them,  and  that  when  they  get  up  they 
are  likely  to  give  the  House  some  reason 
for  the  course  they  take.  ISo  far  as  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  concerned, 
when  he  gets  up  in  his  place  to  resist  an 
Amendment  it  is  his  invariable  practice 
to  make  a  short  speech,  in  which  he 
generally  displays  the  grossest  ignorance 
of  the  provisions  of  his  own  Bill  and  of 
Irish  life,  and  then  to  sit  down  after  a 
few  observations  altogether  destitute  of 
anything  in  the  shape  of  an  argument 
bearing  on  the  particular  Amendment 
before  the  Committee.  Now,  as  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  in  drawing  up  most  of  the 
Amendments  which  have  been  proposed 
from  this  side  of  the  House  we  have 
absolutely  taken  the  words  of  the  Oo- 
vernment  draftsman  and  put  them  into 
our  proposals,  generally  with  a  view  of 
making  one  part  of  the  Bill  consistent 
with  another.  Then  the  Government 
get  up  and  absolutely  rail  at  the  provi- 
sions which  have  been  devised  by  their 
own  draftsman;  and,  notwithstanding 
the  fact  that  we  have  followed  their  own 
words,  they  refuse  our  Amendments 
and  endeavour  to  make  them  appear 
ridiculous.  A  precedent  for  this 
Amendment  is  to  be  found  in  the 
2nd  sub  -  section  of  the  2nd  clause, 
and  the  only  argument  urged  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  against  it 
is,  that  the  catalogue  of  crimes  drawn 
up  by  his  own  draftsman  is  not  suffi- 
ciently extensive,  and  that  there  is  a 
large  number  of  cases  to  which  it  should 
also  be  applied.  The  Government  allege 
that  there  has  been  a  breakdown  in  a 
particular  class  of  cases  so  far  as  the 
judicial  system  of  Ireland  is  concerned, 
and  what  we  ask  is,  that  the  remedy 
which  the  Government  prescribe  for  that 
breakdown  should  be  limited  to  the 
particular  mischief  they  profess  to  aim 
at.  Another  objection  against  this 
clause  is  that,  like  most  of  the  other 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  it  is  tainted  with 
the  vice  of  going  altogether  beyond  the 
mischief  which  the  Government  are  at- 
tempting to  cure.  What  we  ask  is  this 
— that  under  this  Bill  the  scandal  shall 
not  be  permitted  which  occurred  two  or 
three  years  ago  when  the  Crimes  Act 
was  in  operation.  Under  the  provisions 
of  that  Act,  men  were  brought  up  at 
Dublin  from  all  parts  of  the  country, 


and  put  on  their  trial  before  12  special 
jurors  of  the  City  and  County  of  Dublin, 
selected  from  a  class  bitterly  hostile  to 
the  persons  who  were  sent  for  trial.  I 
well  remember  the  sensation  which  was 
produced  when  an  unfortunate  peasant 
was  brought  up  from  the  County  of 
Mayo  to  be  tried  by  men  who  did  not 
understand  the  language  he  could  speak. 
When  this  man  was  found  guilty  he  was 
asked  to  say  if  he  had  any  reason  to 
assign  why  the  judgment  of  death  should 
not  be  pronounced  upon  him  ;  he  made 
use  of  words  which  created  a  great  im- 
pression at  the  time.  He  said — ''This 
is  not  a  Court  of  Justice,  but  a  shambles." 
A  similar  state  of  things  is  likely  to 
happen  again  if  this  Bill  is  persisted 
with  in  its  present  form.  Why  have  the 
Government  in  their  Bill  specified  two 
particular  classes  of  offences  ?  It  is  be- 
cause the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
in  the  speech  in  which  he  introduced 
the  Bill,  said  that  the  Government  did 
not  wish  to  provide  that  political 
offences  committed  in  Ireland  should 
be  tried  in  England,  and,  therefore, 
he  has  found  it  necessary  to  specify 
different  kinds  of  offences  in  different 
clauses.  What  we  maintain  is  that, 
under  this  section,  the  Government  go 
far  beyond  the  very  thing  they  avoid  in 
the  2nd  sub-section  of  Clause  2.  In 
Clause  2  they  provide  that  political 
offenders  who  may  commit  offences 
in  Ireland  shall  not  be  tried  in  Eng- 
land ;  but  in  this  section  they  do  some- 
thing which  is  ten  times  worse — they 
provide  that  such  offenders,  although 
they  are  not  to  be  tried  in  England,  may 
be  tried  by  their  political  opponents  in 
Ireland,  for  that  is  really  the  effect  of 
this  section.  We  have  heard  it  demon- 
strated that  throughout  the  whole  of 
Ireland  there  are  only  1,700  special 
jurors.  In  some  of  the  counties  the 
qualification  for  a  special  juror  is  £150, 
and,  therefore,  the  special  jurors  them- 
selves must  be  limited  to  the  landlord 
class,  and  those  who  are  in  sympathy 
with  them.  That  being  so,  is  it  not  a 
monstrous  thing,  when  you  have  ex- 
pressly declared  by  a  former  clause  that 
it  would  be  unfair  to  try  political 
offenders  in  England,  to  do  something 
ten  times  worse,  and  try  them  by 
their  political  opponents?  I  cannot 
help  declaring  that  the  Government 
have  not  acted  reasonably  in  the  manner 
in  which   they  have    drawn    up    this 
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olauee.    If  they  had  followed  the  form  I  will  only  add,  that  anything  which  in 

provided  hy  their  own  draftsman  in  the  Ireland    is    considered   a   crime    is   an 

preceding  clause  I  do  not  think  anyone  offeDce  which  may  be  tried  by  a  special 

would  have  blamed  them;  but  as  this  jury  under  the  Bill, 

clause  now  stands,   the  next  time  the  Mb.  GHANOE :  I  am  a^id  that  the 

Qoremment  wish  to   take  proceedings  answer  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 

against  Mr.  John  Dillon  or  any  other  Gentleman  cannot  possibly  shorten  the 

political  opponent  they  will  be  able  to  disouision,  as    it  is  no   answer  at  all. 

?rovide  that  the  trial  shall  be  before  the  [  J/ifiti(driii/  erie$  of  "  Hear,  hear !  "J    If 

rish  landlords  and  their  agents,  or  the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  say  "hear, 

captains  and  colonels  who  constitute  the  hear"  will  only  listen   to  what  I   am 

bulk  of  the  special  juries  of  the  County  about  to  say  they  will  find  out  what  my 

of  Dublin.  reason  ie.     The  right  hon.  and  learned 

Mb.  MOLLOT   (King's   Co.,  Birr]  ;  Gentleman  commenced  by  saying  that 

Hy  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem-  the  Bill  was  obviously  intended  to  refer 

ber  for  North   Longford    (Mr.   T.   U.  to  crimes  only,  and  thereby  he  seemed 

Heaty)    has     stated     that    under    the  to  imply  that  offences  committ«d  against 

Crimea  Act  offences  oonneoted  with  the  the  Corrupt  Practices  Act  and  under  the 

Corrupt  Practices    Act   were  espressly  Election  Law  would  not  be  triable  under 

excluded  from  the  operation  of  the  Act  it.       But    surely    the  right    hon.    and 

of    1SB2,    and    my    hon.    and    learned  learned  Gentleman  knows  that  a  felony 

Friend  asked  the  Government  if  it  was  ig  a  crime,  and,  as  every  hon.  Member  ia 

intended  to   continue   that    exemption,  aware,  that  some  of  the  offences  which 

Now,    the  Government  complain  very  fall  within  the  Corrupt  PracticesAct  are 

often  of  the  length  of  the  disousaions  felonies.      For  instance,    bribery   is   a 

which  have  taken  place  in  this  Commit-  felony,  and,  under  this  Bill,  there  would 

tee.     \_Cri01  of  "  Hear,  hear  !  "  from  tk»  be  a  power  to  try  a  man  for  bribery  at 

Minitierial   Btnehit.']       Hon.    Members  an  election  by  special  jurors,  who  might 

opposite  say  "  Hear,  hear!"     Precisely  have  been  themselves  among  the  bribed. 

BO,  and  those  cries  are   specially  loud  It  has  been  said  that  the  High  Oourt 

from  those  who  never  take  any  part  io  vill    have    a    discretionary    power    of 

our  debates.       But  surely  the  way  to  granting  a  special  jury  ;  but  what  does 

shorten  disouHsion  is,  at  least,  to  answer  the  clause  itself  say  ?    It  says — 
questions  which  are  sensible  questions, 

and  which  appertain  to  the  Bill  ?    We  J'  ^"^  •"  1'"'^'^^'°!?',  -7  \  "^T  ""?"":; 

.            11      »               -^   1   I      .1.      *  ii  _  ted  in  a   procUimea  diatnct   nu   been   founil 

have  all  of  us  waited  for  the  Attorney  j^,^  ^  defendant,  or  «  defendant  hiw  bma 
General  for  Ireland,  or  the  Chief  l3ecre-  oommitted  (or  trial  for  such  crime,  and  tho 
tary  for  Ireland,  to  rise  and  give  a  trial  ia  to  be  by  a  jury  b«fore  a  Court  id  Ire- 
simple  answer  to   the   question   of  -my  ^^^  "t^er  "i"i  »  Court  ot  auartar  Seesioas, 

answer  has  been  given.  I  will,  there-  ^t  a  dflfendant,  make  an  otder,  aa  of  courw, 
fore,  repeat  the  question.  Under  the  tbat  tha  trial  of  tba  defecdant  or  the  da- 
late  Crimes  Act  cases  arising  out  of  f aadanta,  if  more  tluui  one,  shall  be  by  a  ipedal 
Election  contests  could  not  be  proceeded  i°^'-" 

jg,dn,t  under  th.t  Aol      Wh.t  I  w.nt  Tt„„„„  j;  ,„,  fc.  „„  ^.i  ^,  (j,url 

to  know,  then,  is,   whether  the  exemp-  .          '           j     r     ^l     _            ii' 

Act  i.  to  b.  coiilmn<K)  ia  the  pr.™t  f  °  y'f '"'''•.■.'rT'' ,=       ,      t 

B-ii   „     -.9      fpi,».  :.  . „; i„  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 

B,U  or  nolt      That  ..  a  very  ..mple  i„,„a  „    ;,,  Uie  Oommitte.  one  .horl 

question,    and    I    think    the    Attorney  ,>        l     -   .     j  ^           j       i- 

Seneral   for   Ireland  will  .horten   the  ■."•!'•'■     Uee.  he  intend  to  «,nd  poU- 

di«,u«ion  if  ho  .ill  oonde»end  to  «n-  ''?^  """■  "'  ""•'  "'■"■'l.  ■-  ""  "P- 

.,  nion  of  the  Court,  are  political  cases,  to 

ThiATTOENET  OIMEEAL   .0.  bettied  bjaspeoialinry,  or  doe.  he 

lEELAHD  (Mr.  Houas)  (Dublin  TIni.  ?°"      "."?  "?  "'''  ""  ■  »«  '^.'^ 

Teruty):   The  object   of  tb,   clause  is  know  precieoly  where  we  .Utnd,  »d  I 

written  on  the   tic.  of  it.      I   newr  "k  t.m  to  say  "  yes "  or  •■  no  "  to  that 


shrink  from  any  challenge  ;  but  my  ex-    *1"°       °' 
ience  is,  that  the  ans' 
OS  does  not  tend  to  sho 
Hr.  Maurict  Utaly 


perience  is,  that  the  answering  of  ques-       Question  put. 
tions  does  not  tend  to  shorten  disousaion. 
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The  Oommittee  divided: — ^Ayes  117;  a  district    to    such    an    extent  that  a 

Noes   203:    Majority  86. —  (Inv.   List,  special  jury  would  not  be  of  much  use. 

No.  189.)  In  that  case  a  change  of  venue  would  be 

Me.  O'DOHEETT    (Donegal,    N.):  °®S"*^"  ^   tti:.at^    T^       xv     -v.. 

Mr.  Courtney,  I  do  not  propose  to  pro-  ^  ^\  \  ^-  HEALT :  Does  the  nrfit 

ceed  with  Amendments  ^No  9.  10,  11,  b^n- Gentfeman  Imow  what  he  has  said  ? 

12  and  13  merely  because  I  think  they  ^«,^o    °*1  understand    he    is  going 

are  practically  covered  by  the  suggestion  \^f^^fi^.  "^®  .^!°"S*?  *.  P'""®  ^^/'! 

of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Ind  be-  mtimidation  exists.  What  is  the  good  of 

cause  I  do  not  imagine  the  Government  PI^S  T't    J[!'??S?t?1*'"t^"^^v.  . 

would  be  at  aU  disposed  to  accept  them.  ""•  ^\^-  f  ^^9F  • "    ^  ""gl^t  *« 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) :  J*/,"  ^^^  °\  intimidation  where  the 

In  reference  to  Amendment  No.  16,  Mr.  *"?J  ''^^iP**"™"^  ^«  ^«^^-        ^ 

Courtney,  I  should  like  to  obtain  from  "*•  ^-  "•  HEAIiY :    If  you  change 

the  Government  a  statement  as  to  whe-  y^"'  ^e^4®  J^  ^>"  not  want  a  special 

ther  they  think  that  a  change  of  venue  J'"y-      The  Government  are  taking  a 

is  to  be  had  in  aU  cases,  or  may  be  had  most  ounous  course.  Either  intimidation 

in  all  cases,    where   there  are   special  existsinaplaceorit  does  not.  If  it  does 

juries.    I  think  they  ought  to  select  the  f  °'  "'"*  P"^  7^}}!'^^?^  '>®  ^®°''®  *? 

count  on  which  they  wiU  go  on.     They  *^«  ^■.*"°*;      ^  **»i°'^  *•>«  Government 

ought  to  decide  whether  they  will  have  »"  •"*'"'» »«»  *  most  unreasonable  man- 

a   special  jury  or  a  change  of  venue.  ?«'•     They,  surely,  do  not  mean  to  con- 

Furthermore,  I  think  that  the  way  in  t®'!*^  *J"»*  '>^  o^®'  IkM  intimidation 

which  the  Government  have  mixed  up  «>sts  ?  Suppose  you  change  the  venue 

these  two  clauses  or  dealt  with  those  two  "<""  *^f  Southto  Belfast  where,  except 

clauses,  leaves  the  matter  in  a  most  in-  amongst  the  Orangemen,   intimidation 

volved  condition.    One  cannot  make  out  *°f*  °o*  «'''*'•     •*•?"'»'  >"  .''^°.*"."' ^  ^^ 

clearly  whether  any  notice   is    to    be  B°*  suppose  there  is  any  intimidation, 

served  on  a  prisoner,  and  one  cannot  If  you  have  a  special  jury,  why  should 

understand  whether  the  Attorney  Gene-  J?"^*^®  »  •'^^"g®  of  venue  ?  The  course 

ral  for  Ireland  may  not  go  into  Court  *^«  Government  have  taken  is  most  ad- 

for  a  special  jury,  and  then  having  got  mirably  calculated  to  provoke  discussion, 

this  make  an  application  for  a  change  because  we   really  cannot   understand 

of    venue.      Surely,    the    Government  *''^"f??Si'Vn„  xt„,t^  ,«    i.n    x 

ought  to  be  content  with  either  having  ,^.*^-  J^V^Jp.^  ^^^^  (0°^^)  =  J 

a  special  jury  or  a  change  of  venue,  and  *bink  that,  m  this  case,  we  have  had 

should  not  be  aUowed  to  have  both.    In  another  instance  of  the  lamentable  ab- 

order  to  elicit  a  statement  on  the  ques-  f"^*-?  <>'  *•»?  ^^^"^  Secreta^  for  Ire- 

tion  from   the  Government.  I   beg  to  ^""^  m  replying  to  an  Amendment  to  a 

move  the  Amendment  which  stands  in  BiU  which  he  does  not  understand.  Now, 

mv  name.  what  is  the  answer  that  the  right  hon. 

Gentleman  has  g^ven  ?  He  said  there  are 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line  oertain  circumstances  in  which  a  change 

9,  after  "be,"  insert  "had  without  a  of  venue  would  be  sufficient,  and  there 

change  of  venue." — {Mr.  T.M.Bealff.)  are  certain  circumstances  in  which  a 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words  fPecial  jury  would  be  sufficient;    but 

»,o  fi.0.0  ir, ^^1a  "  there  are  also  certain  circumstances  in 

which  one  would  not  be  sufficient  with- 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE-  out  the  other  in  which  both  would  be 

LAND    (Mr.    A.    J.   Bauoub)  (Man-  wanted.     And  then  he  was  challenged 

Chester,  E.) :  The  Government  can  hardly  to  name  the  circumstances  under  which 

be  expected  to  accept  this  Amendment,  they  wanted  both,  and  he  said  if  a  state  of 

because  it  would  really  limit  the  steps  intimidation  exists.    What  is  the  mean- 

for  obtaining  a  fair  trial.     There  are  ing  of  that  ?  The  only  meaning  of  that 

certain  circumstances  in  which  a  special  is  that  certain  circumstances  are  oon- 

jury  would  be  sufficient,  and  there  are  ceivable  in  which  the  Government  could 

certain  circumstances  in  which  a  change  change  the  venue  from  one  district  to 

of  venue  would  be  sufficient.     [_Crit*  of  another  district,  and  that,  in  the  district 

"  What  are  they  ?  "]  The  circumstances  to  which  they  changed  the  venue,  such 

are  that  a  state  of  intimidation  exists  in  a  state  of  intimidation  exists  that  the 

IThiritmth  NitU.} 
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Government  could  not  get  a  common 
jury  to  convict.  That  is  the  only  logical 
conclusion  which  can  flow  from  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  tried  to  mend  his  statement  by  say- 
ing that  there  might  be  intimidation  in 
the  district  from  which  the  venue  is 
changed.  I  do  ask  that  we  shall  have 
some  reply  from  some  Member  of  the 
Government  who  understands  the  Bill, 
and  understands  what  he  is  talking 
about?  Will  the  English  Attorney 
General  get  up  and  give  us  some  reason 
for  resisting  this  Amendment?  Will 
any  Member  of  the  Government  get  up 
and  tell  us  what  are  the  circumstances 
under  which  they  want  both  a  special 
jury  and  a  change  of  venue  ?  That  is 
the  point  on  which  we  want  an  answer, 
and  that  is  the  point  upon  which  we  have 
not  got  an  answer  yet.  It  may  be  that 
the  Government  may  have  some  know- 
ledge we  have  not.  It  may  be  there 
may  be  circumstances  in  which  one  of 
these  remedies  is  not  sufficient  without 
the  other,  but  if  that  is  so  we  have  not 
been  given  to  understand  it.  Let  them 
tell  us  what  the  circumstances  are  in 
which  they  want  both  of  these  remedies. 
It  is  idle  to  suppose  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  given  us  a  satisfactory 
answer. 

Mb.O'DOHERTY:  This  Amendment 
is  substantially  the  same  as  that  No.  20 
which  stands  in  my  name.  As  this 
Amendment  has  been  proposed,  of  course, 
I  will  not  move  my  Amendment,  as  any 
observations  I  might  be  disposed  to 
make  in  my  own  Amendment  will  be 
applicable  to  this.  What  I  specially 
desire  the  Committee  to  understand  is, 
the  serious  attack  which  is  made  upon 
the  jury  system  by  this  clause.  This 
is  really  a  juries  clause;  it  is  a  com- 
plete Amendment  of  the  Juries  Act. 
The  Jury  Law  in  Ireland  has  been 
altered  step  by  step  until  trial  by 
jury  is  a  mere  mockery.  Under  this 
clause  a  man  from  a  Catholic  district 
may  be  taken  for  trial  to  a  Protestant 
district.  Not  only  can  a  change  of 
venue  take  place,  but  the  Govern- 
ment can  select  a  special  set  of  preju- 
diced persons  to  try  the  case.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  I  would  sooner  be  tried 
by  a  court  martial  than  by  such  a 
system  of  trial  by  jury.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  English  constituencies  would 
only  consider  what  this  clause  means,  I 
am  persuaded  they  would  not  sanction 

Mr.  Maurice  Eealy 


it  for  a  single  moment.  I  do  not  object 
to  change  of  venue  or  to  a  special  jury, 
provided  both  remedies  are  not  resorted 
to  in  the  one  case.  I  do  not  believe  the 
Members  of  the  Treasury  Bench  under- 
stand the  possibilities  which  may  be 
reached  by  entrusting  such  powers  as 
are  now  proposed  to  the  Law  Officers 
in  Ireland.  This  is  an  Amendment 
which  ought  not  to  be  discussed  in  the 
exceedingly  light  manner  in  which  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  seems  in- 
clined to  discuss  it.  There  is  more  in 
the  Amendment  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  seems  to  imagine.  The  dis- 
position on  our  part  to  forego  the  moving 
of  many  Amendments  which  stand  in 
our  names  appears  to  have  had  no 
salutory  effect  upon  the  Government, 
who  still  seem  inclined  to  treat  us  to 
the  most  trivial  answers.  I  trust  that 
upon  this  Amendment  we  shall  go  to  a 
Division. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  :  I  do  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  understands  the  Amend- 
ment, for  I  am  sure,  if  he  did,  he  would 
not  have  answered  in  the  short  manner 
he  did  answer.  The  Government  are 
to.  be  able  to  change  the  venue;  they 
are  to  have  the  selection  of  the  whole 
country  to  themselves.  You  can,  there- 
fore, send  a  case  to  be  tried  wherever 
you  can  get  a  jury  that  cannot  be  intimi- 
dated, and  from  whom  you  can  get  a  fair 
trial.  If  after  you  have  changed  the 
venue  you  do  not  think  you  can  get  a  fair 
trial  from  a  common  jury,  you  are  to 
have  the  power  to  have  a  special  jury. 
What  we  are  fighting  for  in  this  matter 
is  the  preservation  of  trial  by  jury  in 
Ireland.  If  you  are  to  have  trial  by  a 
particular  jury  selected  from  a  select  and 
particular  class  you  might  just  as  well 
do  away  with  trial  by  jury  altogether. 
Granted  that  if  your  contention  is  right 
— namely,  that  owing  to  intimidation 
certain  classes  from  which  common 
juries  are  drawn  may  not  be  fit  to  try 
certain  cases,  I  could  understand  the 
bringing  in  of  a  temporary  measure  to 
meet  the  evil.  But  this  Bill  is  not  a 
Bill  for  a  year  or  for  two  years,  but  it  is 
a  Bill  that  is  to  last  for  ever ;  therefore 
you  are  attacking  the  whole  jury  system 
in  Ireland  for  ever.  It  is  no  use  saying 
that  the  Bill  may  be  repealed  by  Act  of 
Parliament ;  so  far  as  you  are  concerned 
it  is  an  alteration  of  the  Criminal  Law 
of  Ireland,  which  is  to  last  for  ever.    Do 
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you  really  mean  to  destroy  trial  by  jury 
in  Ireland  ?  Tou  yourselyes  have  said 
here  over  and  oyer  again  that  you  be- 
lieve .that  in  a  very  short  time  matters 
will  settle  down  in  Ireland,  and  the  pre- 
sent anfrry  feelings  will  be  allayed. 
Under  these  conditions,  you  are  for  all 
time  actually  putting  an  end  to  the  jury 
system.  You  are  providing  for  the 
selection  of  juries  in  Ireland  from  a  very 
limited  class,  a  class  which  it  is  ad- 
mitted entertain  the  most  hostile  feel- 
ings against  the  vast  majority  of  the 
people.  Thus  it  is,  I  do  not  think  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  fully  under- 
stand the  importance  of  this  Amend- 
ment, and  I  respectfully  ask  him  to 
consider  it  again  from  the  point  of  view 
I  have  endeavoured  to  set  forth.  I  put 
it  to  him  seriously  whether  it  is  really 
his  intention  to  limit  the  selection  of 
jurors  in  Ireland  for  all  time  to  a  parti- 
cular class.  He  may,  of  course,  say  the 
selection  we  contemplate  is  not  compul- 
sory; but  we  have  not  the  slig^^test 
doubt  what  will  be  the  result  "V^^e  know 
perfectly  well  that  in  every  casc^  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  Will  apply 
for  and  obtain  a  special  ju;^,  and  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  thiat  the  mere 
application  for  a  special  Jury  is  quite 
sufficient.  The  Judge  ha^no  discretion 
to  say  whether  or  not  t^ere  shall  be  a 
special  jury.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  for 
the  Attorney  General  *)r  Ireland  to  ask 
for  a  special  jury  is  Efficient.  Unques- 
tionably the  juriesj^rill  be  selected  from 
a  limited  class,  ana  from  that  class  which, 
unfortunately,  //n  years  past  has  been 
opposed  to  tVe  rest  of  the  people  in 
Xroland.         / 

•¥^'  ^'?  -^ALPOUB :  I  cannot  agree 
7^     *?®;  ^on.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Molhoy)  i^  beHeving  that  the  jury 
system  isjinjured  by  this  clause.    I  re- 
gard the^asence  of  the  jury  system  as 
being  that  i  l2  men  should  be  found  to 
ST?  *  T®'cR»ct  according  to  the  evidence. 
U  this  be  t.Jie  object  of  the  jury  system, 
that  object  y^m  be  obtained  by  the  pro- 
visions of  tl^  is  clause,  and  will  not  be 
obtained  if  .^^  limit  the  provisions  of 
tms  clause.  \  Ve  decline  to  give  up  either 
01  the  two  e?»KpedientB  for  obtaining  a 
true  tnal—naiJ  aely,  a  special  jury  or  a 
change  of  veti^.© 

?^^:,f^^^x5it  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gai,  E.) :  Ti^^  d  definition  of  the  jury 
system  which  tlA®  right  hon.  Gendeman 
the   Chief   Secretary  for  Ireland   has 


given  is  remarkable  for  an  important 
omission.    The  essence  of  the  jury  sys- 
tem is  that  12  men  should  be  indifferently 
chosen  to  try  a  case ;  but  here  they  are 
not  to  be  indifferently  chosen.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  certainly  startled  me  by 
some  expressions  he  used  in  reply  to  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy).     He  said  even  when  a  change 
of  venue  is  secured,  as  it  may  be  under 
this  Bill  from  one  county  of  Ireland  to 
any  other  of  the  81  other  counties,  it 
may  be  necessary  to  select  a  special  jury 
on  account  of  the  intimidation  prevailing 
in  the  county.    What  an  idea  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  must  have  of  Ire- 
land.   He  seems  to  fancy  that  there  is 
a  rampant  syatem of  intimidation  actively 
at  work  threatening  almost   everyone 
frpiii  Cape  Clear  to  the  Giant's  Cause- 
way.   But  those  who  live  in  Ireland,  or 
those  who  occasionally  visit  the  coun- 
try, cannot  fail  to  smile  at  such  an  idea. 
I  am  sure  that  even  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the   Member  for   South  Belfast    (Mr. 
Johnston)  would  not  contend  that  it  is 
impossible  to  find  a  district  in  Ireland 
free  from  intimidation.      Well,  if  the 
Government  have  the  power,  as   they 
have  under  the  4th  clause  of  this  Bill, 
to  obtain  an  order  of  the  Court  for  a 
change  of  venue  from  one  place  in  Ire- 
land to  any  other  place  they  may  choose, 
surely  they  will  be  able  to  find  a  district 
in  which  there  can  be  no  necessity  for  a 
special  jury  in  addition  to  the  change  of 
venue  ?    Now,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  it  is  contem- 
plated to  change  in  any  way  the  system 
of  challenge.     Will  the  prisoner  who  is 
brought  before  a  special  jury  have  the 
same  right  of  challenge  which  he  ob- 
tains now  before  a  petty  jury?^   If  the 
right  of  challenge  is  to  be  denied  him, 
or  is  to  be  limited,  it  would  be  only  in 
keeping  with   the   declaration   of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.    I  think  it 
is  only  right,  before  the  Committee  pro- 
ceeds further  with  the  consideration  of 
this  clause,  that  we  should  have  some 
indication  from  the  Government  as  to 
what  their  intentions  are  with  regard  to 
the  right  of  challenge. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words  upon  this  Amend- 
ment, although  I  am  perfectly  confident 
it  is  utterly  useless  to  do  so.  Unfortu- 
nately, we  have  very  frequent  occasion 
in  Ireland  to  know  that  if  this  power  is 

[Thirteenth  Night. 1 
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given  to  the  Government  it  will  be 
used  in  a  most  grossly  unfair  manner. 
[**  Oh,  oh  !"]  Upon  this  point  there 
can  be  absolutely  no  controversy.  We 
knew  perfectly  well  that  in  the  recent 
State  trials  in  Dublin — it  has  been 
proved,  and  no  defence  has  been  at- 
tempted— that  the  power  of  packing 
juries  was  used  to  such  an  extent  that 
efiPorts  were  made  to  prevent  a  discus- 
sion upon  the  subject  in  this  House. 
That  was  the  course  adopted  by  the 
Executive  in  those  trials,  and  I  refer  to 
it  as  an  illustration  of  the  position  in 
which  a  prisoner  will  be  put  under  such 
a  clause  as  this  we  are  now  asked  to 
pass,  mort»  49iBpec!ally  if  the  Amendment 
be  refused.  In  the  cilil».I  have  alluded 
to  the  offence  was  committed  in  the 
County  of  Galway.  The  CrownjWt  the 
venue  changed  to  the  City  of  Dubb&» 
and  even  then  they  were  not  satisfied, 
but  moved  the  venue  to  the  County  of 
Dublin,  and  packed  the  jury  in  a  most 
shameful  and  indecent  fashion.  What 
saved  me  and  my  Colleagues  from  con- 
viction was  the  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  try  us  by  a  special  jury 
in  the  County  of  Dublin.  They  came 
to  the  end  of  their  tether;  they  used 
every  advantage  they  could  with  the 
utmost  indecenoy-^with  the  most  bra- 
zened-faced  indecency ;  but  because  the 
law  compelled  them  to  go  before  a  com- 
mon jury,  we  escaped.  If  they  could  have 
put  in  force  this  clause — and  I  have  no 
doubt  it  is  in  view  of  their  experience 
in  this  cAse  that  they  ever  introduced 
this  clause — if  they  could  have  made  an 
application  to  bring  those  conspiracy 
cases  before  a  special  jury  of  the 
County  of  Dublin,  there  is  not  the 
slightest  doubt  they  could  have  em- 
pannelled  12  land  agents  and  secured 
our  conviction.  I  dare  say  there  are 
some  English  Gentlemen  who  will  not 
credit  that  the  Government  would  do 
such  a  thing ;  but  they  have  done  such 
things,  and  they  will  do  them  again. 
What  occurred  in  those  trials?  Men 
were  put  on  their  oaths  who  admitted 
that  they  were  landlords  who  had  suf- 
fered from  the  agitation,  and  others 
who  were  land  agents,  who  admitted 
that  pecuniarily  they  were  injuriously 
affected  by  the  agitation.  If  the  Go- 
vernment have  power  to  take  poor  pea- 
sants in  Ireland,  or  political  agitators  in 
Ireland,  on  this  land  question,  and  place 
them  on  their  trial  before  a  specially 

JOr.IHUon 


packed  jury,  I  say  justice  in  Ireland 
will  become  a  mockery.  They  might 
just  as  well — aye,  a  great  deal  better, 
because  it  would  be  honest  and  straight- 
forward— place  us  on  our  trial  before  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  without  judge  or  jury 
at  all.  I  would  rather  stand  my  chance 
in  a  trial  before  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
who  knows  nothing  of  law,  and  who, 
sitting  without  any  lawyers,  would 
listen  carefully  to  the  statement  of  facts 
— I  would  a  great  deal  rather  stand  my 
chance  in  a  trial  by  the  Lord  Lioutenant 
than  in  a  trial  before  a  body  of  bank- 
rupt landlords  who  take  refuge  on  the 
outskirts  of  the  City  of  Dublin.  What 
is  the  character  of  the  special  jurors  of 
Dublin  ?  We  know  perfectly  well  that 
the  jury  before  which  we  shall  be 
brought  under  this  clause  will  be 
largely  composed  of  landlords'  agents 
'  "^na  bankrupt  rent-chargers  on  the 
e^tes  of  Ireland.  The  past  action  of 
the^Qt^ovemment  shows  that  what  they 
will  oQ  under  this  clause,  if  you  refuse 
this  Ate^i^dDient,  is  to  contend  that 
they  are  going  to  give  a  man  a  fair 
trial,  to  ^etend  that  they  are  seeking 
to  obtain  ^2  men  who  will  do  justice, 
and  give  avy^rdict  according  to  their 
oaths  and  th€K©vid®nce.  These  12  men 
will  be  chosen\froni  the  men  who  are 
out  of  pocket,\Or  who  believe  them- 
selves to  be  out  rf  pocket,  through  the 
action  of  the  very^ioii  they  are  called 
upon  to  try.  Sucfr  being  the  state  of 
the  case,  I  regard  th^Amendment  as  a 
vital  Amendment,  ani  I  certainly  ap- 
peal to  any  fair-mindeil  n^an  to  say 
whether  it  is  not  enougli  Power  to  be 
put  in  the  hands  of  the  ^vernment. 
that  they  should  take  theii»\choice  of 
either  polling  for  a  special  ju:T  ^^  ^^® 
district  in  which  the  crime  is  cdDimitted, 
or,  if  they  think  it  better  to  ||^  to  an- 
other district,  to  let  the  unfortunate  pri- 
soner have  some  chance,  whio^  ^^  would 
get,  of  being  tried  by  a  comr^^on  j  ury  r 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  :  May  I 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  if 
he  will  answer  the  question  with  regard 
to  the  intention  of  the  Gf>v©mnient  as 
to  the  right  of  challenge  ? 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :    We  do  not 


propose  any  alteration. 
Question  put. 

The  Committee  ifm*<^-— Ayes  84; 
Noes  158:  Majority  60- —  (Div.  List, 
No.  190.) 
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Mb.  O'DOHEBTT  (Donegal,  N.) :  I  crime  of  precisely  the  same  description 

now  beg  to  move  to  insert,  after  the  word  is  committed  in  the  County  of  Down 

''in,''  in  line  10,  ''a  proclaimed  district  itself,  they  will  have  no  such  power  to 

in."  I  do  not  know  whether  the  attention  ask  for  a  special  jury  in  respect  of  that 

of  the  Government  has  been  called  to  the  crime.     Can  anything  be  more  absurd  ? 

fact  that  in  the  4th  section   they  say  It  dearly  cannot  be  the  intention  of  the 

this — ''The  trial  is  to  be  at  a  Court  of  Government  to  have  so  unequal  an  ar- 

Assize  for  any  county  in  a  proclaimed  rangement  with  regard  to  crime  com- 

district."       I  observe  that  in  the  3rd  mitted  in  two  different  places  and  both 

clause  they  say — "  The  trial  is  to  be  by  a  tried  in  one  of  those  places.     Whether 

jury  before  a  Court  in  Ireland  other  than  this  Amendment  will  actually  meet  the 

a  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions."     Now  the  particular  point  I  have  indicated,  I  do 

right  hon.  Gentleman  answering  obser-  not    know ;  but    I   think  I  have  said 

vations  from  this  side  of  the  House  on  enough  to  bring  clearly  to  the  mind  of 

the  last  A.mendment  was  evidently  under  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  the 

the  impression  that  the  Court  was  not  to  point  I  wish  to  raise, 

be  in  a  proclaimed  district  in  Ireland.  I  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

move  this  Amendment  m  order  to  make  ^,      -trATT-oTi-i-n  -rr-nATtr  fn,    i_\     ▼ 

the  two  clauses  agree.  Mr.  MAURICE  .HEALY  (Cork) :  I 

now  beg  to  move  to  insert,  after  the  word 


Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  by  inadvertence  on    the   part  of   the 

be  there  inserted."  draftsman  that   the   necessity  for  this 

The   attorney  GENERAL    fob  Amendment  has  arisen.     Every  lawyer 

IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (DubUn  Uni-  *"'»''■  t"***'  ^?  a  certain  class  of  ouies, 

versity):    It    is    impossible  for  us  to  when  a  man  is  charged  with  an  offence 

accept  this  Amendment,  because  it  would  >*. "  ^f  >*'»"'  ?'■  Power  to  move  that  the 

deprive  the  Crown  of  the  power  of  having  *n*?  ^«  transferred  to  the  Queen's  Bench 

such  cases  tried  by  juries  which  would  P'vjeion.    This  does  not  happen  m  Ire- 

not  be  subject  to  intimidation.  land  except  on  very  important  occasions, 

Mr.  ARTHUR   O'CONNOR  (Done-  ^""^  *''?  Motion  is  generally  made  on  the 

gal.  K):   I  do  not  know  whether  the  P"*  "^  *^«  ^rown.    It  was  made  un- 

Govemment  is  really  aware  of  the  absurd  "uocessf  lUly  by  the  respondents  m  the 

position  in  which  this  clause  is  left.    As  case  of  "The  Queen  r  Dillon."  In  England 

the  clause  is  at  present  drafted,  the  pro-  7"^  ?  ""f"**""  "  J«'y  oonstanUy  made, 

posal  is  this.  &at  if  in  a  proclaimed  ^  defendant  makes  an  application  for 

district  which,  by  reason  of  intimidation  **»«  transference  of  the   trial,  because 

prevailing  in  it.  has  been  proclaimed,  a  *»«  apprehends  that  in  his  locality  he 

crime  is  committed  for  which  a  man  is  ^""^^  '^°*  /«.*  »  **' T  .t""^-    P^'  '^  * 

committed  for  trial  or  any  indictment  ?"*"  succeeds  in  obtaining  such  a  trans- 

has  been  found  against  him,  the  Go-  J»'^®°<'«  "^  **»«  ^'*^,*°r,  *^®  .?°"'*    °^ 

vemment  desire  to  have  a  change   of  Queen's  Bench,  it  will  be  in  the  power 

venue,  and  they  get  the  trial  transferred  °*  ^J^  ^^^^  *«,  "^*"®  the  action  of 

to  a  district  where,  admittedly,  there  is  *Hf  ^°!J^'  **"*  **'j  *'^*"?t  ^}^.  ''^''v  ®* 

no  intimidation,  and  which  is  not  pro-  ?^*»®  ^1°''  "  Tif^T"  *'"'*  »t  applies 

claimed,  they  are  to  have  the  right  of  *?  *  t"*^  ^  ^t^fi**  before  any  Court  in 

obtaining   a  special  jury.     Now"  they  J"l»°*  «««P*   ^^\  C?"5*  ,?^   Quarter 

have  not  that  same  right  with  regard  to  Sessions.     I  do  not  think  the  Govem- 

crimes  committed  in  the  district  itself .  ment  can  intend  such  a  state  of  things 

We  will  assume  that  there  is  a  case  of  to  arise.    I  am  persuaded  they  will  act 

Boycotting,  or  of  firing  into  a  dwelling,  *!^"^y  ?^^  reasonably,  and  accept  the 

in  the  County  of  Cork.    The  Govern-  Amendment. 

ment  obtain  a  change  of  venue,  and       Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 

they  certify  for  the  County  of  Down,  10,   after  "than."  insert  "other  than 

Cork  being   proclaimed.      When  they  the  Queen's  Bench  Division  of  the  High 

transfer  the  case  to  County  Down,  they  Court,  or." — [JUr.  Maurice  Healy.) 
will,  under  this  Bill,  have  the  right  to       Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 

demand  a  special  jury ;  but  supposing  a  be  there  inserted." 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
So  far  as  England  is  concerned  there 
cannot  be  a  trial  by  a  special  jury  in 
any  case  of  felony ;  but  it  is  our  inten- 
tion, by  this  BiU,  that  there  shall  be 
power  in  Ireland  of  having  a  special 
jury  at  the  option:  of  the  prisoner  or  of 
the  prosecution. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY:  I  should 
like  to  point  out  the  result  which  would 
follow  from  the  passing  of  the  Bill  in 
its  present  form.  Take  the  case  of  a 
trial  for  misdemeanour,  such  as  a  trial 
had  at  Bar  for  conspiracy.  The  law  in 
such  cases  is  that  though  the  charges 
are  misdemeanours,  and,  though  the 
Crown  has  a  right  to  have  a  special 
jury,  these  special  juries  are  struck  on 
the  old  system  by  which  the  Crown  has 
no  right  of  ordering  jurors  to  stand  by, 
and  under  which  the  prisoner  and  the 
Crown  are  on  an  absolute  equality  so 
far  as  the  selection  of  the  jury  is  con- 
cerned. What  would  happen  if  this  Bill 
passed  in  its  present  form?  Let  us 
suppose  that  a  new  prosecution  is  insti- 
tuted to-morrow  against  my  hon.  Friend 
and  Colleague  (Mr.  Dillon),  and  that  he 
was  again  charged  with  conspiracy. 
Suppose  the  case  was  tried  at  the 
Queen's  Bench,  the  Crown  having  a 
special  jury  empannelled  under  the  old 
system  under  this  Bill,  they  have  a 
change  of  venue  or  a  special  jury  in  the 
manner  provided  in  the  sub-section  and 
would  possess  an  unlimited  right  of 
challenging  jurors.  I  think  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  for  Ireland  will  see  the  neces- 
sity of  saying  something  in  reply  to 
this  statement.  We  ought  to  have  an 
answer  upon  this  point. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  ignored  the 
case  put  before  him — I  mean  the  case 
of  •*  The  Queen  i\  Casey,"  but  the  Irish 
Solicitor  General  knows  it  very  well. 
That  was  a  case  of  conspiracy  tried,  I 
believe,  somewhere  about  the  year  1876, 
and  the  law,  as  then  laid  down  by  Chief 
Justice  May,  has  been  persistently 
followed  ever  since.  It  was  then  laid 
down  that  when  your  panel  of  48  was 
taken  the  prisoner  had  his  12  challenges 
and  the  Crown  had  their  12  chal- 
lenges, which  reduced  the  number  to  24, 
and  then  the  prisoner,  on  coming  in 
again,  had  the  right  of  challenging  six 
more,  which  made  18  challenges  in  all. 


What  would  happen  if  this  clause  is 

Eassed  in  its  present  shape  ?  You  will 
e  able  to  have  a  trial  at  Bar,  and 
you  will  be  able  to  have  your  special 
jury  struck  under  the  old  system^  but 
under  this  clause  this  is  a  direct 
appeal  against  the  decision  of  the  Judfre 
in  the  case  of  "  The  Queen  v,  Casey."  We 
are  being  hit  in  a  way  that  was  never 
intended  originally,  I  believe,  and,  that 
being  so,  I  think  the  least  we  are  en- 
titled to  is  that  when  trials  at  Bar 
are  being  had  they  should  be  had 
under  the  decision  of  that  splendid  Con- 
servative authority — Chief  J  ustice  May. 
I  think  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
will  not  dispute  that,  if  the  Government 
choose  to  have  an  ordinary  trial  for 
misdemeanour  under  this  Bill,  they  can 
have  an  unlimited  right  of  challenging 
jurors;  but  that  if  they  have  a  trial  at 
Bar  under  existing  conditions  they 
will  be  limited  to  18  challenges.  We 
should  have  fair  play  in  that  way ;  but, 
under  this  clause,  the  Government  might 
have  a  trial  and  avail  themselves  of  the 
power  of  having  unlimited  challenges. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
going  over  to  Ireland  with  his  heart 
brimming  over  with  kindness  for  the 
Irish  people,  is  going  to  abandon  the 
right  of  challenge. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  (Liverpool, 
Walton) :  The  effect  of  striking  a  jury 
under  the  old  system  would  be,  in  the 
case  of  a  prisoner  who  chose  to  exercise 
his  right  of  challenge,  to  render  it  im- 
possible to  have  a  trial  at  all. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  They  tried  Par- 
nell  and  O'Connell  under  the  old  system. 

Mr.  GIBSON  :  Yes ;  but  the  traver- 
sers could  render  it  impossible  to  have 
a  trial  at  all  under  that  system,  if  they 
chose  to  exercise  their  right  of  challenge. 
Whenever  we  have  a  case  which  is  fit  to 
be  brought  before  the  Court  of  Assizes 
under  the  section  in  its  present  form, 
it  may  be  tried  before  a  special  jury. 
When  cases  are  so  important  that  they 
are  not  only  tried  at  Assizes,  but  at  Bar, 
it  is  absurd  to  suppose  that  you  should 
not  have  a  special  jury.  It  has  been 
pointed  out  by  the  right  hon.  and 
teamed  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
that  there  could  be  no  trial  by  special 
jury  at  all,  in  cases  of  felony  at  Com- 
mon Law.  In  cases  tried  in  the  Queen's 
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Bench  it  would  only  be  possible,  under 
the  old  system,  to  have  special  juries 
where  the  trials  were  for  misdemea- 
nours. It  is  perfectly  true,  as  pointed 
out  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
opposite,  that  under  the  old  system 
there  were  only  48  jurors,  and  that  the 
traversers  had  a  right  to  challenge  18. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  would  like  to 
point  out  that  a  very  strange  result  will 
take  place  if  this  clause  is  carried  in  its 
present  form.  Not  only  will  the  Grown 
DO  allowed  to  choose  its  own  jury,  but 
it  will  be  able  to  choose  its  own  Judge. 
At  present,  the  prisoner,  at  any  rate, 
has  a  chance  of  being  tried  by  an  im- 
partial Judge;  but  under  this  clause  you 
will  have  the  power  of  taking  your  pri- 
soner before  the  Court  of  Queen* s  Bench, 
and  everybody  knows  the  political  cha- 
racteristics of  the  gentlemen  appointed 
to  the  Bench  of  that  branch  of  the  High 
Court.  As  I  have  frequently  pointed 
out  before,  the  people  have  no  confidence 
in  them.  Therefore  it  absolutely  appears 
that  no  matter  what  is  going  on  in  the 
country,  no  matter  what  political  excite- 
ment exists,  you  select  not  only  your 
own  jury,  but  try  a  man  by  your  own 
Judge  from  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench. 
This  is  a  thing  that  I  think  the  English 

?eople  should  thoroughly  understand. 
t  is  one  thing  to  say  that  the  Crown 
should  have  the  right  of  appointing  a 
special  jury  in  order  to  avoid  the  possi- 
bility of  having  jurors  who  would  be 
subject  to  intimidation ;  but  it  is  another 
thing  to  say  that  you  should  have  your 
own  Judge  as  well.  That  is  going  a 
length  which  I  feel  perfectly  satisfied 
was  never  dreamt  of  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  before.  Are  we  to  have 
the  dice  loaded  at  both  ends?  Load 
them  at  one  end  if  you  like,  but  do  not 
load  them  at  both.  If  you  frame  your 
laws  in  this  way,  you  might  just  as  well 
do  away  with  trial  by  jury  altogether. 
Set  up  the  gallows  in  Castle  Yard,  and 
let  the  Lord  Lieutenant  pick  out  whom 
he  wants  to  hang  and  finish  them  off 
out  of  hand.  That  would  save  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  a  great  deal 
of  worry.  He  looks  pained  sometimes, 
and  in  the  way  I  suggest  he  might  save 
himself  from  a  great  deal  of  trouble  and 
annoyance.  Let  him  reduce  his  Bill  to 
one  line  to  the  effect  I  have  mentioned. 
This  section  which  we  are  now  discuss* 
ing  is  not  a  special  jury  clause  at  all — I 
caU  it  a  special  Judge  clause.    As  to 


what  has  fallen  from  the  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  it  is  true  that  in  the  de- 
cision in  ''The  Queen  t;.  Casey"  a  law  was 
laid  down  which  has  worked  in  a  par- 
ticular manner,  but  can  anyone  say  that 
it  has  worked  injustice  ?  Can  any  right 
hon.  or  hon.  Member  say  that  anyone  is 
any  the  worse  for  it  ?  As  I  understand 
the  decision  of  Chief  Justice  May,  it 
was  that  the  Crown  had  only  12  and 
that  the  prisoner  had  18.  This  decision 
was  rather  snorted  at  by  the  other 
Judges  afterwards,  but  they  have  never 
attempted  to  overrule  it.  I  do  beg  the 
Government  to  consider  whether  they 
wish  to  bring  the  whole  of  their  proceed- 
ings into  contempt.  The  Judges  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  have  compara- 
tively speaking  nothing  to  do,  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  when  he 
is  translated  there  from  this  House,  will 
have  an  elegant  repose.  Do  let  us  know 
if  he  is  to  be  made  a  party  to  the  state 
of  things  contemplated  by  this  clause. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  The 
Government  seem  anxious  not  only  to 
have  an  unlimited  right  of  challenge  in 
ordinary  cases,  but  to  have  the  same 
right  in  connection  with  trials  at  Bar, 
and  to  be  able  to  appoint  their  own 
Judges  to  select  gentlemen  who  have 
been  appointed  to  the  Bench  simply  for 
political  reasons.  They  may  bring  a  case 
before  a  Bench  of  three  Judges,  who 
entertain  strong  political  views,  and  who 
would  express  strong  opinions.  I  will 
not  say  whether  they  would  express  their 
opinions  rightly  or  wrongly;  but  they 
would,  undoubtedly,  express  strong  opi-> 
nions,  and  do  their  best  to  influence  the 
jury.  Under  the  Act  of  1882  it  was  in 
the  power  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land to  send  prisoners  for  trial  before 
three  Judges.  Under  the  1st  section, 
those  three  Judges  were  to  be  named  by 
himself  in  the  warrant  which  he  might 
issue.  But  we  had  a  number  of  safeguards 
provided  in  that  section,  when  these 
three  very  estimable  individuals  were  to 
try  political  prisoners.  We  had,  in  the 
3rd  sub- section,  provision  made  for  a 
report,  and  it  was  provided  that  all  three 
Judges  should  concur  in  a  conviction ; 
and,  under  a  subsequent  sub-section,  we 
had  provision  made  for  an  appeal  on  all 
questions,  whether  of  law  or  of  fact, 
from  the  decision  of  those  three  Judges. 
We  had  there  a  Court  of  Appeal  in 
which  we  had  greater  confidence  thaa 
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in  the  three  Judges  of  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench.  As  I  understand  the 
position  of  the  Government,  they  want 
not  only  to  have  the  benefit  of  those 
three  Judges,  every  one  of  whom  can  be 
relied  on  to  oonyict,  but  in  addition  to 
that  they  want  to  rely  upon  the  special 
juries  of  the  City  of  Dublin,  on  the 
panels  of  which  you  find  turning  up  the 
names  of  persons  who  were  conspicuous 
in  those  trials  30  or  40  years  ago.  We 
saw  one  of  those  gentlemen  come  for- 
ward not  long  ago  at  the  trial  of  one  of 
my  hon.  Friends.  After  convicting 
John  Mitohel,  40  years  ago,  he  turned 
up  as  bright  as  a  button  to  convict  my 
hon.  Friend.  Beally  the  Government 
seem  to  be  making  a  humbug  of  the 
trials  for  which  they  are  providing  in 
this  clause.  If  a  shred  of  the  Constitu- 
tion is  to  be  preserved,  the  Government 
should  take  care  that  the  forms  of  justice 
should  not  be  prostituted  in  the  sicken- 
ing way  they  propose. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY :  My  Amend- 
ment simply  asks  that  Government  should 
leave  us  the  one  relic  of  the  Constitution 
which  exists  in  the  striking  of  the  jury 
under  the  old  method.  It  is  the  one 
refuge  which  political  prisoners  have 
left ;  the  one  shred  of  the  Constitution 
remaining  to  them.  We  do  ask  that 
that  shall  not  be  taken  away  by  a  side 
wind,  by  the  indirect  effects  of  this 
clause. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
think  my  hon.  Friends  are  straining  at 
a  g^at  in  this  matter,  because  this  clause, 
as  it  stands,  seems  to  be  a  perfectly 
natural  consequence,  and  a  perfectly 
proper  consequence  of  the  provisions  of 
the  2nd  section  of  this  Bill.  There  they 
have  provided  the  law  which  is  to  be 
applied  to  criminals  in  Ireland.  They 
have  selected  the  tribunals  to  try  the 
fact,  and  selected  them  with  a  view  to 
securing  what  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ire- 
land calls  an  effective  trial — namely,  a 
conviction.  Is  it  not  perfectly  natural 
that  the  Government  should  now  ask 
that  they  should  have  the  power  of  ap- 
pointing also  special  juries  and  special 
Judges  to  try  these  cases  ?  I  think  this 
clause  is  thoroughly  consistent;  and  I 
am  very  glad  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Maurice  Healy)  has  called  attention  to 
the  fact  that  not  only  is  the  jury  to  be 
selected,  not  only  is  the  prisoner  not  to 
be  tried  by  a  common  jury,  as  to  which 
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there  is  an  unlimited  right  of  challenge, 
but  the  Government  are  to  avail  them- 
selves of  special  juries  composed  of  the 
enemies  of  the  prisoners;  and,  further 
than  that,  they  are  to  have  the  power  of 
specially  selecting  the  Judges.  I  think 
it  is  perfectly  right  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  seeing  what  the  Bill  is,  that 
they  should  do  this ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
it  is  clearly  right  and  proper  for  my  hon. 
Friends  to  protest  against  it.  Such  a 
complete  travesty  of  trial  by  law,  and 
such  a  complete  upsetting  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  trial  by  jury,  was  never  known. 
Why  do  not  the  Government  abolish 
trial  by  jury  altogether  in  Ireland  ? 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  67  ; 
Noes  134:  Majority  67.— (Div.  list. 
No.  191.) 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment,  No.  27, 
which  stands  in  my  name— In  line  12, 
after  "Court,"  insert  "if  such  crime 
could  not  have  been  prosecuted  sum- 
marily." In  moving  this  Amendment,  I 
want  to  get  out  from  the  Government 
why  they  propose  to  try  people  by  jury, 
and  to  try  them  summarily  at  the  same 
time.  I  would  point  out  one  important 
thing  in  connection  with  this  matter. 
Take  the  case  of  conspiracy — ^you  can 
prosecute  that  either  by  a  jury  trial  or 
summarily.  If  you  prosecute  by  juiy 
you  can  give  two  years'  imprisonment, 
but  if  you  only  prosecute  summarily  you 
can  only  give  six  months'  imprisonment. 
But  now  you  are  going  to  take  power  to 
act  in  either  of  these  ways.  There  are 
several  considerations  to  be  taken  into 
account  in  connection  with  this  matter. 
For  instance,  there  is  the  question  of 
prison  discipline.  If  you  are  con- 
victed of  conspiracy,  as  the  law  stands 
at  present  you  do  not  get  hard  labour ; 
but  the  Government  seem  to  be  anxious 
to  alter  the  present  rules,  and  to  inflict 
hard  labour  in  cases  of  conspiracy. 
This  is  really  a  most  important  matter. 
It  may  be  an  oversight  on  the  part  of 
the  Government.  Many  things  have 
crept  into  the  Bill  through  oversight. 
I  would  ask  the  Government  therefore, 
do  they  want  to  prosecute  people  be- 
fore the  magistrates,  and  do  they  want, 
at  the  same  time,  to  have  the  option  of 
prosecuting  the  same  people  before  a 
jury  ?  That  seems  to  me  to  be  a  plain 
question  to  which,   I  think,  I  have  a 
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right  to  have  an  answer.  I  beg  to  move 
the  Amendment  which  stands  in  my 
name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
9,  after  "court"  insert  **if  such  crime 
could  not  have  been  prosecuted  sum- 
marily."—(1/r.  T,  M.  Eealy.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  think  that  some  such  ques- 
tion was  asked  upon  the  Amendment  to 
the  second  clause  of  the  Bill,  and  at  that 
time,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  I  gave  the 
answer  that  I  am  about  to  give  now.  I 
propose,  I  need  hardly  say — because  I 
believe  every  Member  of  this  Committee 
knows  it  before  I  say  it — to  retain  after 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  the  power  of 
proceeding  against  any  crime  which  can 
now  be  tried  by  indictment.  It  would 
be  a  most  singular  change  in  the  law  if, 
because  the  Legislature  makes  certain 
oEences  punishable  summarily  under 
this  Bill,  the  Qovernment  should  be  pre- 
vented from  indicting  persons  for  those 
offences 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  That  is  not  the 
point.  I  do  not  want  to  prevent  you 
from  indicting,  but  I  say  that  you 
should  not  have  a  special  jury  for  it. 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  will  come  to  that 
in  a  moment.  I  want  to  go  step  by 
step.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man understands  that  we  have  intro- 
duced certain  provisions  in  the  2nd 
clause  that  enable  summary  jurisdiction 
to  be  exercised,  notwithstanding  that 
the  offences  punished  are  now  indictable 
at  Common  Law.  \Ve  propose  that  if 
those  offences  are  committed  in  pro- 
claimed districts  and  are  proceeded 
against  by  indictment,  as  in  many  cases 
it  may  be  the  bounden  duty  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  to  proceed 
against  them,  that  the  same  privilege 
should  be  given  to  the  Crown  and  to  the 
defendant  in  regard  to  the  granting  of  a 
special  jury  as  a  matter  of  course.  I 
cannot  conceive  what  possible  objection 
there  can  be  to  that  arrangement.  I 
cannot  understand  why,  if  we  are  to 
have  special  juries  in  the  case  of  a  great 
number  of  other  offences,  we  should  not 
have  them  in  the  case  of  these  indictable 
offences.  In  point  of  fact,  it  is  plain 
with  reference  to  this  very  case  of  con- 
spiracy that  the  circumstances  of  such 
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offence  are  likely  to  be  such  as  to  re< 
quire  juries  of  more  intelligence  than 
ordinary.  It  seems  to  me  to  be  most 
desirable  to  give  the  accused  person,  if 
he  wishes,  or  the  prosecutor  if  he  wishes 
it,  an  opportunity  of  taking  cases  of  this 
kind  before  a  jury  of  grater  intelligence 
than  a  common  jury.  That  being  our 
view  we  certainly  must  object  to  the 
Amendment. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.) :  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  repre- 
sents a  constituency  of  the  class  from 
which  special  juries  will  be  drawn. 
I  presume  that  he  would  contend 
that  he  represents  a  constituency  of 
greater  intelligence  than  ordinary. 
But  would  the  people  of  the  country 
generally  consider  it  a  greater  advan- 
tage to  be  tried  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  constituency, 
who  belong  to  the  University  of  Dublin, 
than  to  be  tried  by  the  ordinary  people 
of  the  country?  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  may  contend  that 
greater  intelligence  would  be  brought 
to  bear  upon  the  question  at  issue. 
That  may  or  may  not  be  the  case,  but 
the  people  themselves  are  the  best 
judges  of  whether  or  not  there  would 
be  an  advantage  in  being  tried  in  this 
way.  The  people  of  the  country  very 
much  prefer  being  tried  by  the  ordinary 
electors  of  Ireland  in  preference  to  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  con- 
stituents. By  refusing  to  entertain  the 
proposition  of  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman is  putting  himself  in  this  posi- 
tion— he  is  enlarging  very  much  the 
powers  of  special  jurors  under  the  Bill, 
and  doing  it  at  a  very  dangerous  time. 
That  is  not  the  worst  of  it.  During  the 
last  five  or  six  years  we  have  been 
greatly  extending  the  liberties  of  the 
people,  so  far  as  the  return  of  Members 
to  this  House  is  concerned.  We  have 
been  transferring  the  power  that  was 
formerly  exclusively  in  the  hands  of  the 
upper  class,  or  the  upper  branch  of  the 
middle  class,  in  a  very  gpreat  degree  into 
the  hands  of  the  working  men,  the 
farmers  and  the  artizans  of  Ireland. 
That  is,  that  task  has  been  undertaken 
so  far  as  the  return  of  Members  to  this 
House  is  concerned ;  but  now  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  in  refusing 
this  Amendment,  wants  to  go  in  exactly 
the  opposite  direction,  so  far  as  the  law 
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18  concerned.  He  wishes  to  have  the 
administration  of  the  law  taken  out  of 
the  hands  of  the  common  juries,  and 
vested  in  the  hands  of  the  special  juries 
which  are  drawn  from  the  upper  classes 
and  the  upper  branch  of  the  middle 
classes.  He  wants  to  take  the  judicial 
administrative  power  away  from  the 
common  juries,  away  from  the  great 
mass  of  the  people,  and  to  transfer  it  to 
the  higher  classes.  Well,  I  would  warn 
the  Government  that  principles  of  this 
kind  which  they  begin  to  apply  in  Ire- 
land have  a  tendency  to  spread  and  very 
frequentlv  extend  to  this  country. 

The  OHAIEMAN  :  I  would  point  out 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  is 
now  addressing  himself  to  the  whole 
clause.  He  is  not  confining  himself  to 
the  Amendment  before  the  Committee. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  Then  in  obedience 
to  your  ruling,  Sir,  I  will  endeavour  to 
confine  my  remarks  to  the  Amendment. 
The  whole  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  was  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  have  power  to  appeal 
to  the  special  jury  instead  of  the  common 
jury,  and  his  refusal  to  accept  this 
Amendment  was  based  entirely  upon 
that  principle.  He  did  not  talk  much 
for  the  Cro  wn.  That  goes  without  saying. 
He  wanted  a  strong  argument  against 
us,  and,  therefore,  he  dwelt  mainly 
upon  the  iniquity  of  preventing  a  defen- 
dant from  being  able  to  appeal  to  a 
special  jury  when  he  desired  to  do  so. 
Well,  there  are  very  few  defendants  in 
Ireland  who  would  prefer  a  special  to  a 
common  jury.  Notwithstanding  the  in- 
telligence of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  own  constituency,  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  people 
of  Ireland  would  rather  be  tried  by 
juries  taken  from  their  own  class  than 
by  juries  drawn  from  those  people.  If 
a  defendant  is  innocent  he  would  infi- 
nitely prefer  that,  although  if  he  is 
guilty  he  might  not  care  where  the  jury 
came  from 

Thb  CHAIRMAN :  Order,  order ! 

Colonel  NOLAN :  I  thought  I  was  in 
Order  in  pointing  out  that  the  trans- 
ference of  this  power  from  the  common 
juries  to  the  special  juries,  which  was 
the  whole  argument  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland,  is  a  most  dangerous 
principle.  If,  however,  you.  Sir,  say 
that  that  matter  belongs  to  the  whole 
clause,  I  will  reserve  my  remarks  upon 
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the  point  until  the  whole  danse  is  put. 
I  would  say,  however,  that  to  take  a 
farmer  from  Tuam  or  Connemara,  to 
have  him  tried  by  the  residents  of  Hath- 
mines  in  Dublin,  would  be  the  very 
wildest  course  that  could  be  adopted.  I 
would  remind  the  Government  that  on 
one  occasion  the  late  Sergeant  Arm- 
strong gave  evidence  to  the  effect  that  it 
was  a  matter  of  great  importance  to 
have  prisoners  tried  by  the  people  them- 
selves. He  declared  that  when  a  verdict 
of  guilty  was  given  by  a  jury  drawn 
from  the  people  themselves,  a  great  im- 
pression was  produced  and  a  sort  of 
thrill  ran  through  the  whole  Court. 
That  is  the  result  when  prisoners  are 
convicted  by  their  own  class ;  but,  said 
the  Sergeant,  there  is  no  feeling  of  that 
kind  at  all  amongst  the  Irish  people 
when  prisoners  are  convicted  by  a  dif- 
ferent class  from  themselves.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite  is 
departing  from  a  principle  laid  down  by 
an  authority  in  law  which  he  himself 
will  acknowledge  as  a  very  eminent 
one. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  have  some 
difficulty  in  knowing  whether  or  not  I 
made  myself  clear  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  because  he  dwelt 
almost  altogether  upon  the  right  of  the 
prisoner  to  claim  to  be  tried  by  a  special 
jury. 

Mb.  HOLMES  :  I  said  the  prosecutor 
and  the  defendant. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  object  alto- 
gether  to  the  prisoner  having  the  right 
to  claim  to  be  tried  by  a  special  jury. 
That  right  led  to  your  unnatural 
offenders  and  your  Orangemen  mur- 
derers being  tried  by  a  sympathetic  jury 
of  their  own  gang  and  getting  off.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  made 
a  point  of  the  prisoner  having  the  right 
to  the  protection  of  the  special  intelli- 
gence of  a  special  jury  as  well  as  the 
Crown.  He  said  the  prisoner  should 
have  the  option  of  choosing  the  jury; 
but  will  you  give  him  that  option 
against  the  decision  of  the  Besident 
magistrates  who,  to  my  way  of  think- 
ing, are  not  persons  of  any  special  in- 
telligence, being  mostly  ex-policemen 
or  half-pay  soldiers  ?  The  point  the  GK>- 
vernment  have  not  dealt  with  is  this, 
that  when  they  have  the  right  of  going 
before  their  own  Hesident  Magistrates 
and  convicting  us  before  them,  they  will 
not  do  so.    They  want  to  convict  uq 
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before  special  juries,  in  order  that  they 
may  give  us  two  years'  imprisonment. 
Why  can  they  not  be  contented  with 
giving  six  months'  imprisonment?  I 
think  no  one  should  have  the  right  to 
summarily  inflict  the  punishment  of  im- 
prisonment upon  anyone  under  this  Bill 
unless  he  has  had  some  experience  of 
that  punishment  himself ,  and  thoroughly 
knows  what  it  means.  But  to  say  that 
you  should  have  an  opportunity  of  in- 
flicting two  years,  is  the  point  the 
Amendment  touches,  and  that  is  the 
point  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman has  neglected  to  refer  to.  I  say 
again,  that  the  proposal  to  allow  the 
prisoner  to  avail  himself  of  a  special 
jury  is  simply  an  Orange  proposal.  It 
is  a  piece  of  class  legislation.  No  Na- 
tionalist will  ever  ask  to  be  tried  by  a  spe- 
cial jury  of  Orangemen  and  Freemasons. 
When  you  have  an  opportunity  of  con- 
victing summarily  before  the  Hesident 
Magistrates,  why  do  you  want  an  oppor- 
tunity of  convicting  a  man  by  a  special 
jury  ?  I  have  not  at  all  objected  to  in- 
dictments being  preferred.  Prefer  them 
if  you  like ;  but  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  I  say,  should  not  have  the 
right  to  claim  a  special  jury.  At  any 
rate,  the  Court  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  saying — **You  might  have 
prosecuted  these  men  summarily."  The 
latter  part  of  the  clause  says  that  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  may,  as  of 
course,  claim  a  special  jury  ,  but  this  is 
not  a  case  where  he  should  have  the 
right,  seeing  that  each  trial  will  be  one 
in  which  he  might  have  proceeded  sum- 
marily, but  has  not  done  so.  I  wish  the 
Committee  to  declare  that  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  shall  not  have  this 
right,  as  of  course.  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee ought  to  deal  with  that  point. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  do  trust 
the  Government  will  give  some  answer 
to  the  arguments  which  have  just  been 
submitted  to  them.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  got  up  and  answered  the 
speech  made  in  bringing  forward  the 
Amendment ;  but  he  did  not  answer  a 
single  point  contained  in  that  speech; 
and  now,  instead  of  making  an  answer 
to  further  observations,  he  sits  dumb  on 
the  Front  Government  Bench,  knowing, 
I  suppose,  that  he  has  no  answer  to 
give.  The  Gt>vemment  in  this  matter 
are  displaying  a  spirit  which  is  really 
atrocious.    They  have  the  right  of  sum- 


mary conviction,  they  have  the  right  of 
change  of  venue,  they  have  the  right  of 
a  special  jury,  and  with  all  these  we  are 
told  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
that  they  intend  to  preserve  in  their 
hands  the  disgraceful  power  of  jury 
packing,  which  they  have  used  with  such 
effect  in  the  past.  I  protest  that  this  is 
a  monstrous  spirit  in  which  to  press  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  upon  the  House.  Let 
the  Government  select  one  power  which 
they  say  they  want,  and  content  them- 
selves with  that.  Any  one  of  these 
powers  would,  if  used  at  all,  be  effec- 
tive in  itself.  Let  them  select  one  power, 
but  do  not  let  them  play  with  cards  up 
their  sleeves.  Do  not  let  them  have 
half  a-dozen  of  these  atrocious  provi- 
sions that  they  can  use  against  the  un- 
fortunate prisoner  in  a  cumulative  way. 
I  deny  that  there  is  anything  in  the 
enactment  with  regard  to  the  power  of 
summary  conviction  that  makes  it  ne- 
cessary that  they  should  require  an 
additional  power  of  employing  a  special 
jury.  If  an  offence  has  hitherto  been 
an  indictable  offence,  it  has  always  been 
the  practice  to  deal  with  it  as  an  indict- 
able offence,  and  if  it  has  always  been 
an  offence  for  summary  conviction, 
it  has  always  been  dealt  with  sum- 
marily. There  has  been  no  attempt 
made  in  Ireland,  nor,  so  far  as  I  know, 
in  England,  to  insist  upon  having  two 
modes  of  procedure  concurrent,  and  to 
have  power  vested  in  the  Crown  to  select 
their  mode  of  procedure  according  to 
their  choice.  I  challenge  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  to  give  a  single  reason 
for  retaining  in  the  hands  of  the  Crown 
this  power  to  select  special  juries  in  cases 
where  it  is  open  to  the  Crown  to  try 
offences  summarily.  Can  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  put  his  finger 
upon  a  single  example ;  can  he  point  to  a 
single  case  of  the  Crown  having  a  right 
to  insist  upon  a  special  jury,  and  also  a 
right  of  option  to  try  a  case  summarily  ? 
I  say  that  he  cannot  attempt  to  point  to 
such  a  case.  That  being  so,  we  must 
only  conclude  that  the  Government  are 
so  greedy  of  power,  so  determined  to 
exercise  their  powers  oppressively,  that 
whereas  in  the  2nd  section  of  this  Bill 
they  have  the  power  of  punishing  their 
political  opponents  with  six  months'  im- 
prisonment with  hard  labour,  they  are 
not  content  with  that,  but,  putting^ 
aside,  wish  to  rely  upon  extraordjj^'^^ 
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powers  in  order  to  send  their  political 
opponents  to  gaol  for  two  years. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Would  the  Go- 
vemment  object  to  giving  the  prisoner 
the  right  to  select  to  be  tried  before  two 
Resident  Magistrates  instead  of  a  special 
jury  ?  If  a  man  is  indicted,  will  the  Go- 
vernment give  him  the  option  of  going 
before  two  of  their  intelligent  Resident 
Magistrates  rather  than  going  before 
their  special  jurors  ? 

Mr.  HOLMES:  Certainly  not.  It 
would  be  wrong  to  give  the  prisoner  an 
option  of  being  tried  before  a  tribunal 
which  can  only  give  six  months'  impri- 
sonment, or  before  a  jury  where  there 
would  be  no  such  limit.  Take  the  case 
of  an  assault  endangering  life — techni- 
cally, that  might  be  tried  before  two 
Resident  Magistrates,  but,  as  I  say,  it 
would  be  exceedingly  wrong  to  give  the 
prisoner  the  option  of  being  so  tried,  and 
of  only  having  six  months'  imprisonment. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  But  you  have 
the  power  to  change  the  venue,  and  you 
can  take  such  a  man  300  miles  away, 
and  indict  him  before  a  common  jury. 
What  is  the  use  of  talking  to  us  as  if  we 
did  not  know  the  Bill  ?  You  seem  to  us 
to  be  determined  not  to  give  the  prisoner 
a  single  chance.  You  have  your  quiver 
full   of    arrows — ^you   have    as    many 

Soisoned  arrows  in  this  Bill  as  would 
estroy  an  entire  nation.  When  we 
ask  you  to  give  the  prisoner  an  option 
of  being  tried  before  two  Resident  Ma- 
gistrates, you  say — **No;  the  oflPence 
may  be  too  serious."  If  the  offence  is 
too  serious  to  try  a  man  summarily  in 
the  South  or  West  of  Ireland,  you  can 
take  him  to  Antrim  or  to  Down,  or 
where  you  like.  Every  time  we  bring 
forward  an  argument  something  that 
was  trotted  out  and  discarded  on  a 
former  occasion  is  resorted  to  by  the 
Government.  It  is  impossible  to  get 
from  them  any  real  solid  reason  for  any- 
thing. There  is  evident  truth  in  what 
is  said  by  Conservative  Members  outside 
this  House,  that  they  are  supporting  this 
Bill  neither  by  their  hearts  nor  their 
heads. 

Mr.  CHANCE :  If  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  would  read  the  3rd  clause  of 
the  Bill,  he  would  find  that  a  prisoner, 
such  as  he  referred  to,  would  not  have 
the  option  to  which  he  has  alluded.  The 
bh««e  of  an  aggravated  assault  endanger- 
^  ^aonufe  whi(^  he  used  as  an  example 
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is  not  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Re- 
sident Magistrates,  be  they  good,  bad,  or 
indifferent ;  therefore,  I  do  trust  that 
when  they  use  examples  to  confound  us 
in  our  ignorance,  they  will  show  a  little 
more  knowledge  of  tlie  Bill  themselves 
than  to  quote  cases  which  could  not 
possibly  come  within  the  clause  at  all. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  67  ; 
Noes  135:  Majority  68. — (Div.  List, 
No.  192.) 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

Me.    MAC  NEILL  (Donegal,    S.) : 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  I  have 
now  to  propose  is  to  give  Judges  a  dis- 
cretion in  reference    to  those  cases  in 
which  special  jurors  are  to  be  selected. 
We  may  see  the  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment by  a  glance  at  the  clause.     As  it 
stands,  the  clause  gives   the  Attorney 
General  absolute  power  in  any  case  to 
move  for  a  special  jury.    To  make  such 
an  application  is  his  prerogative.  What 
is  the  benefit,  as  the  matter  now  stands, 
of  iany  appeal  to  the  High  Court  ?    The 
High  Court  have  no  jurisdiction.     The 
Attorney  General,  or,   worse  still,  the 
deputy  of  [the  Attorney  General,  simply 
moves,  and  the  moment  the  application 
is  made  the  High  Court  must  grant  it. 
Is  it  to  be  a  mere  registrar  of  the  At- 
torney General  of  the  day?    What  is 
the  benefit  of  the  Judges  sitting  on  the 
Bench  if  they  are  to  be  mere  puppets, 
mere   talking   machines?    How  is  the 
application  to  be  made  ?    Is  there  to  be 
the  slightest  publicity  given  ?    Is  there 
to  be  even  the  small  benefit  of  the  light 
of  public  opinion  shed  on  these  transac- 
tions ?   Not  at  all.    The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  is  now  in  his  place.     He 
knows   thoroughly  well  the  practice  of 
the  Irish  Courts,  and  I  challenge  him  to 
say  whether,  under  this  section,  it  will 
not  be   possible  for  him,   as  Attorney 
General,  to  walk  into  the  study  of  any 
Judge,  any  morning,  and  say — **  I  want 
a  special  jury,   give  me  your  order." 
There  need  be  no  appearance  in  Court, 
no  notice  to  the  other  side.     There  is 
the  wretched  compensation  that  the  de- 
fendant can  make  such  an  application. 
But  defendants  never  do  make  an  appli- 
cation of  this  description.     Who  is  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  who    is 
entrusted  with  this  enormous  power  ?  I 
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do  not  wish  to  speak  of  the  present  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  ;  I  simply 
speak  of  the  OflBce.  Sometimes  people 
in  England  make  a  grievous  mistake  in 
supposing  that  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  and  the  Attorney  General  for 
England  have  similar  functions.  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  are  no  two  officials 
more  unlike  in  their  duties  than  the  At- 
torney General  for  England  and  the 
•Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  The 
Attorney  General  for  England,  generally 
speaking,  is  not  a  politician,  but  a  gen- 
tleman who  secures  his  elevation  to  the 
position  by  hard  professional  work,  and 
when  he  enters  the  House  of  Commons, 
he  alwaj's  acts  very  fairly  and  good 
humouredly.  But  what  is  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  ?  He  is  the  execu- 
tive agent  of  a  political  Government 
determined  to  act  in  defiance  of  the 
wishes  and  wants  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  yet  he  is  the  man  who  is  to  move 
for  special  juries.  Why,  in  the  name 
of  common  sense,  are  .Judges  brought 
into  the  transaction  at  all?  I  have 
never  made  any  attack  upon  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Judicial  Bench,  and  if  I  at- 
tempted to  do  80  I  could  not  make  a 
more  successful  attack  upon  them  than 
is  made  by  the  Government  in  this 
clause,  for  by  this  clause  the  Judges  of 
the  High  Court  in  Ireland  are  made 
mere  puppets.  Now,  do  the  Govern- 
ment intend  the  special  juries  to  be 
bodies  of  men  who  are  determined  to  do 
justice  between  the  Crown  and  the  ac- 
cused ?  Often  the  existence  of  the  Go- 
vernment hangs  upon  a  verdict  of  guilty. 
The  Government  wish  to  give  the  matter 
an  appearance  of  earnestness  before  the 
English  public  by  bringing  in  the 
Judges.  But  the  Judges  are  to  have  no 
discretion  whatever.  I  greatly  regret 
that  the  Attorney  General  for  England 
(Sir  Eichard  Webster)  and  the  ex- 
Attorney  General  for  England  (Sir 
Charles  Russell)  are  not  present.  I, 
however,  see  in  his  place  a  Member  of 
the  late  Ministry,  a  man  learned  in  legal 
matters,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Wolverhampton  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler).  I  put  it  to  him 
whether  within  his  knowledge  of  Eng- 
lish jurisprudence  he  knows  of  a  case  in 
which  an  Executive  Officer  of  the  Crown, 
a  political  agent,  a  mere  administrator, 
is  able  to  walk  into  the  study  of  a 
Judge  and  say — "Here.  I  want  a  special 
jury,  give  me  an  order."     This  Amend- 


ment of  mine  is  an  exquisite  specimen  of 
drafting.  I  say  so  because  I  did  not 
draft  it.  I  merely  copied  it  from  a  Bill 
with  which  even  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  must  be 
familiar.  The  Bill  from  which  I  took 
these  words  provided  that  in  cases 
where  special  juries  were  summoned 
there  should  be  notice  of  motion  or  a 
summons  to  the  other  side,  that  the  case 
should  be  discussed  in  Court,  that  the 
Judges  should  have  a  discretion  to  grant 
or  to  refuse  the  application,  that  an 
order  for  a  special  jury  should  not  be 
granted  unless  the  High  Court  is  satis- 
tied  that  the  application  for  it  is  not 
made  vexatiously,  and  that  it  is  expedient 
for  the  ends  of  justice  that  the  trial 
should  take  place  before  a  special  jury. 
My  Amendment  is  taken,  as  far  as  cir- 
cumstances permit,  from  the  draft  of  the 
Criminal  Code  which  was  presented  to 
Parliament  by  Sir  John  Holker  on 
behalf  of  the  Tory  Party.  It  is  very 
remarkable  that  the  four  learned 
Judges  who  drafted  this  code  ex- 
pressed the  wish  that  in  every  case 
the  Law  of  Ireland  should  bo  assimilated 
to  the  Law  in  England,  and  after  mature 
and  grave  deliberation  in  respect  to  cases 
of  special  juries,  they  adopted  a  section 
in  the  words  of  my  Amendment.  Why 
should  a  different  proposal  to  that  made 
in  1878  be  made  in  1887  ?  Because  the 
exigencies  of  Party  require  a  different 
state  of  things.  The  four  learned  Judges 
who  drew  up  the  Code  said  they  sat  from 
May,  1878,  to  November,  1879,  and  con- 
sidered carefully  and  deliberately  every 
sentence  and  every  clause  of  their  re- 
commendations. There  are  the  names 
of  four  Gentlemen  at  the  back  of  this 
Bill.  There  is  that  of  the  English  At- 
torney General,  of  whom  I  shall  say 
nothing  in  particular;  there  is  that  of 
the  Irish  Attorney  General,  who  will 
administer  the  Bill ;  there  is  that  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  who  loves 
power,  and  who  will,  I  am  sure,  make  a 
thoroughly  effective  use  of  it ;  and  there 
is  that  of  the  Home  Secretary.  These 
Gentlemen  put  their  puny  wisdom 
against  the  experience  of  four  learned 
Judges.  I  beg  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  3,  line  11,  to  leave  out  from  •*  court ' ' 
to  end  of  clause,  and  insert  *'  on  application  of 
either  the  Attorney  General  or  the  defendant  on 
notice  of  motion  or  sammons  to  the  other  aide, 
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make  an  order  that  the  trial  of  the  defendant 
or  defendaDtfl,  if  more  than  one,  shall  he  hy 
a  special  jury. 

*'  No  such  order  shall  he  made  unless  the  High 
Court  is  satisfied  that  the  application  for  it 
is  not  made  vexatiously  or  for  delay,  and  that 
it  is  expedient  for  the  ends  of  justice  that  the 
trial  should  take  place  heforo  a  special  jury. 
The  court  may  in  such  order  postpone  the  trial 
on  such  terms  as  seem  just.*' — {Mr.  Mae  NeiU.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

TflE  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  Amendment  that  has  just 
been  moved  raises  a  narrow,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  an  important  issue.  Similar 
Amendments  stand  in  the  names  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  and  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Russell). 
I  only  regret  that  it  has  not  fallen  to  the 
lot  of  either  of  those  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men to  move  this  Amendment,  because 
I  think  they  would  not  have  entirely 
forgotten  the  courtesies  which  ought  to 
exist  between  one  Member  of  the  House 
and  another,  and  would  have  recognized 
that  there  may  be  honourable  men  prac- 
ticing at  the  Irish  Bar.  The  question 
raised  by  the  Amendment  is  whether  a 
special  jury  shall,  under  certain  circum- 
stances, be  obtained  as  a  matter  of  right. 
I  need  hardly  say  that  this  is  a  question 
to  which  the  Government  have  given 
careful  and  mature  consideration,  and 
the  conclusion  they  have  come  to  is  em- 
bodied in  the  Bill.  The  clause  corre- 
sponds in  this  respect  with  a  clause  in 
the  Act  of  1882,  which  introduced  into 
the  Criminal  Law  a  practice  already 
established  in  civil  actions.  In  every 
civil  action  tried  in  this  country,  it  is  the 
right  of  one  or  the  other  party,  as  a 
matter  of  course,  to  apply  for  a  special 
jury.  There  was  a  time  when  it  was  not 
a  matter  of  course,  and  when  an  order 
of  the  Court  was  required  ;  but  a  change 
was  made,  and  now  it  is  a  matter  of 
right.  We  have  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  ought  to  be  a  matter  of  right  in 
criminal  cases.  It  is  asked  why  discre- 
tion is  not  given  to  the  Court  ?  Appli- 
cations for  special  juries  will  very  rarely 
be  made  vexatiously,  and  it  is  a  very  in- 
convenient thing  to  have  the  facts  of  a 
criminal  case  discussed  at  great  length 
on  a  preliminary  motion  of  this  kind.  I 
know  sufficient  of  the  practice  in  Ireland 
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to  know  that  there  would  be  a  discussion 
in  behalf  of  the  defence  in  every  single 
case  of  this  kind.  All  the  facts  would 
be  canvassed — a  thing  which  is  to  be 
avoided  if  it  be  possible:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mac  NeiU)  re- 
ferred at  some  length  to  the  character  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  He 
said  he  did  not  sefer  to  me  personally, 
but 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  :  I  referred  simply 
to  the  character  of  the  Office. 

Mr.  HOLMES:  He  said  the  holder 
of  the  Office  is  a  servant  of  the  Execu- 
tive. That  I  entirely  deny.  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  is  in  the  same 
position  exactly  as  the  Attorney  General 
for  England.  I  have  had  the  honour  of 
knowing  many  men  who  have  held  the 
Office  of  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
and  I  do  not  know  any  one  of  them  who 
would  take  a  hint  or  order  from  any 
Member  of  the  Executive.  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  acts  upon  his 
own  motion — indeed,  I  have  never  known 
a  hint  or  order  given  by  the  Executive 
in  reference  to  the  discharge  of  his 
duties.  Whatever  is  done  by  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  is  done  upon 
his  own  responsibility,  and  upon  his  own 
initiative.  If  he  does  any  wrong  the 
Committee  may  be  sure  it  is  his  own  act, 
and  in  no  way  dictated  by  any  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  Government.  There  is  not  a 
single  member  of  the  legal  Profession 
in  Ireland,  who  carries  on  his  work  in  an 
honourable  way,  who  would  accept  the 
Office  of  Attorney  General  subject  to  the 
terms  and  conditions  which  have  been 
specified  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. The  simple  reason  why  the 
Attorney  General  is  mentioned  in  this 
clause  is  that  he  is  one  party  to  the 
criminal  litigation.  The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  stands  in  the  same  posi- 
tion on  one  side  as  the  accused  stands 
on  the  other ;  therefore,  if  an  applica- 
tion is  to  be  made  or  notice  is  to  be 
served,  it  must  be  done  on  the  one  side 
by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
and  on  the  other  by  the  defendant.  It 
is  asked  why  we  deviate  from  the  Act 
of  1882.  Well,  the  reason  is  very 
simple;  we  think  that,  inasmuch  the 
service  of  a  notice  would  not  have  the 
same  authentication  as  an  order  of  the 
Court,  and  seeing  that  it  must  be  acted 
on  by  the  Sheriff  and  other  officers, 
it  is  better  to  have  the  order  drawn 
up  by  the    Court.      When  it  is   ob- 
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jected  that  it  is  an  order,  as  of  oourse, 
it  must  be  remembered  that  such  things 
as  those  are  well  known  in  law.  That 
is  a  small  matter ;  but,  as  reference  has 
been  made  to  it,  I  thought  it  right  to 
mention  it.  I  will  not  take  up  the  time 
of  the  Committee  by  going  into  this 
matter  further. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL   (Hack- 
ney,   S.) :    I    will   certainly    draw    no 
distinctions  between  considerations  that 
apply  to  the  Office    of   the   Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  and  to  those  that 
would  apply  to  a  similar  Office  in  Eng- 
land,   though,    of    course,    it  is    well 
known    to    hon.     Members    on     both 
sides    of   the    House   that  in  Lreland 
the  Attorney  General  is  much  closer 
in  connection   with  the  administration 
of  the  Criminal  Law  than  the  Attor- 
ney   General   is   in    England.      But  I 
should  object  to  this  clause,  as  it  now 
stands,  whether  it  applied  to  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  or  the  Attorney 
General  for  England,  and  I  will  very 
shortly  state  to  the  Committee  why  I 
should  object  to  it.    It  may,  or  may  not, 
be  a  proper  thing    to  give  to  the  Attor- 
ney General  for   Ireland  the   right  of 
requiring  on  his  own  ipse  dixit  a  special 
jury.     That  may,  or  may  not,  be  right ; 
but  if  it  be  right  to  give  him  that  power 
I  do  not  see  why  the  Court  is  to  be 
brought  into  the  matter  at  all,  because 
this  clause,  as  it  stands  without  amend- 
ment, requires    the  Court,    not    as    a 
judicial  Act,  not  as  a  matter  upon  which 
their  judgment  and  discretion  are  called 
in  question,  but  to  act  as  a  mere  Mini- 
sterial register  in  judicial  form,  in  such 
manner,    as  the  Attorney  General,   in 
his  executive  capacity,  may  be  pleased 
individually  to  determine.     Therefore, 
if  it  be  right  that  this  power  should  be 
vested  with  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  let  it  be  given  to  him  openly, 
and  let  the  precedent  of  the  Act  of  1882 
be  followed,  by  which  no  reference  to 
the  Court  at  all  was  contemplated,  but 
according  to  which  it  was  given  to  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland   to    say 
whether  there  should,  or  should  not,  be 
a  special  jury.    I  am  not  myself  in  the 
least  affected^  by  the  precedent  of  the 
Statute  of  1882.     I  will  not  sav  more 
than  this  in  reference  to  that  Statute. 
I  do  not  agree  that  the  circumstances 
were  at  all   analogous  to  those  of  the 
present  case. '    I  do  not  think  that  the 
state  of  thinjgs  whioh,  it  was  argued, 


justified  the  precedent  of  1882,  in  fact, 
justified  that  precedent,  and  if  it  did, 
that  state  of  things  does  not  now  exist. 
I  had  the  pleasure  of  voting  against 
what  was  done  in   1882,  as  I  should, 
under  similar  circumstances,  vote  against 
it  again.    But  there   is,   besides  that 
difference  that  I  have  suggested,  the 
further  difference,  that  in  1882  it  was 
admittedly  the  temporary  use  of  what 
was  called  a  ** hateful  expedient"   by 
the  Government.    It  was  said    to   be 
an    exceptional    measure,   only    to    be 
justified  by  the  circumstances  of   the 
day,   and   only  to  be  resorted   to   for 
the  time,  under  exceptional  temporary 
circumstances.      But  the  Bill  we  are 
now  dealing  with  it  is  intended  to  in- 
corporate permanently  into  the  general 
law  of  the  land ;  therefore,  it  does  seem 
to  me  more  important  that  we  should 
consider  closely  the  powers  which  are 
given  under  it.     I  say,  therefore,  first, 
that  if  the  power  is  to  be  given  to  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  it  ought 
to  be  given  to  him  directly,  and  that 
the  Court  ought  not  to  be  made  merely 
a  machine,  so  to  speak,  for  registering, 
in  a  judicial  form,  his  behests.    But  I 
object  to  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land having  this  power,  and  I  think  it 
is   of  importance  that  this  should  be 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  Commit- 
tee at  once.   The  question  of  the  special 
jury  may  be  most  important.     It  is  very 
significant    that    the  framers    of    this 
Bill    have    used  the    same    language, 
practically,  as  to  each  important  matter 
— namely,  that  they  have  given  power 
to  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  in 
the  first  instance,  to  declare  whether  the 
venue  should  be  changed,  whether  there 
should    be  a   special    jury,    and    that 
there  should  be  an  order  of  the  Court 
as  of  course.     My  objection,  therefore, 
is  this  that  the  power  ought  not  to  be 
vested  in  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, and  that,  if  there  is  to  be  a  refer- 
ence to  the  Court  at  all,  the  proper  form 
in  which   that  reference  to  the  Court 
should  take  is  this,  that  the  Court  may, 
for  good  cause,  make  the  order  either 
for  a  special  jury  or  to  change  the  venue 
as  it  sees  fit  for  good  reason.     I  think 
the  remarks  of    the    right    hon.    and 
learned    Gentleman    deserve    attention 
because,   though  one    may  not   agree 
with  him,  he  is  at  least  always  clear  in 
what  he  says.     But,  in  this  case,  the 
only  argument  I    heard    him    use  in 
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support  of  the  clause  as  it  stands 
and  against  the  Amendment  was,  that 
the  fact  of  requiving  it  to  be  an 
order  of  the  Court  would  give  it  an 
appearance  of  greater  solemnity.  He 
said  that,  or  words  to  that  efifect.  But 
that  does  not  seem  to  me  to  be  at  all  a 
sufficient  reason.  I  do  not  think  it  is  a 
proper  position  in  which  to  place  any 
person  of  the  judicialBencheitherinEng- 
land  or  in  Ireland — the  position  of  merely 
having  to  register  the  will  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive Officer  of  the  daj' — the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  who  is  a  political 
Member  of  the  Executive  Government. 
I  say  the  reference  ought  to  be  if  it  is  a 
matter  that  requires  the  intervention  of 
the  judicial  authority  at  all,  the  direct 
intervention  of  the  Judge,  who  shall  say 
whether  or  not  the  order  is  one  which 
should  be  made.  I  should  very  much 
have  preferred  if  this  discussion  could 
have  been  taken  on  the  Amendment 
which  stands  on  the  Paper,  in  the  name 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  Fowler),  or 
on  the  Amendment  which  stands  on 
the  Paper  in  my  own  name;  but  as, 
Sir,  the  way  in  which  you  will  put  this 
Amendment  will  exclude  later  Amend- 
ments to  the  same  effect  from  coming 
on,  I  shall  feel  bound  to  support  the 
proposal  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  :  I  ex- 
ceedingly  regret  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  should  have  thought  it 
necessary  to  import  into  this  discussion, 
which  was  distinctly  of  an  academic  cha- 
racter, a  very  considerable  amount  of 
heat,  and  that  whilst  he  accused  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
South  Donegal  (Mr.  Mac  Neill)  of  for- 
getting the  courtesy  due  to  men  holding 
judicial  positions,  he  did  not  himself 
think  it  a  broach  of  courtesy  to  express 
regret  that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
belonged  to  a  profession  of  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  himself  is  so  distinguished  an 
ornament.  I  regret  very  much  that  any 
discussion  should  be  carried  on  in  this 
House  in  such  a  manner,  and  I  think 
that  the  last  thing  people  who  live  in 
glass  houses  should  do  is  to  throw 
stones.  I  think  it  would  be  well  for 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  if  they  desired 
to  avoid  the  aspersion  of  being  merely 
Pecksniffs  to  refrain  from  throwing  ac- 
cusations against  hon.   Members  as  to 
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breaches  of  courtesy  in  this  Committee. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
asked  us  why  the  parties  in  these  prose- 
cutions should  not  have  this  right,  and 
he  pointed  out  that  though  the   right 
was  given  to  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  to  have  a  special  jury  if  he  de- 
sired it,  yet  the  balance  of  justice  was 
struck  by  giving  the  defendant  an  equal 
right  to  claim  a  special  jury,  if  he  so  de- 
sired it.     That  argument  is  obviously 
and  transparently  a  fallacy.     He  might, 
with  an  equal  amount  of  reason,  say  this 
to  a  prisoner — **  It  is  true  I  take  power 
to  hang  you,  but  I  bring  about  a  balance 
of  justice  in  the  case  by   giving  you 
power  to  hang  yourself.''  I  am  surprised 
that  a  lawyer   of  the   experience  and 
ability  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  should  use  such  an  argument 
in  this  House.      The  right  hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  went  on   to  argue 
with  us  who  say  that  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland   should  not  have    this 
power,  and  he  seemed  to  speak  of  civil 
cases,  and  of  criminal  cases  alike.      But 
there  is  a  great  distinction  to  be  drawn 
between  these  cases.  Matters  in  dispute 
in  civil  actions  in  Ireland  are,  as  a  rule, 
of  very  small  importance,  only  involving 
a  few  pounds;  and  jurors,  from  whatever 
class    they    are    drawn,    are    perfectly 
capable  of  dealing  with  such  considera- 
tions. Then,  again,  in  oases  of  this  kind, 
the  plaintiff  and   the   defendant  stand 
upon  perfectly  equal    terms,  each   one 
having  to  manage  his  own  case,  out  of 
his  own  resources.     They  have   equal 
rights  of   challenge,  and    have    equal 
facilities  for  the  production  of  evidence, 
but  none  of  these  analogies  exist  in  a 
case  where  the  Crown  is  the  prosecutor. 
The  Crown  with  all  its  powers,  and  with 
all  its  wealth,  and  with  all  the  means, 
creditable  and  discreditable,  by  which  it 
obtains    convictions,  and  with   its   un- 
limited  power  of    requiring  jurors   to 
stand  aside,  is  in  a  very  (!i£ferent  position 
from  a  party  in  a  civil  a^on.      It  must 
be  remembered  that  the  Grown  is  on  the 
side  of  the  Eesident  Majistrates,   and 
that  you  have  the  Besiden<  Magistrates 
taking  one  side,  and,  it  nBy  be,  poor 
and  needy  peasantry  standing  upon  the 
other.    I  regret  that  the  rimt  hon.  and 
learned  GenUeman  has  not  nad  regard 
to  the  Indictment  for  Ofifei|>es  Bill  of 
1879.    He  was  asked  to  gi*e  a  reason 
why   the  (Government  had, abandoned 
every  principle  set  forth  in  tiftt  measure. 
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but  we  know  that  the  memories  of 
Ministerialists  are  very  short.  They  are 
very  fond  of  talking  about  continuity 
of  policy — continuity  of  foreign  policy, 
and  so  forth — and  they  should  have 
given  us  some  reason  why,  in  the  matter 
we  are  now  discussing,  they  have  aban- 
doned continuity.  They  should  have 
told  us  why  they  turned  their  backs  upon 
the  Bill  of  1879.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  if  he  had  referred  to 
that  Act,  would  have  found  that  under 
one  of  the  Sections  the  Court  might  be 
asked  to  interfere  and  decide  whether 
special  juries  should  be  had,  or  should 
not  be  had,  and  was  entitled  to  refuse 
special  juries  unless  it  saw  that  it  was 
expedient  for  the  ends  of  justice  that  they 
should  be  empannelled.  It  is  a  strange 
thing  that  the  Executive  should  be 
afraid  of  giving,  in  this  Bill,  similar 
powers  to  those  contained  in  the  mea- 
sure to  which  I  refer.  We  heard,  about 
half-an-hour  ago,  a  long  disquisition,  in 
which  the  Law  Ofiicer  proceeded  to  show 
that  in  cases  of  felony  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  get  a  trial  if  the  jury  were 
struck  under  the  old  system ;  that  if  a 
trial  were  taken  to  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench,  and  the  prisoner  charged  with 
felony  chose  to  exercise  his  right  of 
challenge,  he  would  be  able  to  defeat 
the  ends  of  justice.  I  did  not  think  that 
argument  a  sound  and  true  one,  and  I 
referred  to  the  section  of  the  Act  under 
which  such  a  state  of  things  was  said  to 
be  possible,  and  I  found  that  the  law 
did  not  bear  the  construction  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  placed 
upon  it.  But,  apart  from  those  technical 
questions,  there  is  a  larger  and  deeper 
question  involved.  The  case  of  the  Go- 
vernment, in  introducing  this  Bill,  is 
that  law  and  order  is  at  a  discount 
in  Ireland,  that  no  confidence  in  the 
law  exists,  and  that  law  does  not  pro- 
tect those  who  appeal  to  its  protection. 
But  I  maintain  that  the  Clause,  as  it 
stands,  would  act  directly  against  that 
view,  it  would  destroy  confidence  in  the 
law,  and  render  the  law  still  less  power- 
ful to  protect  those  who  appeal  to  it. 
That  is  perfectly  obvious.  For  the  first 
time  in  Criminal  Law  it  is  proposed  to 
make  the  Judges  the  merest  Ministerial 
Officers  of  the  Executive  Government  in 
thorough  mockery  of  their  judicial  func- 
tions. It  is  proposed  to  compel  them  to 
do  that  which  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  thinks  it  right  that  they  should 


do.  I  have  always  understood  that  a 
Judge  is  a  person  who  should  sit  in  a 
Court,  having  jurisdiction  to  decide  ac- 
cording to  his  conscience,  and  according 
to  the  law,  and  to  administer  justice  im- 
partially between  one  side  and  the  other. 
Though  that  distinction  may  apply  to 
future  trials  where  the  prosecutor  is  not 
the  Crown,  yet  I  would  point  out  that  it  is 
proposed  by  this  clause  that  where  the 
Crown  puts  forth  its  power  to  obtain  a 
conviction  against  an  unfortunate  pea- 
sant, the  Judge  should  no  longer  be  in- 
dependent, but  should  be  degraded  into 
acting  as  a  mere  tool  of  the  Executive 
Government.  AVe  have  had  allusion  to 
the  Act  of  1882.  Bight  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  are  so  fond  of  appealing  to  those 
Acts,  however,  are  not  willing  to  agree 
with  the  section  of  that  Act  at  all ;  be- 
cause, in  the  4th  section  of  that  Act,  I 
find  that  by  notice  served  upon  either 
party,  a  special  jury  shall  be  had,  and 
no  application  to  the  Court  is  necessary. 
I  hope  we  shall  be  troubled  no  more  by 
incorrect  applications  of  an  Act  the 
principle  of  which  the  Tory  Party  18 
months  ago  abandoned  once  and  for 
ever.  I  hope  we  may  have  some  clear 
explanation  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment as  to  why,  in  dealing  with  this 
Bill  for  the  first  time,  they  depart  from 
the  principles  of  a  measure  which  a 
Committee  of  Tory  Members  brought 
forward,  and  which  was  revised  by  a 
Committee  of  Judges,  most  of  whom 
were  Tories,  and  which  was  amended 
under  the  patronage  of  the  Tory  Govern- 
ment. I  should  like  to  know  what  bene- 
fit the  Government  expect  to  obtain  from 
the  degradation  of  judicial  offices  in  Ire- 
land, at  a  time  when  they  say  that  law 
and  order  is  weak,  and  requires  to  be 
strengthened  in  that  country.  I  must 
say  it  seems  to  me  that  theirs  is  a  very 
peculiar  way  of  strengthening  law  and 
order ;  and  I  must  say  I  trust  that  we 
shall  have  Eome  more  moderate  and  rea- 
sonable defence  made  for  the  Bill  as  it 
stands  than  that  which  we  have  heard 
from  the  Tory  Law  Officer,  who  gets 
£9,000  a-year,  and  governs  the  whole  of 
the  judicial  machinery  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  HENEY  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
verhampton,  E.) :  I  assume  that  orders 
for  special  juries,  which  have  been  re- 
ferred to,  are  obtained  in  the  Court  in 
some  way  or  other  ? 

Mr.  holmes  :  I  think  that  in  Ire- 
land they  are  moved  for  in  Court,  and 
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not  in  chambers ;  but  the  application  is 
of  a  formal  character. 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLEE  :  The 
Committee  having  accepted  the  principle 
that  there  should  be  special  juries  when 
circumstances  seem  to  require  it  in  the 
classes  of  cases  in  Ireland  which  have 
been  referred  to,  the  point  is  whether 
special  juries  should  be  granted  as  a 
matter  of  course  on  the  application  of 
either  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
who  represents  the  prosecution,  or  of  the 
counsel  for  the  defendant  who  is  to  be 
put  on  his  trial ;  or  whether  the  grant- 
ing of  the  special  jury  should  be  a  dis- 
tinct act  of  judicial  discretion  on  the 
part  of  the  Court.  That  appears  to  be 
the  real  issue ;  and,  for  my  own  part,  I 
desire  to  enforce  the  view  that  this 
granting  of  the  special  jury  should  be  a 
matter  of  judicial  discretion,  and  not  a 
matter  of  course.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  raised  two  arguments,  both 
of  which  are  weighty.  His  first  was  this 
— he  said — "You  are  entitled  in  civil 
procedure  to  a  special  jury  as  a  matter 
of  course,  and  why  should  you  not  in 
criminal  matters  or  questions  of  as  great 
importance  have  the  same  right  ? ' '  The 
answer  to  that  is,  that  the  essence  of 
criminal  procedure  is  that  a  man  shall 
be  tried  by  his  peers — by  people  in  his 
own  rank  of  life,  who  may  be  assumed 
to  have  sympathy  with  the  circumstances, 
and  teith  the  facts  that  surround  the 
offence  with  which  he  is  charged — I  do 
not  mean  to  say  sympathy  with  the 
offence,  but  sympathy  with  the  circum- 
stances surrounding  the  parties.  I  think 
that  is  a  sufficient  distinction  as  between 
a  civil  and  a  criminal  action.  A  civil 
action  in  this  country  is,  as  a  rule, 
merely  a  matter  of  money ;  but  the  as- 
sumption in  the  Criminal  Law  in  this 
country  is  that  criminal  charges  are  of 
a  much  graver  nature,  and,  as  affecting 
individuals  in  their  ordinary  capacity  as 
members  of  the  community,  they  should 
be  tried  by  their  peers.  I  must  say  that 
the  other  objection  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  seemed  to  have 
a  little  more  force  in  it— namely,  that 
there  is  a  danger  of  all  the  facts  of  the 
case  being  brought  out  preliminary. 
Would  that  be  so?  Under  Palmer's 
Act  I  never  knew  any  practical  incon- 
venience to  arise  from  the  statements  of 
the  facts  coming  before  the  Court,  and 
for  the  reason  that  the  application  for 
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the  Court  would  be,  not  on  the  merits 
or  demerits  of  the  case,  but  as  to  whe- 
ther there  would  be  a  probability  of  an 
ordinary  jury  discharging  its  duty  with- 
out fear  or  favour ;  and  in  considering 
a  point  of  that  sort  the  influence  which 
the  prosecution  would  have  on  the  one 
side  might  be  considered  no  more  than 
the  influence  the  prisoner  might  have 
upon  the  jury  on  the  other  hand.  No 
doubt,  the  Government  have  fuUy  con- 
sidered this  matter,  and  there  is  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  the  majority  of  this 
Committee  will  vote  according  to  the 
view  of  the  Government.  But  so  far  as 
the  Act  of  1882  g^es,  I,  like  my  hon« 
and  learned  Friend  the  late  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Charles  Bussell),  shall  not 
be  bound  by  that  Act.  I  fought  many 
a  battle  against  that  measure ;  I  resisted 
many  of  its  clauses,  just  as  I  an  resist- 
ing this  Bill  to-day.  I  dislike  that  Act; 
the  Government  professes  to  be  guided 
by  it  in  some  respects,  but  they  are  now 
departing  from  it.  They  are  introducing 
another  plan  because  they  say  it  is  a 
better  one.  I  must  say  I  think  that  their 
mode  is  an  improvement  on  that  of  1 882. 
The  question  is,  if  there  is  a  probability 
that  there  cannot  be  a  fair  trial  before 
a  common  jury,  that  question  should 
not  be  settled  by  either  of  the  litigants 
— either  by  the  Crown,  on  the  one  hand, 
or  by  the  prisoner,  on  the  other,  the 
matter  should  be  considered  and  decided 
by  the  Court.  If  a  special  jury  is 
awarded,  it  should  be  awarded  by  the 
Court,  for,  under  those  circtmistances, 
the  verdict  would  be  more  likely  to  be 
acceptable  than  would  the  decision  under 
the  circumstances  proposed.  I  do  not 
think  the  Crown  would  act  vexatiously  ; 
but  I  think  that  both  sides  would  try  to 
get  a  jury  that  they  would  consider  con- 
sonant with  justice. 
The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
[Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight): 
!  It  seems  to  me  that  my  right  hon.  and 
'  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  has  made  a  very 
'  clear  and  simple  statement  of  the  law,  and 
that  he  expresses  a  firm  and  candid  opi- 
nion that  those  who  hold  the  Office  of 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  should  not 
be  hampered  or  influenced  in  pursuing 
their  course  of  public  conduct  by  any 
such  motives  as  are  suggested  by  those 
who  move  these  Amendments.  •'  I  fully 
admit  the  very  great  importance  of  this 
question,  and  particularly  the  aspect  of 
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it  to  which  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  East  Wolverhampton 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  has  directed 
attention.  But  I  may  say,  after  con- 
sidering this  matter  very  carefully,  that 
there  are  serious  objections  to  having, 
as  has  been  suggested,  a  preliminary 
discussion  in  Court  for  the  purpose 
of  deciding  whether  or  not  there  should 
be  a  special  jury.  Now,  the  ques- 
tion of  the  removal  of  defendants  under 
a  change  of  venue  is  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent matter  from  this.  The  former 
Act  only  applies  to  cases  of  changes  of 
venue,  and  it  has  nothing  whatever  to 
do  in  this  regard.  The  Government 
have  considered  that  in  dealing  with 
the  class  of  facts  which  would  be  likely 
to  give  rise  to  the  necessity  on  one  side 
or  the  other  for  an  application  for  a 
special  jury  it  is  very  undesirable  that 
there  should  be  a  preliminary  trial  or 
inquiry,  which  must,  to  a  very  large 
extent,  involve  both  parties  in  a  dis- 
closure of  their  case  and  the  facts  upon 
which  they  rely  in  such  a  way  as  to 
indicate  the  merits.  But  what  are  the 
facts?  The  application  is  to  be  made 
either  on  the  responsibility  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  of  the  day, 
who  is  presumed  to  do  his  duty  im- 
partially, and  who  is  thoroughly  con- 
versant with  the  facts  of  the  case,  or 
it  is  to  be  made  on  the  responsibility 
of  the  advisers  of  the  defendants,  who 
also  are  perfectly  acquainted  with  the 
pertinent  facts.  This  is  fair  to  both 
sides.  And  then  one  word  more  with 
regard  to  the  suggestion  that  the 
Courts  are  in  some  sort  of  indirect 
manner  affected  adversely  by  the  pro- 
posal in  this  clause.  So  far  as  the 
assertion  that  the  dignity  of  the  Court 
would  be  endangered  is  concerned,  I 
say  that  the  Government  has  put 
forward  their  proposal  simply  because 
they  think  that  it  is  exceedingly  de- 
sirable that  a  matter  of  this  character 
should  be  done  formally  by  the  orders 
of  the  Court,  and  should  not  be  done 
by  giving  notice  on  the  responsibility 
of  one  side  or  of  the  other.  When  the 
matter  has  been  done  in  that  formal 
way  it  would  be  regarded  as  an  im- 
portant step,  and  one  that  would  not 
be  taken  hastily  and  without  considera- 
tion. The  Government  certainly  consider 
that  where  equal  right  of  applying  is 
given  to  both  prosecutor  and  to  defend- 
ant it  is  not  at  all  desirable  or  in  the 


public  interests  that  there  should  be  a 
preliminary  inquiry  or  discussion.  That 
being  so,  the  Government  are  unable 
to  accept  this  Amendment,  because  it 
would  remove  the  responsibility  from 
the  shoulders  of  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  in  Office,  and  it  would  de- 
prive the  defendant  of  rights  which  he 
has  under  the  clause  as  it  now  stands. 
For  these  reasons  it  is  impossible  for 
the  Government  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  I  am  not  myself  an  admirer 
of  the  jury  system  when  it  is  perverted 
from  its  proper  purpose.  However,  I 
am  strongly  of  opinion  that  the  jury 
system  is  a  good  system  when  the  de- 
fendant is  tried  by  his  peers  without 
fear  or  prejudice;  and  I  mean  by  peers 
those  who  are  pretty  much  on  a  level 
as  regards  social  position  and  the  like 
with  the  accused.  It  is  quite  dear  to 
me  that  a  jury  composed  exclusively 
of  special  jurors  is  not  a  fitting  tribu- 
nal for  the  trial  of  prisoners  coming 
from  a  class  to  which  such  jurors  do 
not  themselves  belong.  These  juries 
are  bodies  in  which  inhere  very  great 
social  responsibility,  if  they  fairly  dis- 
pense justice  between  man  and  man. 
But,  of  all  tribunals,  the  packed  jury  is 
undoubtedly  the  worst,  and  I  think 
the  Government  should  take  some  care 
against  the  institution  and  nurture  of 
such  a  g^ss  abuse.  Yet  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  Bill  of  the  Government  is 
aimed  against  the  jury  system  in  its 
original  and  proper  sense  of  trial  by 
peers.  It  was  said  that  the  object  of 
the  Amendment  was  to  insure  that 
justice  would  be  done ;  but  if  you  have 
packed  juries— 

The  chairman  :  I  am  afraid  the 
hon.  Member  (Sir  George  Campbell)  is 
discussing  three  Amendments  at  once. 
The  question  is  whether  the  special 
jury  is  to  be  obtained  as  a  matter  of  right 
by  either  prosecutor  or  defendant,  or 
whether  the  matter  is  to  be  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Court. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL :  1  think 
that  the  remark  I  was  making  just  now 
would  have  applied  esjpecially  to  this 
question  of  special  juries,  because  it 
does  seem  to  me  that  if  you  have  a 
jury  devoid  of  the  sense*  of  social  re- 
sponsibility as  peers  of  the  accused, 
not  justice,  but  injustice,  will  be  done. 
As  to  changing  the  venue  and  the  like, 
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I  myself  believe  that  that  might  be  a 
benefit  to  a  man  in  a  high  station  of 
life,  but  certainly  not,  in  many  cases,  to 
the  poor.  For  these  reasons  I  support 
the  Amendment,  and  I  hopo  the  Go- 
vernment will  see  their  way  to  so  modify 
the  clause  as  will  prevent  the  adoption 
to  pernicious  purposes  of  the  special 
jury  system. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  do  not 
think,  Sir,  that  the  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Eichard  Webster)  can  have  even 
himself  accepted  seriously  the  line  of 
argument  which  he  pursued.     For  my 

Sart,  I  cannot  understand  why  it  is  that 
[inisters  of  the  Crown  persist  in  mak- 
ing statements  and  weaving  arguments 
which  have  no  tendency  to  clear  up  the 
matters  in  discussion  or  to  answer  the 
objections  which  have  been  made  from 
this  side  of  the  House  in  regard  to  these 
Amendments.  It  is  a  very  hard,  it  is 
a  very  difficult  matter  indeed,  for  us  to 
take  as  a  really  serious  argument  the 
assertion  of  the  Government  that  they 
considered  they  were  doing  equal  justice 
all  round  in  this  matter,  because  they 
gave  the  same  right  to  the  defendant 
which  was  given  to  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland.  Does  the  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Kichard  Webster)  suppose 
or  pretend  that  any  person  in  Ireland  of 
our  way  of  thinking  is  going  to  apply 
for  a  special  jury  ?  He  must  surely  see 
the  absurdity  and  the  preposterous  cha- 
racter of  such  an  idea.  But  then,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  members  of  the 
Orange  Party  can  apply  for  a  special 
jury,  and  this  provision  is  for  the  benefit 
of  Orangemen,  and  expressly  left  in  in 
order  that  the  Orangemen  may  apply 
for  such   a  jury  as  in  their  case  will 

§*eatly  lessen  the  risk  of  conviction, 
ight  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  must 
know  that  this  right  given  to  the  de- 
fendant, which  the  Government  put 
forward  as  a  justification  for  the  method 
of  this  clause,  is  absolutely  no  right 
whatever,  and  I  say  that  it  is  a  perfect 
mockery  to  talk  about  the  same  right 
being  extended  to  the  prisoner  as  is 
extended  to  the  prosecutor.  Now,  let 
US  take  an  illustration.  We  have  an 
Amendmeot  in  the  name  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Fni^d  the  Member  for  North 
Longford  (MK  T.  M.  Healy),  which  we 
intend,  if  neo^ary,  to  press  to  a  Divi- 
sion, expressly  ^mitting  the  words  ''or 
defendant,''  and\|eeking  to  deprive  the 
defendMi  of  the^-called  right  which 

SirVeo^^ge  CanSlbell 


the  Government  propose  to  give  the 
defendant,  simply  because  we  know 
quite  well  that  it  is  absurd  to  suppose 
for  a  single  moment  that  any  one  of  the 
same  way  of  thinking  as  the  Irish 
Members  would  apply  for  a  special 
jury.  If  it  wore  necessary  for  me  to 
oring  home  conviction  in  such  a  matter 
as  this,  the  absurdity  of  which  must  be 
obviously  evident  to  all  fair  thinking 
men,  if  it  were  necessary  for  me  to  take 
an  illustration  of  the  empty  pretence  of 
this  proposal  to  give  a  pretended  right 
to  the  defendant.  I  have  only  to  ask  the 
Committee  to  turn  to  Clause  4,  where  it 
will  be  found  that  the  Government  put 
forward,  as  a  benefit  to  the  defendant, 
to  get  a  change  of  venue,  and  yet  no 
such  provision  is  made,  although  in  this 
case  a  power  of  the  sort  proposed  would 
be  a  benefit  to  a  defendant.  In  Clause  3 
persons  are  entitled  to  apply  for  a  special 
jury,  which,  unless  they  happen  to  be 
Orangemen,  will  inevitably  convict  them. 
In  Clause  4,  where  it  is  urgently  needed, 
no  such  right  is  pretended  to  be  given 
to  the  persons  affected  at  all.  I  ask 
the  Government,  is  there  any  force 
whatever  in  the  argument  put  forward 
by  the  Attorney  General  (Sir  Bichard 
Webster),  that  equal  rights  were  given 
to  the  defendant  and  to  the  prosecution. 
It  is  perfectly  evident  to  anyone  who 
understands  the  dodges  of  the  Law 
Officers  that  the  Government  are  very 
determined  to  have  what  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes),  in  an 
unguarded  moment,  called  an  "  effective 
trial."  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman did  not  say  a  fair  trial — he  dropped 
the  mask ;  and  the  object  of  the  clause 
he  made  clear  was  to  secure  a  course  of 
conviction /a«  or  nefas.  If  there  is  an 
honest  Judge  amongst  the  very  few  such 
who  adorn  the  Irish  Bench — ["Order! "] 
— I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  why, 
if  they  consider  the  Irish  Judges  honest, 
they  will  not  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of 
those  Judges  in  the  administration  of 
this  affair  ?  It  is  hon.  Members  on  the 
other  side  who  distrust  or  suspect  the 
Irish  Judges,  because  they  will  not 
allow  to  the  discretion  of  those  Judges 
the  decision  whether  the  venue  should 
be  changed.  What  the  Government 
want  is  that  every  power  shall  be  in 
the  manipulation  of  the  Executive  in 
Ireland,  in  order  that  everything  may 
be  safe  and  secure  against  their  pri- 
soners. 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noos  106:  Majority  109.- 
No.  193.) 


— Ayes  215; 
— (Div.  List, 


Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  beg  to  move,  Sir,  that  the  clause  should 
be  amended  by  omitting  the  words  **  or 
a  defendant."  These  words  would  g^ve 
the  defendant  a  right  to  have  a  special 
jury  which  would  convict  all  defendants 
but  Orangemen ;  and  in  order  to  get 
rid  at  once  of  all  the  pretence  of  fair 
play  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  I 
move  the  omission  of  these  words.  Some- 
thing similar  to  this  clause  was  moved 
in  the  Act  of  1881-2,  but  we  did  not 
then  understand  the  purport  of  it.  How- 
ever, within  the  last  few  years  we  have 
gained  considerable  experience  and  of 
such  a  character  as  makes  us  very  chary 
about  the  benefits  which  the  Government 
offer  to  their  opponents.  I  call  this  por- 
tion of  the  clause,  myself,  the  unnatural 
offences  portion.  When  Mr.  Samuel 
Walker,  as  a  Member  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment and  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  defended  certain  political  defen- 
dants, a  bitter  attack  was  made  upon 
him  by  the  class  who  would  benefit  by 
the  special  juries.  This  unnatural  por- 
tion of  the  clause  was  the  shelter  of 
Cornwall  and  the  other  scandalous  crea- 
tures, who  committed  acts  more  loath- 
some than  the  beasts  of  the  field,  and 
yet  these  persons  were  defended  by 
eminent  Tory  gentlemen,  some  of  whom 
are  now  on  the  Judicial  Bench,  and 
some  of  whom  now  sit  on  the  Treasurv 
Bench  in  this  House.  Unnatural  crea- 
tures are  the  only  persons  in  Ireland 
who  would  agree  with  this  provision 
puffed  forward  under  the  guise  of  fair 
play.  It  is  no  harm  in  Ireland,  it  is  no 
dishonour  to  the  Bar,  or  to  anyone  else,  to 
defend  these  people.  It  is  dishonourable 
to  defend  murderers,  or  people  accused 
of  conspiracy,  but  to  defend  unnatural 
offenders  is  one  of  the  great  privileges 
of  the  Bar  in  that  country,  although  we 
know  that  these  blackguards  are  in- 
famous wretches  that  the  tongpie  shrinks 
from  describing  in  adequate  language. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  is  looking  very 
virtuous  at  this  moment.  No  doubt,  he 
is  greatly  shocked  by  what  I  am  saying ; 
but  I  am  determined  to  tell  the  truth 
whether  it  annoys  anybody  or  not.  The 
more  the  truth  annoys  hon.  Gentlemen 
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opposite,  the  better  I  am  pleased.  All 
I  have  to  say  is  that  this  clause  is  for 
the  Freemason,  Orange,  and  unnatural 
offenders  class.  I  say  it  is  to  be  passed 
in  the  interests  of  this  gang.  The  Free- 
mason gang  in  Dublin,  and  the  Orange 
gang  in  Dublin,  have  availed  them- 
selyes  of  it,  and  the  unnatural  offenders 
have  availed  themselves  of  it,  and  have 
secured  joyful  acquittal.  I  remember 
that  the  foreman  of  the  special  jury  who 
tried  the  case  of  Fernandez,  stated  at 
the  conclusion  of  the  trial,  when  an  ac- 
quittal had  been  secured,  that  the  pri- 
soner left  the  dock  without  a  stain  on 
his  character.  All  these  men  were  the 
heroes  of  the  special  jurors  in  Dublin, 
and  this  will  give  the  Committee  some 
idea  of  who  the  individuals  are  whom 
the  Crown  looks  upon  as  worthy  of  being 
appealed  to  on  special  juries.  I  suppose 
it  was  the  Crown  who  advised  that  these 
men  should  be  put  on  the  special  juries. 
So  far  as  the  pretence  is  concerned,  that 
this  clause  is  designed  in  the  interests 
of  justice  and  in  the  interest  of 
liberty,  we  spurn  it,  and  spit  upon  it, 
and  say  it  is  well  worthy  of  the  source 
from  whence  it  comes — for  the  Orange- 
men, as  I  say,  availed  themselves  of  it, 
the  men  who  murdered  Philip  McGuire 
availed  themselves  of  it,  for  it  enables 
them  to  put  men  into  the  box  who  sym- 
pathize with  their  actions.  It  enables 
these  people  to  put  men  into  the  box 
whom  they  have  no  necessity  to  chal- 
lenge. I  remember  in  one  of  these  cases, 
when  a  man  was  challenged,  the  Judge 
took  up  an  attitude,  which  I  should 
think  was  adopted  for  the  first  time  by 
one  in  his  position,  for  he  said — 

"Who  are  you  challenging  here?  You  are 
challenging  Mr.  Mackintosh,  the  musicseller ; 
why  are  you  challenging  him  ?  " 

Mr.  Mackintosh,  I  may  observe,  has  since 
become  a  bankrupt;  therefore  he  was 
probably  a  very  proper  man  to  have 
upon  a  special  jury.  I  would  ask  the 
Government  why  they  did  not  procure 
the  conviction  of  the  murderer  of  Philip 
McGuire,  whose  head  was  smashed  in 
with  a  stone  in  Monaghan  for  having 
voted  for  me  ?  *'  Oh !  "  said  one  of 
these  eminent  gentlemen,  ''Philip 
McGuire  had  a  thin  skull."  It  was 
not  a  murder  at  all,  because  the  man's 
skull  was  unusually  thin.  It  is  to  be 
distinctly  understood  that,  so  far  as  we 
are  concerned,  you  are  moving  this  pro- 
vision in  the  Bill  in  the  interests  of  thlB 
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class  of  persons  to  whom  I  refer,  just  as 
you  have  inserted  in  the  measure  a 
saving  provision  in  regard  to  unlawful 
associations,  in  order  to  prevent  Orange 
societies  from  being  proclaimed  when 
the  Liberal  Party  comes  into  Office ;  for 
we  know  that,  although  jou  have  given 
Parliament  a  veto  in  this  matter,  the 
House  of  Lords  will  undo  whatever  may 
be  done  in  this  Assembly.  To  say  that 
you  insert  this  provision  in  the  Bill  in 
order  that  people  who  hold  popular 
opinions  may  obtain  the  protection  of 
special  juries,  is  simply  to  talk  bosh  and 
nonsense,  and  no  one  knows  that  better 
than  the  authors  of  this  beautiful  pro- 
vision. I  say  this  provision  is  a  fraud. 
If  the  foul  scoundrels  whom  rain  was 
sent  from  Heaven  to  destroy  are  to  be 
protected  in  a  special  manner,  let  it  be 
done  on  the  fiat  of  the  Attorney  General 
forLreland;  do  not  let  it  be  done  by 
this  Bill.  If  the  Orange  murderers  are 
to  go  scot-free,  let  it  be  done  by  the  Jiat 
of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
himself  shrinks  from  the  responsibility 
of  conniving  at  the  escape  of  these 
scoundrels.  He  wishes  them  to  find 
the  opportunity  for  themselves,  well 
knowing  that  they  will  succeed  in  doing 
so — well  knowing  that  they  will  seek  in 
the  jury-box  the  protection  of  men  whom, 
the  moment  you  see  them  there,  you  know 
perfectly  well  the  kind  of  verdict  they  will 
give.  We  can  tell,  the  moment  we  see 
these  special  jurors  in  the  box,  what  they 
will  do.  We  can  scent  out  their  verdicts, 
just  as  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
thinks  he  can  scent  out  the  verdicts 
common  jurors  will  give  in  the  case  of 
Nationalist  prisoners.  I  say  that  this 
system  of  providing  defence  for  these 
wretched  and  abominable  ofiPenders  is 
devised  for  the  sake  of  saving  the  Lrish 
Attorney  General.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  does  not  wish  to  take 
upon  himself  the  loathsome  task.  It 
would  give  those  in  Dublin  Castle  the 
credit  of  complicity — of  conniving  at 
these  offences.  Some  people  place 
murder  in  one  category,  and  would 
place  these  abominable  offences  to 
which  I  have  adverted  in  another.  For 
my  own  part,  as  I  have  said  before,  I 
would  rather  stand  in  the  dock  with  a 
Joe  Brady  than  be  acquitted  from  the 
dock  with  Cornwall  and  Fernandez.  I 
would  rather  be  convicted  of  murder 
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than  have  had  part  or  lot  in  the  crimes 
committed  by  Cornwall,  your  official,  by 
Fernandez,  your  military  gentleman,  or 
by  French,  your  detective  director.  It 
is  to  be  remembered  that  these  were 
your  own  officials,  the  men  of  whose 
skill  you  boasted,  the  men  who  have 
been  in  your  employ  for  20  or  30  years. 
We  remember  that  French  wrote  a  letter 
from  prison  saying  that  he  had  worked 
a  case  so  close  up  to  the  wind  that  he 
had  won  the  approval  of  Her  Majesty's 
chief  Crown  Officials.  I  say  you  may 
denounce  murderers  in  Ireland,  but  we 
have  our  opinion  of  the  gentlemen  who 
catch  the  murderers.  For  my  part,  I 
hold  that  the  men  who  entrap  the 
murderers  are  more  loathsome  and  con- 
temptible and  desperate  than  the  mur- 
derers themselves.  I  beg  Sir»  to  move 
the  Amendment  which  stands  ia  my 
name. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
12,  leave  out  '*  or  a  defendant." — {Mr. 
T.  i/.  Bealy.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tjlause," 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
We,  Sir,  are  now  entering  upon  a  new 
phase  of  the  Government  tactics,  when 
we  find  that  they  do  not  even  rise  to 
defend  the  provisions  of  their  own  Bill. 

An  hon.  Member  :  Certainly  not. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  ask,  is 
this  a  reasonable  proceeding  on  the  part 
of  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site ?  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman has  previously  stated  that  this 
provision  is  to  enable  us  to  have  equality. 
Yes,  Sir,  the  sort  of  equality  involved 
in  the  maxim,  **  Heads  I  win,  tails  you 
lose."  Heads  I  win,  if  the  Crown  appeals 
to  a  special  jury  for  the  trial  of  a 
Nationalist.  Tails  you  lose,  if  a  prisoner 
applies  for  a  special  jury  on  his  own 
behalf.  The  Nationalist  will  be  oon- 
victed  by  a  special  jury;  the  Orangemen 
will  get  ofif.  That  is  the  sort  of  equality 
that  this  particular  provision  is  intended 
to  bring  about.  I  maintain  that  this 
clause  has  two  designs — first,  to  convict 
Nationalists;  and,  second,  to  get  off 
Orangemen  who  assault  and  murder 
Nationalists.  That  is  the  object  of  this 
clause,  and  I,  for  one,  protest  not  merely 
against  the  form  of  the  clause,  but 
against  the  pretence  that  it  is  adopted 
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for  the  defence  of  publio  liberty  in  Ire- 
land.    I  can  well  understand  that,  at 
any  rate,  the  Irish  portion  of  the  officials 
on  the  Front  Benches  opposite  have  some 
hesitation  in  rising  to  defend  this  clause. 
They  cannot  attempt  to  deny  one  of  the 
facts  that  have  been  set  forth  in  support 
of  the  Amendment.     They  cannot  at- 
tempt to   deny  that    almost  the  only 
occasion   on  which   this  provision  was 
made  use  of  under  the  Crimes  Act  was 
when  it  was  used  by  criminals  of  the 
kidney  of  French  and  Cornwall.   These 
gentlemen    made  use  of  this  provision 
in  order  to  put  into  the  jury-box  to  try 
them,  men  of  the  special  jury  class  of 
the   City  of  Dublin,   their  own  friends 
and  sympathizers,  who  of  course,  did 
the  work  which  it  was  intended  they 
should  do,  and  sent  the  prisoners  out 
free  ''  without  a  stain  upon  their  cha- 
racter.'*    Now  it  may  be  fairly  urged, 
as  it  has  been  urged  to-night,  that  when 
you  have  a  special  jury  set  in  motion  on 
the  fiat  of  a  great  public  official  like  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  you  have 
some  guarantee  that  the  arrangement 
will  not  be  abused ;  but  what  guarantee 
have  you  in  this  case,  where  the  special 
jury  is  set  in  motion,  not  on  the  fiat  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  not 
with  the  sanction  of  any  Court — because 
the  Court  is  a  mere  marionette  in  the 
matter,  which  must  grant^the  order  that 
is  asked  for — not  with  the  sanction  or 
on  the  fiat  of  any  official  whatsoever, 
but  simply  at  the  request  of  the  criminal 
himself,  who  may  desire  to  be  tried  by 
his  pals  of  the  special  jury  class  ?    I  do 
protest  against  the  clause  in  its  present 
form,  and  I  particularly  protest  against 
the  silence  of  the  Treasury  Bench,  who 
have  not  attempted  to  rise  to  defend  this 
most  iniquitous  provision. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny  8):  We 
have  arrived  at  a  new  stage  of  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  Bill,  when  the  Treasury 
Bench,  and  those  behind  who  call  them- 
selves a  party  of  English  Gentlemen, 
sit  silent  when  an  Amendment  of  this 
kind  is  moved  and  supported  by  such 
arguments  as  those  we  have  heard,  and 
they  are,  I  presume,  prepared  by  their 
votes  to  give  protection  in  the  special 
way  proposed  to  a  class  of  criminals 
whose  character  I  will  not  venture  to 
describe.  We  have  disposed  of  that 
part  of  the  clause  by  which  the  Judges 
of  the  Court  are  to  be  made  mere  exe- 
cutive officers  to  carry  out  the  will  of  the 


Government  and  of  Dublin  Castle,  and 
now  we  have  arrived  at  the  further  stage 
when  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  as  it  is 
called  in  Ireland,  has,  upon  the  applica- 
tion of  men  such  as  have  been  described 
— men  who  have  taken  part  in  the  go- 
vernment of  Ireland,  and  there  may  be 
such  men  existing  still — to  act  as  pro- 
tectors and  abettors  of  these  people  in 
enabling  them  to  escape  from  justice. 
I  think  that  no  Government  could  pos- 
sibly be  in  a  more  degraded  and  horrible 
position.  We  see  these  men,  Members 
of  the  Government  sitting  on  the  Bench 
opposite,  absolutely  dumb,  asking  the 
Committee  to  afford  protection  to  a  class 
of  criminals  who  would  be  scouted  out 
of  any  country  on  the  face  of  the  earth 
laying  any  sort  of  claim  to  a  sentiment  of 
Christianity. 

Me.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne):  Will  not  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  say  what  there  is  to 
be  said  in  reply  to  the  contention  of 
hon.  Members  who  have  supported  this 
Amendment  ?  I,  myself,  am  not  at  all 
sure  that,  from  his  own  point  of  view,  a 
perfectly  satisfactory  answer  cannot  be 
given,  and  I  think  the  time  of  the  Com- 
mittee will  be  saved  if  it  were  given 
now. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manches- 
ter, E.) :  I  think  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  heard  the  speech  in  which 
this  Amendment  was  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member  opposite,  which  I  cannot  believe 
he  did 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY :  I  did. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Then  he  can- 
not be  surprised  at  no  reply  being 
made  by  the  Government. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TRK\. 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  I  claim  to  move,  ''That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put  accordingly,  ''That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  229; 
Noes  98:  Majority  131.  — (Div.  List, 
No.  194.) 

AYES. 

Addison,  J.  E.  W.  Baden-Powell,  G.  6. 

Agg- Gardner,  J.  T.  Ba^gallay,  E. 

Ambrose,  W.  Baird,  J.  G.  A. 

Anstrather,  Colonel  B.  Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 

H.  L.  Balfour,  G.  W. 

Ashmeod-Bartlett,  E.  Bazry,  A.  H.  Smith- 

IThirtHnth  Ni^M.] 


1311 


Criminal  Law 


(COMMONS}      Amendment  {Irelani)  JOiil.    1312 


Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  £. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  C. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

De  la  Poer 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 

R. 
Biddulpb,  M. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,  CoL  H.  B.  H. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  0. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brooklield,  A.  M. 
Borghlev,  Lord 
Caine,  VV'.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  li.  F.  F. 
Ciiamberlain,  K. 
Charrington,  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  Q. 
Coddington,  W. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Commerell,  AdmL  Sir 

J.E. 
Compton,  F 
Cooke,  0.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cranborne,  Viscount 
Crossley,  Sir  S.  B. 
Crossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Cubitt,  ri^ht  hon.  G. 
Currte,  Sir  D. 
Carzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalrymple,  C.   • 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
De  Lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M.  P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Dimsdalo,  Barun  R. 
Dixon,  G. 
Donkin,  R.  S. 
Duncombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
EUiot,  hon,  H.  F.  H. 
ElUot,  G.  W. 
Eltan,  C.  I. 
Feilden,    Lieut. -Gen. 

R.J. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
fUnch-Hatton,     hon. 

M.  E.  G. 


Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitz-Wygram,  General 

Sir  F.  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon«. 

A.  E. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Gibson,  J.  G. 
Giles,  A. 
GUUat,  J.  S. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 
General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Guntor,  Colonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
HaU,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Ilamley,  Gen.  Sir  E.  B. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  £. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Havelock  -  Allan,   Sir 

H.  M. 
Heath,  A.  B. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  right  hon.  E. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hilli  Colonel  E.  S. 
HUl,  A.  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holland,   rt.  hon.  Sir 

H.T. 
Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Howard,  J. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hunt,  F.  8. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  P.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King  -  Harman,   right 

hon.  Colonel  El,  ii. 
Knatchbull-Hugessen, 

XT     'p 

Knightiey,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  L« 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Lawranoe,  J.  C.  ' 


Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lees,  E. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Lewis,  Sir  C.  E. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  K  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  M. 

Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M^Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  \V. 
Mallock,  R. 
Marriott,     right   hon. 

W.T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  C. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
MUvttin,  T. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Morrison,  W. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.  R. 
MulhoUand,  H.  L. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 
N  orris,  E.  S. 
Northcote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pelly,  Sir  L. 
Plunket,     right    hon. 

D.  R. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Pomfret,  \V.  P. 
Powell,  F.  S. 


Puleston,  J.  H. 
Qu  liter,  W.  C. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  0. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Ridlejr,  Sip  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  W.  T. 
Robinson,  B. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Selwin  -  Ibbet80zi«  rt. 

hon.  Sir  H.  J. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sinclair.  W.  P. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Spencer,  J.  £. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Sykes,  U. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Townsend,  F. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Verdin,  R. 
Vernon,  hon.  G.R. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Wodehouse,  £.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wroughton,  P. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TELLERS, 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  U. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 
Abraham,   W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 
Acland,  A.  H.  D. 
Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Allison,  R.  A. 
Atherley-Jones,  L. 
Blane,  A. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Buxton,  S.  C. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Cameron,  C. 
Cameron,  J.  M. 
CampbeU,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Connolly,  L. 
Oonway,  M. 


Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Cremer,  "W.  R. 
Crossley,  E. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Ellis,  J.  £. 
Ellis,  T.  E. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Evershed,  8. 
Ferguson,  R.  C.  Manro< 
Fiuucane,  J. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Fuller,  G.  P. 
GiU,  T.  P. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Haldane,  R.  B. 
Harrington,  £. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  0.  8eiil9«« 
Healy^M, 
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Healy,  T.  M. 
Hooper,  J. 
Hoylo,  I. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
Kenny,  C.  8. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 


O'Doherty,  J.  E. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
PickersgiU,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Finkerton,  J. 
Plowden,  Sir  W.  C. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  R. 
Priestley,  B. 


Lefevre,  right  hon.  G.  Provand,  A.  D. 

J.  S.  Pyne,  J.  D. 

Lewis,  T.  P.  Roberts,  J. 

Lyell,  L.  Rowlands,  J. 

BfUicdonald,  W.  A.  Rowntree,  J. 

MacNeiU,  J.  G.  S.  Russell,  E.  R. 

M* Arthur,  A.  Schwann,  C.  E. 

M 'Arthur,  W.  A.  Sheehan,  J.  D. 

M'Cartan,  M.  Shirley,  W.  S. 

McCarthy,  J.  Stuart,  J. 

Mason,  S.  Sullivan,  D. 

Molloy,  B.  C.  Summers,  W. 

Morgan,  0.  V.  Tanner,  C.  K. 

Morley,  rt.  hon.  J.  Tuite,  J. 

Neville,  R.  Waddy,  &.  D. 

Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.  Wallace,  R. 

Nolan.  J.  Wardle,  H. 

O'Brien,  J.  F.  X.  Wayman,  T. 
O'Brien,  P. 

O'Connor,  A.  tellers. 

O'Connor,  J.  (Tippry.)  Biggar,  J.  G. 

O'Connor,  T.  P.  Sheil,  E. 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  words  '  or  a 
defendant '  stand  part  of  the  Clause.'' 


-Ayes  228; 
(Diy.  List, 


The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  94  :  Majority  134.- 
No.  195.) 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  now  claim  to 
move  '^That  this  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  There  remain  on 
the  Paper  several  Amendments  to  the 
words  of  the  clause,  and  several  Provi- 
soes to  be  added  to  the  clause.  Some  of 
these  have  been  decided  by  the  Divisions 
already  taken,  and,  therefore,  will  not 
come  on  for  discussion.  None  of  the 
remaining  Amendments  to  the  words  of 
the  clause  are  of  sufficient  importance  to 
demand  discussion  ;  but  out  of  the  Pro- 
visoes, as  far  as  I  can  ascertain  on  the 
very  short  examination  1  have  been  able 
to  make,  there  remain  two,  or  perhaps 
three,  questions  that  might  require  some 
debate,  although  it  is  possible  there 
may  be  no  doubt  as  to  what  the  result 
will  be.  Amendment  No.  44,  which 
gives  to  the  defendant  power  to  elect  to 
be  tried  by  a  single  Judge  instead  of  by 
a  special  jury,  is  one  which,  perhaps, 
might  bear  discussion,  although  it  can- 
not be  conceived  that  such  a  power  would 
be  thrown  on  a  Judge.  The  other  Pro- 
visoes to  which  I  have  referred  are  48 
and  52,  dealing  with  the  question  of 
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challenges.  I  think,  before  the  Question 
is  put,  '*  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill, ' '  some  opportunity  should  be  allowed 
for  the  discussion  of  these  proposals. 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.) :  I  think  I  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  moving  the  Amendment 
which  stands  in  my  name.  I  have  al- 
ready, on  a  previous  Amendment,  ex- 
pressed my  opinion  that  a  jury  composed 
exclusively  of  special  jurors  is  not  a 
fitting  tribunal  for  the  trial  of  prisoners 
coming  from  a  class  to  which  such  jurors 
do  not  belong.  After  your  expression  of 
opinion,  therefore,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  shall 
be  very  brief,  and  will  simply  express  a 
hope  that  the  Govern ment  will  accept 
this  Amendment,  which  is  based  upon 
the  prevalent  practice  in  Scotland. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
14,  leave  out  **  special  jury,"  and  insert 
*'  jury  of  which  one -third  shall  be  special 
jurymen." — {Sir  George  Campbell,) 

Question  proposed,  -'  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  (Derby) : 
After  the  expression  of  opinion  by  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  (Mr. 
Courtney)  I  think  we  ought  to  act  upon 
it.  The  Amendment  proposed  by  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  is  one  which  might  on  other 
occasions  lead  to  a  discussion  of  a  useful 
character;  but,  as  we  object  entirely  to 
this  Bill,  it  is  not  expedient  to  attempt 
to  amend  it  with  a  view  to  reforming  the 
whole  of  the  jury  system.  I  hope  my 
hon.  Friend  will  not  press  his  Amend- 
ment to  a  Division. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  I  have 
no  wish  to  press  the  Amendment  to  a 
Division ;  I  am  content  to  leave  it  in  the 
hands  of  the  Committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  Is  it  the  pleasure 
of  the  Committee  that  the  Amendment 
be  withdrawn  ? 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  No ;  I 
do  not  wish  to  withdraw  it,  but  to  leave 
it  in  the  hands  of  the  Committee. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Me.  T.  M.  healy  (Longford,  N.) : 
After  your  expression  of  opinion  Mr. 
Courtney,  I  will  not  move  Amendment 
No.  «$6  which  stands  in  my  name.  In 
regard  to  Amendment  No.  44, 1  am  soriy 
it  should  have  drawn  an  expression  of 
opinion  from  you ;  but  I  must  say  that 
I  think  it  only  reasonable  if  a  prisoner 
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regards  his  jury  with  disfavour  that  he 
should  have  the  option  of  being  tried  by 
one  Judge.  There  is  no  Judge  so  bad 
but  you  can  put  points  to  him  in  the  full 
assurance  that  they  will,  at  any  rate,  re- 
ceive consideration ;  but  in  the  case  of  a 
jury  composed  of  12  Orangemen  the  cir- 
cumstances are  very  different.  There  is 
nothing  so  disheartening  as  attempting 
to  put  points  to  such  a  jury.  It  is  like 
talking  to  the  Treasury  Bench.  You 
cannot  got  them  to  reply  to  you  except 
by  means  of  the  cloture.  I  simply  pro- 
pose that,  if  the  prisoner  elects  not  to  be 
tried  by  the  jury  which  has  been  em- 
pannelled,  he  shall  have  the  option  of 
throwing  on  the  Judge  the  duty  of  trying 
him.  You  cannot  say  that  Judges  as  a 
class  are  liable  to  intimidation.  There 
is  a  precedent  for  my  Amendment  in  the 
last  Crimes  Act,  one  of  the  provisions  of 
which  was  to  the  effect  that  three 
Judges  should  act  without  the  option  of 
a  jury,  and  without  any  intervention 
from  the  prisoner  himself.  It  is  an 
entire  misnomer  to  call  this  body  a  jury  ; 
you  ought  to  call  it  a  trap-door  or  some- 
thing of  that  kind.  It  is  not  a  jury;  it 
is  12  Orangemen.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  submit  that  the  prisoner  ought 
to  have  the  option  of  trial  by  one  man 
of  intelligence.  The  Judges  are,  at  all 
events,  paid  to  be  intelligent,  while  the 
jurymen  are  not.  Indeed,  in  the  majority 
of  cases,  the  jury  are  brought  forward 
and  selected  as  partizans ;  and  yet  after 
a  prisoner  has  been  convicted  by  them 
you  will  have  the  supporters  of  the  Go- 
vernment going  round  and  saying  that 
he  has  been  convicted  after  due  processes 
of  the  law,  and  is,  therefore,  proved  to 
be  guilty.  Nobody  in  Ireland  will  be- 
lieve that  prisoners  convicted  before 
such  tribunals  are  guilty.  If  the  pri- 
soner says,  *^1  ask  to  be  tried  by  the 
Judge,"  then  he  will  have  been  tried  by 
his  own  tribunal.  I  do  not  assert  that 
a  prisoner  in  Ireland  would  often  adopt 
this  mode  of  procedure ;  for,  as  a  rule, 
the  Judges  are  distrusted.  But  we  be- 
lieve that  there  are  some  fair  Judges  in 
Ireland.  For  instance,  there  is  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes). 
He  is  most  unfair  in  this  House,  but  I 
would  much  rather  be  tried  by  him 
than  by  several  of  the  present  occupants 
of  the  Irish  Judicial  Bench.  We  shall 
doubtless  be  met  by  the  argument  that 
the  responsibility  ought  not  to  be  put 
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on  the  Judge,  and  that,  if  that  was  so, 
the  Judge  must  resign  and  Raerifice  an 
income  of  £.^,500  a-year.  Well,  let  the 
Judges  resign.  There  are  plenty  of 
men  at  the  junior  bar  who  would  throw 
themselves  into  the  breach.  At  any 
rate,  there  will  be  no  lack  of  Judges  to 
carry  out  this  Amendment,  which,  in  my 
judgment,  is  one  that  ought  to  be  passed. 
The  prisoner  ought  to  have  some  alter- 
native presented  to  him,  instead  of  that 
of  being  tried  by  an  Orange  tribunal 
which  might  be  composed  of  12  agents 
or  12  landlords. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  3,  line  14,  after  **jury,"  inanrt, — 
'*  Provided,  that  if  such  special  jury  shall  have 
been  cmpannelled,  the  defendant  may  elect  not 
to  be  tried  by  sucli  jury,  and  the  trial  shall  pro- 
ceed then  and  there  before  the  Judge  sitting^  to 
try  the  case,  whose  finding  shall  be  as  effectual, 
to  all  intents  and  purposes,  as  would  have  been 
the  finding  of  the  jury  before  which  the  prisoner 
elected  not  to  be  triea."— (ifr.  T.  M,  Mealy,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmbs)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man must  see  that  the  result  of  the 
Amendment  would  be  entirely  to  undo 
the  procedure  in  respect  of  special  juries. 
Instead  of  giving  the  prosecution  the 
power  of  having  a  special  jury,  it  would 
enable  the  accused  person  to  say  that 
the  case  should  not  be  tried  by  a  special 
jury  at  all,  but  by  the  Judge  without  a 
jury.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  if  this 
Amendment  were  passed  Judges  would 
not  do  their  duty,  or  that  under  certain 
circumstances  it  would  not  be  an  ad- 
vantage to  have  a  criminal  case  tried  by 
Judges;  but  I  can  hardly  imagine  a 
more  extraordinary  proposal  than  the 
one  we  have  got  here.  In  the  first  place, 
the  accused  person  is  to  see  the  jury 
empannelled — 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY:  That  ia  the 
whole  point. 

Mr.  holmes  :  And  then,  as  a  last 
resort,  to  say  that  he  will  be  tried  by  the 
Judge  without  the  jury.  We  have  dis- 
cussed this  particular  clause  upon  the 
question  of  special  juries  the  entire 
evening,  and  this  Amendment  seems  to 
me  to  be  far  from  the  spirit  of  what  we 
have  already  done,  and  cannot  be  ac- 
cepted. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) :  In 
the  course  of  the  evening  one  of  the 
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main  argamente  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
has  been  that  the  object  of  the  clause  is 
that  a  fair  trial  may  be  obtained,  and  the 
Attorney  General  is  given  the   power 
under  the  clause  to  apply  for  a  special 
jury  in  lieu  of  an  ordinary  jury.    The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  seems  to  think  it  extraordi- 
nary that  if  the  accused  person  sees  a 
jury  empannelled  which  he  believes  is 
not  likely  to  g^ve  him  a  fair  trial  he 
should  then  ask  for  what,  in  his  opinion, 
would  be  fair ;  and,  for  this  reason,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  thinks 
the  Amendment  an  extraordinary  one. 
The    right  hon.   Gentleman   the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
this  evening  drew  an  analogy  between 
certain  cases  in  the  Civil  Courts   and 
those  under  this  Criminal  Bill ;  but  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
must  know  that  in  civil  actions,  if  you 
do  not  apply  for  a  jury,  you  are  tried  by 
a  single  Judge — ^you  have  to  apply  for  a 
jury  to  get  one.    Therefore,  we  have  it 
there  are   cases  tried  in   this  country 
where  you  may  be  tried   by   a  Judge 
without  a  jury,  and  these  are  cases  iden- 
tical with  those  to  be  tried  under  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill.  I  cannot  see  why 
the  Amendment  is  extraordinary,  or  one 
on  which  there  should  be  any  surprise. 
The  Government  desires  that  the  Attor- 
ney   General    should    have    power    to 
change  the  proceedings    in  Lreland  to 
obtain  a  fair  trial.     The  Attorney  Gene- 
ral is  able  to  see  the  panel  of  the  com- 
mon jury  before  making  his  selection  of 
the  special  jury ;  and  why,    after   the 
accused  has  seen  the  special  jury,  whom 
he  believes  to  be  a  jury  not  likely  to  give 
him  a  fair  trial,  is  there  anything  extra- 
ordinary, or  to  be  surprised  at,  that  the 
accused  in  that  case  should  ask  for  a 
trial  which  would  be,  in  the  words  of  the 
Bill  **  more  fair  ? ''      That  which  is  de- 
manded  in  this  Amendment  is  that  which 
exists  in  this  country  in  all  civil  actions. 
Mr.   chance    (Kilkenny,    S.) :    I 
think  it  would  be  gross  blasphemy  to 
alter  the  old  form  of  trial  by  which  a 
man  called  to  plead  put  himself  on  God 
and  the  country,  and  that  a  prisoner 
should  be  called  upon  to  place  himself 
in  those  words  before  a  special  jury. 
I  think  it  is  only  fair  and  reasonable  that 
an  Irish  peasant  should  be  entitled  to 
appeal  from  12  landlords  or  half-pay  cap- 
tains, their  religious  and  political  enemies. 
This,  alone,  is  sufficient  to  recommend 


the  Amendment.  But  we  have  another 
reason.  In  the  Act  of  1882,  that  has 
been  so  often  quoted,  it  was  enacted  that 
a  number  of  crimes  specified  in  the  Act 
should  be  tried  before  a  tribunal  of  three 
Judges  selected  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
This  is  a  very  strong  case  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment,  because,  under  this 
Amendment,  a  prisoner  would  elect  of  his 
own  accord  to  go  to  the  Judge.  I  would 
rather  be  tried  by  the  devil  himself  out 
of  hell  than  by  a  jury  of  12  landlords. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Gentleman  must  pay  more  at- 
tention to  the  decencies  of  debate. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  am  quite  ready  to 
withdraw  the  expression  ;  but  I  merely 
expressed  my  opinion  that  no  tribunal 
is  so  utterly  vile,  unjust,  find  corrupt  as 
a  jury  of  12  Irish  landlords.  If  that  is 
irregular  I  regret  it,  for  the  sake  of  the 
Hules  of  this  House. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  am  not 
surprised  the  right   hon.   and    learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  should  re- 
fuse the  Amendment,    nor  am  I  sur- 
prised at  the  reason.     We  listened  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  debate  to  a  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  England  (Sir  Kichard  Web- 
ster) that  the  Government  wanted  to 
give  equal  rights  to  the  prisoner  and  the 
prosecutor ;  and,  if  that  is  so,  surely  we 
are    met    with    arguments    without    a 
shadow  or  a  shade  of  ground  for  them. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned    Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  said  it  would  be 
unheard  of  and  unusual  that  the  prisoner 
should  have  the  right,  after  seeing  the 
jury  empannelled,  to  appeal  from  that 
jury  to  a  Judge.  But  it  is  not  customary 
in  this  country  to  take  away  the  chance 
of  a  prisoner  by  bringing  him  from  his 
own  country  and  placing  him  for  trial 
before    a  class    of    men    inflamed    by 
political  passions  and  then  packing  a 
decidedly    hostile   jury.     Therefore,   if 
our  proposition  is  unusual,  surely  it  is 
much  less  strained  and  unusual  than  the 
proposition  of  the  Government  in  this 
Bill  ?    But  what  had  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  to 
say  in  answer  to  our  statement  ?    Does 
he  mean  to  say  it  is  a  dangerous  prefer- 
ence to  give  to  an  Irish  prisoner  to  leave 
his  case  in  the  hands  of  an  Irish  Judge  ? 
Does  he  not  know  that  nothing  but  the 
dire  experience  we  have  had  of  the  un- 
scrupulous character  of  packing  juries 
would  have  induced  us  to  propose  the 
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Amendment  at  all  ?  Do  the  Govern- 
ment adhere  to  the  proposition  that 
when  a  prisoner  considers  his  case  so 
desperate,  and  sees  the  jury  box  occu- 
pied by  men  who,  as  I  might  say,  are 
thirsting  for  his  blood,  they  would 
deny  to  the  unfortunate  wretch  the  right 
of  appealing  from  the  jury  to  the 
hands  of  a  Judge  rather  than  trust  to  a 
jury  whose  verdict  is  a  foregone  conclu- 
sion ?  And,  talking  of  this,  I  am  not 
trusting  to  my  own  judgment,  for  what 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  say  in  a  previous 
debate  upon  this  matter  ?  He  said  in 
an  unguarded  moment — I  recollect  his 
statement — 

'*  It  18  very  difficalt  at  present,  in  the  political 
temper  in  which  Ireland  is,  to  empannel  a 
jury  that  would  give  a  fair  verdict,  so  high  is 
political  passion." 

But  that  is  equally  true  on  both  sides 
of  the  case.  What  he  admittted  was, 
that  political  passion  ran  so  high  on  both 
sides  that  no  matter  what  side  you  took 
the  jury  from  the  verdict  was  a  foregone 
conclusion ;  and,  that  being  his  conten- 
tion, you  deny  the  right  to  the  prisoner  of 
appealing  to  the  Judge.  I  say  in  this 
as  in  many  other  discussions  in  regard 
to  which  complaint  is  made  of  prolonga- 
tion, that  they  are  prolonged  because 
we  are  not  met  fairly ;  we  are  denied  the 
concession  we  ask ;  but  no  argument  is 
brought  forward  why  it  should  be  denied 
us.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  did  not  give  a  single 
reason  for  denying  it,  and  we  are  met 
simply  with  flat  denial. 

Me.  MAUEICE  HEALT  (Cork) :  It 
is  very  hard  to  please  the  Treasury 
Bench  in  drawing  up  Amendments. 
Sometimes  we  venture  to  pass  strictures 
upon  the  occupants  of  the  Judicial 
Bench,  and  we  are  then  met  with  re- 
bukes ;  but  when  we  draw  up  an  Amend- 
ment that  would  enable  a  prisoner  in 
certain  oases  when  put  upon  his  trial  to 
elect  to  be  tried  by  a  member  of  the 
Judicial  Bench  in  Ireland  we  are  told 
that  the  Judicial  Bench  is  not  considered 
good  enough  to  perform  such  a  duty. 
What  we  claim  is  this — that  when  a 
prisoner  saw  the  jury  box  packed  with 
12  persons  whom  he  knew  would  con- 
vict him,  he  should  have  the  right 
of  saying — **I  will  not  be  tried  by  a 
gentleman  on  the  jury ;  I  will  be  tried  by 
the  Judge  who  is  sitting  before  me, 
and  in  whom  I  have  more  confidence 
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than  in  the  12  gentlemen  on  the  jury." 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  seemed  to  imagine  there  was 
something  unheard  of  and  extraordinary 
in  the  notion  that  a  prisoner   should 
have  that  right ;  but  I  cannot  see  any- 
thing extraordinary  at  all  in  it.     What 
are  the  facts  ?    Why   do  the  Govern- 
ment tell  us  that  they  have  no  confidence 
in  the  existing  tribunal  ?  Because,  they 
say,    the    common    jurors   in    Ireland 
either  sympathize  with  the  class  of  crime, 
or  are  intimidated  from  bringing  in  just 
and  impartial  verdicts.     No  charge  of 
that  kind  can  be  made  against  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Judicial  Bench  ;  and,  it  can- 
not be  alleged    that  the    Government 
have  no  confidence  in  the  members  of 
the  Judicial  Bench  ;  and,  that  being  so, 
I  ask  what  good  reason  can  be  given 
for  denying  the  prisoner  this  small  privi- 
lege of  appealing,  as  I  may  call  it,  from 
a  jury  formed  of  12  of  his  enemies  to  a 
member  of  the  Irish  Judicial  Bench  ?   I 
cannot  see  anything  so  extraordinary  in 
the  proposal.     We  have  already  had  a 
precedent  in    English    legislation    for 
handing  over  trials  of   this  kind,  not 
to  one  Judge,  but  to  three ;  and,  that 
being  so,  I  do  not  think  this  Amend- 
ment is  open  to  the  charge  that  is  made 
in  respect  of  it.    It  really  seems,   no 
matter   what   is   the  character  of  the 
Amendment,  if  it  is  proposed  from  this 
quarter  of  the  House  the  Government 
are  determined  to  oppose  it,  and  to  take 
a  negative  attitude,  no  matter  how  rea- 
sonable it  may  be. 

Question  put. 


-Ayes  101 ; 
-(Div.  List, 


The  Committee  divided  ;- 
Noes  227:  Majority  126.- 
No,  196.) 

Me.  a.  H.  D.  ACLAND  (York, 
W.B.,  Botherham) :  I  was  glad  to  hear 
your  ruling  a  short  time  ago,  Mr. 
Courtney,  because  had  it  not  been  for 
such  ruling  the  important  question  of 
what  is  sometimes  called  jury  pack- 
ing could  not  have  been  raised  now; 
indeed,  it  could  not  have  been  raised 
during  the  discussion  on  any  part  of 
this  Bill.  This  is  a  Bill  to  amend  the 
Criminal  Law,  and  it  is,  also,  a  Bill 
which  is  to  be  of  a  permanent  character. 
It  surely  would  be  almost  a  scandal 
that  a  point  of  this  kind  should  not  be 
subjected  to  at  least  a  brief  discussion. 
This  Amendment  seems  to  me  to  be 
specially  important  because  you  have  n 
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limited  class  of  jurors  in  any  case,  and 
it  would  be  a  very  small  concession  to 
make  that  the  Crown  and  the  accused 
person  should  stand  on  a  level  in  the 
matter  of  challenge.     Now,   the  com- 
parison  of    England    has    often    been 
made,    but   everybody  knows  that  the 
practice  of  making  jurors  stand  aside  in 
England  is  on  a  totally  difiPerent  footing 
altogether  from  what  it  is  in  Ireland. 
Even  the  Government  organs  in  Ireland 
have  said  that  trial  by  jury  for  political 
or  quasi'-^oMtiQdl   offences    is  a  sort  of 
make-believe  and  pretence,    and   often 
jurors  have  petitioned  in  favour  of  an 
amendment  of    the  law.       We  know 
that  after  a  recent  case  at  Sligo  the 
non-Catholic  jurors  petitioned  in  favour 
of  an  amendment  of  the  law,  declar- 
ing   that    the  present  state  of  things 
tends  to  promote  social  discord.      The 
real    point    is    that,    considering    the 
limited  number    of   jurors   which   the 
Government  have  to  deal  with  in  this 
case,  they  might  reasonably  make  an 
exception.     Probably,  as  the  qualifica- 
tion is  so  high,  it  would  be  but  few  who 
-would  be  affected  in  this  particular  way, 
but  still  it  would    be  worth   while  to 
modify  the  law  in  the  way  I  suggest. 
We  have  been  told  that  the  object  of 
this  clause  is  to  secure  a  fair  trial,  and 
we  may  simply  ask  the  Government,  do 
they  intend  to  remove,  as  they  may  by 
this  small  concession,  what  is  a  scandal, 
and  what  has  been  a  scandal  for  years 
in  Ireland,  besides  being  a  cause  of  con- 
stant irritation;    will  they   grant  this 
small  concession  in  favour  of  the  poorer 
class  of  the  Irish  people  who  may  be 
prosecuted  under  this  Act,  and  whose 
interests  they  are  constantly  telling  us 
they  desire  to  serve  ?    I  beg  to  move  the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  14,  after  "jury,"  add,  *'  Pro- 
vided always,  that  upon  the  trial  of  any  person 
under  this  section,  the  Crown  shall  not  have 
the  right  to  require  any  juror  to  stand  aside, 
but  shall  be  entitled  to  challenge  peremptorily 
six  jurors  if  the  trial  be  for  a  misdemeanour,  and 
twenty  jurors  if  the  trial  be  for  a  felony  or 
treason.** — (Mr,  A,  H.  D.  Acland.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  those  words 
be  there  added.'' 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  It  is  impossible  for  us  to 
accept  this  Amendment.  We  could  very 
well  understand  an  Amendment  of  this 


kind  being  proposed  if  we  were  discuss- 
ing a  general  Jury  Bill ;  but,  as  we  have 
said  over  and  over  again,  we  ask  the 
House  to  enable  us  to  have  a  special 
jury  under  the  circumstances  that  are 
mentioned  in  this  particular  clause,  but 
we  do  not  profess  to  reform  generally 
trial  by  jury.  The  law  in  England  and 
Ireland,  with  reference  to  the  power  of 
the  Crown  to  order  jurors  to  stand  aside, 
is  precisely  the  same.  The  Crown  has 
the  right,  under  the  Common  Law,  to 
exercise  this  right  until  the  panel  is 
exhausted.  That  is  a  power  which 
has  been  exercised  by  successive  At- 
torney Generals  most  fairly  and  most 
justly.  In  moving  this  Amendment  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  A.  H.  D.  Acland) 
appears  to  assume  that  this  power  has 
been  exercised  in  an  improper  way.  I 
deny  that  assertion  altogether.  This 
power  has  never  been  exercised  in  Ire- 
land in  later  times  except  with  the  object 
of  getting  a  fair  and  impartial  jury  to 
try  a  case,  and  the  result  of  the  exercise 
of  the  power  has  been  to  get  fair  and 
impartial  jurors.  [**  Oh,  oh!  "]  Hon. 
Members  opposite  may  say  "  Oh,  oh  !  " 
and  may  jeer ;  but  I  ask  them,  in  what 
particular  case  was  a  jury  empannelled 
by  any  person  representing  the  Crown 
in  Ireland  that  acted  unfairly  towards  a 
prisoner  ?  I  know  that  in  this  House 
many  cases  have  been  cited  by  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway  opposite ; 
but  it  has  been  shown  again  and  again 
that  the  juries  found  verdicts  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  charges  of  the  learned 
Judges,  and  that  there  was  ample  evi- 
dence to  sustain  the  verdicts.  If  this 
power  has  been  exercised  as  far  as  the 
memory  of  man  goes  back  fairly  and 
justly,  and  if  the  result  of  the  exercise  of 
this  power  has  been  to  empannel  juries 
of  fair  and  impartial  men,  it  is  as  well 
that  the  right  should  be  retained. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
Of  all  the  extraordinary  answers  which 
have  been  given  by  the  Government  in 
the  course  of  these  discussions,  I  think 
the  answer  just  given  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  is  the  most  extraor- 
dinary. This  clause  makes  the  greatest 
change  that  has  ever  taken  place  in  the 
history  of  this  country  in  regard  to  trial 
by  jury.  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  not  aware  that 
this  is  a  clause  which  materially  affects 
the  clause  in  Magna  Charta  as  to  trial  by 
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j  iiry.   I  ask  the  attention  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  England  to  this  point.     I 
have  always  understood  that  the  clause  in 
Magna  Chart  a  referring  to  trial  by  jury 
moans  that  a  man  shall  bo  tried  by  his 
equals.     Now,  this  clause  distinctly  pro- 
poses trial  which  is  not  trial  by  a  man's 
equals.     I  am  truly  astonished  at  the 
reception  which  has  been  accorded  this 
Amendment  by  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.     I  have  no  doubt  that  before 
long  we  shall  hear  cases  cited  of  mis- 
carriage of  justice  at  the  hands  of  special 
juries  in  Ireland,  of  whom  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  speaks  so  favourably. 
I  have  not  sat  very  long  in  this  House, 
but  I  have  heard  many  cases  cited  in 
which  it  is  quite  clear  special  juries  in 
Ireland  have  acted  unfairly  and  partially. 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  think  it  is  quite  evident  the  Committee 
is  absolutely  unaware  of  the  state  of  the 
facts  in  Ireland.     The  Government  seem 
to  want  not  trial  by  special  jury,  but 
trial  by  the  residuum    of   the   special 
jurors.     In  the  first  place,    the    Lord 
Lieutenant  is  empowered  to  take  what 
panel  he  likes.    In  the  Act  of  1882   he 
had  to  take  200  men,  and  out  of  that 
number  find  12  men.     Practically,  the 
challenges  were  of  a  limited  character ; 
but  even  under  that  section  the  Crown 
challenged,  at  the  trial  of  Joseph  Poole, 
70  men,    and  one  juryman  said  after- 
wards, when  he  asked, "  Why  did  you  com- 
mit Poole  when  you  knew  he  was  in- 
nocent?" said,  **  Why,  we  should  have 
convicted  him  had  it  been  proved  he  was 
in  Australia."     At  the  trial  of  Michael 
Welsh  40  jurors  were  challenged,  and  I 
defy  any  man  who  reads  the  evidence  of 
the  trial   to   say    there  was    sufficient 
evidence  to  hang  a  cat   on.      Michael 
Welsh  did  not  understand  the  language 
in  which  the  evidence  was  given.     The 
evidence  was  translated  by  a  policeman, 
and  Welsh  went  before  his  God  pro- 
testing in  the  only  language  he  under- 
stood his  innocence.    In  the  Maamtrasna 
case  anyone  would  have  convicted  on  the 
eyidence ;  it  was  proved  afterwards,  how- 
ever, that  the  evidence  was  perjured.     I 
always  said  the  jury  acted  properly  on 
the  evidence,  but  in  that  case  you  chal- 
lenged an  extraordinary  number  of  men 
to  try  and  convict  men  whom  we   be- 
lieved to  be  innocent.     Take  the  case  of 
the  Crossmaglen  prisoners  ;  we  are  told 
the  jury  followed  the  direction  of  tho 
Judge.     Nothing  of  the  kind ;  they  fol- 
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lowed  it  when  it  was  in  favour  of  con- 
viction.   Judge   Lawson,    one    of    our 
greatest  foes,  charged  the  jury  in  the 
case  of  one  man,  named  Bernard — I  can- 
not recall  his  surname — in  favour  of  an 
acquittal,   but  the   jury  convicted  the 
prisoner.     Lord    Spencer   released   the 
man  after  six  weeks.    In  the  case  of  a 
man,  named  Geoghan,  the  jury  did  not 
follow  the  direction  of  the  Judge.     The 
challenges  in  this  case  were  enormous. 
To  tell  me  that  you  ought  to  have  the 
right  to  reduce  the  panel  to  a  residuum  is 
absurd.  In  the  County  of  Kerry,  the  most 
disturbed  district  in  Ireland,  you  have 
only  200  special  jurors.     That  shows 
how  limited  the  character  of  the  dass  of 
special  juries  is;  one  man  in  30  is  a 
special  juror,  and  in  the  face   of  this 
limited,  select,  primrose  class  you  are 
still  to  have  the  power  of  cutting  the 
panel  down  by  the  system  of  unlimited 
challenge.      I  am  told  this  is  English 
law.      If    it  is   English  law  it   is  not 
English    practice,    and    we    want    the 
English  practice.     It  is  unfair  to  tliis 
House  to  say  that  we  are  getting  English 
law  in  this  matter.    In  the  face  of  the 
facts,   can  you  wonder   if    by-and-bye 
what  you  call  law  is  not  respected  ?    No 
jury  was  ever  packed  or  found  fault  with 
for  convicting  a  prisoner  until  the  Crimes 
Act  was  passed.    Under  that  Act  you  in- 
vented a  special  convicting  jury,  and  then 
an  unfortunate  man  was  cruelly  attacked 
near  his  own  house,  a  terrible  occurrence 
which  shocked  everybody.     When  you 
put  up  12  men  as  sub-gods,  as  men  who 
are  to  uphold  law  and  order  in  Ireland ; 
and  when  it  is  said  to  the  people,  here 
are  your  enemies,  here  are  the  friends  of 
the  Government;  when  the  entire  patron- 
age and  power  of  the  country  is  given 
into  the  hands  of  a  gang  of  thieves; 
when  these  men  are  paraded  before  the 
crowd,  can  you  wonder  that  afterwards 
these  men  are  Boycotted  or  intimidated  ? 
You  yourselves  are  playing  for  crime  in 
Ireland  —  you   are    devising    the    best 
method  of  provoking  crime  in  Ireland. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  crime  will 
take  place,  because  it  is  impossible  to 
predicate  what  will  happen  when  one 
does  not  know  the  exact  effect  on  the 
Irish  people  of  the  fact  that  the  great 
body  of  the  Liberal  Party  is  standing  by 
the  Irish  nation  ?  If  this  Bill  were  being 
passed  under  ordinary  circumstances,  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  you  would  have  a 
large  crop  of  crime  within  a  month  of 
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its  passing;    but  now  the  people  see 
they  have  obtained  the  sympathy  of 
a  large  mass  of  the  English  people,  and 
in  the  desire  to  cultivate  still  further 
that  sympathy,  it  may  be  that  you  will 
not  have  the  crime  in  Ireland  which, 
under  other  circumstances,  you  would 
have.     You  talk  in  this  matter  about 
special  juries,   but  it  is  not  a  special 
jury  after  all ;  it  is  a  jury  composed  of 
12  men  selected  from  the  special  jurors, 
and  these  12  men  the  enemies  of  the 
people.    We  offered    to  go  before    a 
Select  Committee  of  our  enemies  in  this 
House,  because  we  were  so  satisfied  no- 
thing could  be  proved  against  us.   That 
was  our  own  option,  however.     But  take 
the  case  of  a  man  who  is  brought  up,  and 
knowing  this  Bill  has  been  passed  by  the 
foul  combination  which  enables  it  to  be 
passed — [**0h,  oh!"]    I  am  speaking 
of  the  combination  of  Members — I  will 
say,  if  you  like,  unholy  combination. 
Take  the  case  of  a  man  who  is  brought 
up,  and  who  sees  12  men  put  into  the 
box  for  the  purpose  of  convicting  him. 
If  you  have  unjust  convictions,  as  you 
undoubtedly  will  have,  I  ask  you  will  it 
improve    the    temper  of   the    people? 
What  will  be  the  effect  upon  the  people 
of  carrying  a  man  from  one  end  of  Ire- 
land, for  instance,  to  Dublin  to  be  tried, 
and  probably  to  be  convicted  ?    Perhaps 
the  people  of  his  district  will  not  believe 
him  to  be  guilty.     They  will  be  inclined 
to  take  the  law  into  tbeir  own  hands, 
and  then  the  English  people,  not  know- 
ing the  facts,  will  be  terribly  surprised 
to  learn  that  there  is  crime  in  the  district 
to  which  the  man  belongs.     The  people 
of  this  country  will  not  be  able  to  trace 
crime  to  its  source ;  and  the  occurrence 
of  crime  will  be  used  as  an  additional 
argument   against    us.      There   is    no 
option,  under  this  section,  but  for  the 
Court  to  grant  a  special  jury  when  the 
application  is  made  for  one.     You  give 
the  prisoner  no  chance ;  but  you  make 
his  conviction  as  certain  as  the  fiat  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland.     I  say 
this  is  a  state  of  things  which  it  would  not 
be  possible  for  the  Tory  Party  to  bring 
about  if  they  had  not  support  upon  the 
Opposition  Benches.     When  the  matter 
comes  to  be  considered  soberly  the  blame 
of  this  section  will,  undoubtedly,  be  laid 
not  so  much  at  the  door  of  the  Tory 
Party  as  at  the  door  of  the   Liberal 
Unionists,  who  are  the  real  people  who 


are  responsible  for  the  passing  of  this 
Bill. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  It  is 
monstrous  for  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  to  stand  up 
and  deliberately  assert  that  the  power  of 
packing  juries  has  not  been  used  im- 
properly. Does  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  not  know  perfectly 
well  that  for  the  last  30  years  the  Irish 
Executive  have  never  failed  to  use  this 
power  in  the  most  improper  and  indecent 
way  in  every  political  trial  ?  Every  man 
in  this  House  knows  it  perfectly  well. 
What  were  the  words  of  The  Dublin 
Daily  Express,  the  organ  of  the  landlord 
party  in  Ireland,  when  commenting  on 
this  Bill  ?  I  can  recall  the  words  very 
well.  The  Dublin  Daily  Express  said — 
'*  This  is  a  time  for  plain  speaking.  Trial 
by  jury  in  Ireland  for  many  years  has 
been  more  or  less  of  a  make-believe,  and 
inasmuch  as  it  is  now  impossible  to  have 
recourse  to  the  various  devices  by  which 
the  Government  got  satisfactory  juries 
in  the  past,  we  must  have  some  new  legis- 
lation to  enable  the  work  to  be  done." 
This  is  the  commentary  of  The  Dublin 
Daily  Express;  that  organ  was  frank 
enough — it  admitted  freely  that  trial  by 
jury  in  Ireland  had  been  a  make-believe. 
But  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
when  he  comes  before  an  English  audi- 
ence, finds  it  necessary  to  put  on  a 
cloak  of  decency  and  respectability,  and 
deny  that  juries  are  packed  in  Ireland. 
Does  he  forget  altogether  how  he  got 
one  of  his  own  henchmen  to  prevent  a 
discussion  on  this  question  in  this 
House  ?  He  challenges  us  to  bring  in- 
stances in  which  juries  have  acted  im- 
properly ;  but  when  I  made  an  attempt 
to  bring  forward  instances  my  mouth 
was  closed — when  I  had  all  thejevidence 
in  my  possession  my  mouth  was  closed 
by  the  most  discreditable  trick  possible. 
It  was  plainly  proved  to  the  people  of 
England,  who,  I  venture  to  say,  take 
my  side  in  the  controversy,  that  the  Go- 
vernment dreaded  to  go  into  the  matter, 
and  that  it  was  manifestly  a  matter 
which  ought  to  be  fully  discussed.  You 
have  just  heard  from  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  of  cases  in 
which  the  juries  were  shamefully  and 
disgracefully  packed  against  prisoners. 
Since  those  cases  we  have  had  the  Sligo 
case.     Anyone  who  has  looked  into  that 
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case  must  have  been  ashamed  of  the 
proceedings.  Poor  Catholic  peasants, 
who  had  committed  a  crime,  if  crime  it 
was,  under  great  provocation  and  cir- 
cumstances of  the  greatest  cruelty,  were 
dragged  from  their  own  County  of  Gal- 
way  to  the  Winter  Assizes  at  Sligo,  and 
placed  on  their  trial  before  juries  com- 
posed of  Orangemen,  or  composed  at 
least  of  Protestants;  30  or  40  Catholics 
were  ordered  to  stand  aside  for  no  other 
reason  than  that  they  professed  the 
same  religion  as  the  prisoners.  No 
effort  was  made  to  explain  away  or 
defend  such  action  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land may  say  that  the  verdicts  returned 
were  true  verdicts;  but  I  venture  to 
affirm  that  if  such  proceedings  as  took 
place  at  Sligo  took  place  in  England, 
Scotland,  or  Wales,  no  jury  would  con- 
vict. Every  political  case  in  Ireland  is 
made  an  occasion  for  jury-packing.  I 
do  not  wish  to  go  into  particular  cases. 
I  might  do  so  at  considerable  length — 
my  own  case  would  occupy  me  for  an 
hour  and  a- half.  True,  in  that  case, 
the  Crown  failed,  but  that  failure  was 
not  due  to  the  fault  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland.  He  did  his  best, 
and  no  more  flagitious  case  of  jury- 
packing  ever  took  place.  He  packed 
the  jury  openly,  and  he  failed  to  convict 
solely  because  he  had  not  the  power  to 
go  before  a  special  jury  specially  drawn, 
but  was  obliged  to  take  a  common  jury 
of  Dublin.  He  did  his  best ;  his  conduct 
on  that  trial  was  illegal  and  disgraceful 
in  the  highest  degree  ;  and  yet  he  can 
stand  up  here  and  declare  that  the 
Crown  has  never  used  its  power. to  pack 
a  jury.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land based  part  of  his  answer  on  an 
extraordinary  proposition.  He  said  the 
Amendment  does  not  naturally  grow 
out  of  the  clause,  because  we  are  not 
proposing  to  reform  the  Jury  Laws — we 
are  simply  dealing  with  a  particular 
case.  The  Amendment  only  deals  with 
particular  cases  in  which  you  deprive  a 
prisoner  of  the  little  protection  he  has 
in  Ireland.  It  applies  to  no  other  cases. 
The  Amendment  does  not  propose  to 
deal  with  the  whole  of  the  jury  system, 
but  only  where  you  take  away  the  little 
protection  a  prisoner  has  in  his  right  to 
be  tried  by  a  common  jury  in  the  place 
where  the  venue  ought  to  be  laid.  In 
this  case,  and  in  no  other,  will  the 
Amendment  affect   the    power  of    the 
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Crown,  which,  notwithstanding  what  the 
Attorney    General    for     Ireland    says, 
everyone     with     experience    knows   is 
habitually  used  by  the  Crown  most  im- 
properly in  Ireland.     No  matter  what 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  says 
about  the  law  in  Ireland  being  similar 
to  that  in  England  it  is  notoriously  not 
the  practice  in  England,  though  it  is 
systematically  the  practice  in  Ireland. 
I  do   not   believe  the  English   people 
would  submit  for  a  moment  to  the  pack- 
ing of  juries  by  the  Government  as  they 
are  packed  in  Ireland,  much  less  when 
accompanied  by  the  tremendous  power 
of  the  change  of  venue.    There  is  no  use 
in  mincing  words  on  this  matter.     I  was 
perfectly  earnest  in  supporting  the  last 
Amendment    before     the     Committee. 
The  object  and  purpose  of  this  clause 
is    to    place    the    political     opponents 
of    the    Government   on    trial     before 
men   who   would   like    to   see    us    all 
dangling  at  the  end  of  a  rope.      We 
hear  this  expression  of  their  sentiments 
from  conversations  carried  on  in  railway 
carriages  and  elsewhere,  when  they  do 
not  know  that  a  member  of  the  National 
Party  is  present.     It  is  the  truth.     It  is 
the  talk  of  dinner  tables ;  they  express 
their  feelings  in  common  conversation, 
and  say  that  if  there  were  a  rope  round 
our  necks  they  would  like  to  pull  at  the 
other  end.     Is  it  reasonable  to  place  us 
on  trial — as  we  shall  be  placed  on  trial 
if  this  Bill  passes — before  men  who  use 
such  language  ?     Do  you  really  mean  to 
carry  out  such  a  system  ?    Do  you  know 
what  you  are  doing  when  you  vote  for 
such  a  clause  ?    I  am  not  exaggerating 
in  the  slightest  degree  when  I  tell  jou 
the  effect  of  the  clause.   You  are  giving 
power  to  the  Government — power  they 
will  use — to  place  us  on  trial  before  men 
who  habitually  use  such  language,  who 
would  convict  us  without  a  shadow  of  a 
shade  of  evidence,  who  would  gladly,  to 
use  their  own  words,  hold  the  end  of  a 
rope  if  our  neck  were  at  the  other. 

Mr.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  re- 
collect hearing  some  time  ago,  either 
from  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
or  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  a 
statement  that  no  records  were  in  exist- 
ence from  which  the  Government  could 
give  a  Eeturn  to  the  House  of  the  num- 
ber of  jurors  challenged  in  agrarian 
cases,  and  I  assume  that  it  is  in  the 
belief  that  there  is  no  such  record  in 
existence  that  we  have  had  the  state- 
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znent  that  there  has  been  no  misuse  of 
the  power  of  challenge  by  the  Oovem- 
ment.  I  do  not  know  if  the  record  exists 
now — possibly  it  has  been  destroyed — 
but  I  know  there  was  such  a  record,  and 
I  speak  from  a  copy  I  have  when  I  say 
that  in  Green  Street  in  cases,  some  of 
them  cases  of  murder  and  so  forth,  not 
bearing  any  definite  political  complexion, 
60,  70,  and  in  one  case  72,  jurors  were 
ordered  to  stand  aside,  so  that  a  jury 
might  be  obtained  that  could  be  relied 
upon  for  a  conviction.  In  addition,  I 
may  mention  a  fact  of  which,  possibly, 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  is  not 
aware,  that  a  Government  official  is 
known  as  *'  Peter  the  Packer,"  and 
is  a  recognized  practitioner  in  Green 
Street.  Again,  I  may  mention  that  a 
brief  of  the  prosecuting  counsel  in  a 
^ua«t-political  trial  has  been  obtained, 
and  contains  a  list  of  jurors,  and  oppo- 
site some  of  the  names  is  written  the 
word  ** sturdy" — which  means,  I  pre- 
sume, that  tiie  man  is  reliable  for  a 
conviction — and  opposite  the  names  of 
other  jurors  who  were  challenged  ap- 
pears the  letter  '^  C,"  and  it  is  a  fact 
that  each  of  these  men  was  a  Catholic. 
It  is  futile,  then,  for  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  to  stand  up  here,  little  as 
some  of  the  Committee  know  of  Irish 
affairs,  and  say  that  the  right  of  chal- 
lenge has  never  been  abused.  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  has  some 
special  knowledge  and  experience  of  his 
own  in  the  case  of  the  trial  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  and 
some  of  his  friends  for  advocating  the 
Plan  of  Campaign,  and  I  happened  to 
be  solicitor  for  some  of  the  accused ;  and 
I  may  tell  the  Committee  that,  while  all 
the  accused  taken  together  had  six  chal- 
lenges, the  Crown  directed  28  men  to 
stand  aside,  and  in  no  single  instance 
did  they  attempt  to  show  that  the  juror 
was  unfit  for  his  duty  by  reason  of  bias 
or  anything  else.  Of  course,  they  did 
not  gain  a  conviction,  but  it  was  not  the 
fault  of  the  prosecution.  When  I  asked 
the  question  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  he  refused  to  lay  on  the  Table  any 
record  of  the  results  of  an  inquiry  I  knew 
had  been  made  as  to  the  politics  and 
qualifications  of  the  gentlemen  on  the 
panel.  He  did  not  deny  there  had  been 
such  an  inquiry.  I  am  sure  he  would 
not  deny  it  if  he  knew  it  to  be  the  fact. 
It  is  known  as  a  fact;  and,  that  being  so, 
the  Committee  must  not  be  deceived  into 


the  idea  that  these  powers  have  always 
been  exercised  in  a  reasonable  spirit.  If 
the  Government  retain  this  power  to 
get  rid  of  jurors  who  are  biassed, 
then  they  have  a  very  bad  case,  for 
there  is  nothing  in  the  world  to  prevent 
a  juror  being  ''challenged  for  cause," 
and,  using  the  facilities  the  Crown  has  to 
discover  the  previous  record  of  a  juror, 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  proving 
to  a  Crown  Judge  that  a  certain  person 
was  an  improper  person  to  be  on  the 
jury  panel.  But  I  may  be  reminded 
that  in  the  prosecution  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  the  Government 
failed  to  procure  a  verdict.  I  know  the 
reason,  and  there  can  be  no  harm  in 
stating  it.  There  were  two  jurors  of 
the  same  name,  and  pretty  much  of  the 
same  appearance,  the  one  an  Orange- 
man and  the  other  a  Catholic.  The  first 
juror  called  was  promptly  challenged, 
and  while  sitting  in  Court  fell  into  con- 
versation with  his  neighbour.  Mr.  Peter, 
the  "Packer,"  cocking  his  eye  round 
the  Court,  settled  in  his  own  mind  this 
was  the  Nationalist ;  but  he  was  mis- 
taken, the  Orangeman  being  directed  to 
stand  aside,  the  other  man  being  put 
upon  the  jury.  That  is  the  reason  why 
a  conviction  was  not  obtained.  .As  an 
illustration  of  the  class  of  men  ob- 
tained for  special  juries,  I  may  men- 
tion an  anecdote  or  two.  I  recollect  a 
conversation  I  had  with  a  gentleman,  a 
constituent  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.  He  knew  me  well,  and  had 
known  me  for  years.  He  was  a  per- 
fectly steady,  sober  man.  I  remember 
that  in  course  of  conversation  he  ex- 
pressed his  abhorrence  of  farmers  who 
did  not  pay  their  rent,  and  when  I  asked 
what  remedy  he  would  apply  to  the  state 
of  things  he  recommended  the  shooting 
of  the  nearest  priest,  and  the  flogging 
of  the  farmers'  wives  and  daughters.  It 
is  men  of  that  stamp  who  get  on  the  spe- 
cial jury  panel  of  Dublin.  Another  anec- 
dote I  had  from  a  counsel  who  prose- 
cuted, of  a  man  who  was  convicted  of  a 
murder  upon  evidence  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  counsel — a  Conservative, 
a  constituent  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  no  friendof  ours.  Dr.  Webb — was 
of  the  most  flimsy  character.  He  asked  a 
juror  how  he  could  possibly  convict  a  man 
on  such  evidence,  and  the  juror  replied  he 
did  not  care  a  straw  about  the  evidence  ; 
that  he  convicted  the  man  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  an  example ;  and  a  second 
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juror  said  that  lie  was  prepared  to  con- 
vict him  if  it  had  been  proved  the 
man  was  in  America  when  the  murder 
was  committed.  These  are  the  jurors 
upon  whom  the  Grown  place  reliance, 
and  when  I  state  these  things  on  my 
own  knowledge,  or  on  the  statement  of 
a  gentleman,  no  friend  of  ours,  I  ask 
the  Committee  to  judge  whether  the 
Grown  ought  not  to  be  required  to  show 
cause  why  a  man  should  not  be  on  a 
jury.  They  have  Judges  not  unfavour- 
able to  them.  Why,  when  you  take  the 
unfortunate  peasant  prisoner  away  from 
his  peers  to  be  tried  by  landlords,  why 
not  extend  to  him  that  fair  play  you 
always  allow  to  a  prisoner  in  England, 
challenging  man  for  man  until  the  six 
are  exhausted,  and  then  show  cause 
why  a  juror  should  be  excluded  ?  Bad 
as  the  law  is  in  Ireland,  nothing  can 
alienate  the  people  more  from  it  than  to 
see  the  Grown  thus  playing  with  loaded 
dice.  I  trust  we  may  get  some  support 
even  from  Members  on  the  other  side, 
and  if  we  cannot  break  the  silence  on 
the  other  side,  and  get  some  reasons  for 
the  support  of  the  clause,  that  they  will 
follow  us  into  the  Lobby. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) : 
Looking  at  the  Betums  that  show  each 
county  and  city  special  jury,  I  find  that 
the  statements  of  hon.  Members  who 
have  supported  the  Amendment  do  not 
exaggerate  the  species  of  selection  that 
goes  on  in  Ireland.  The  agrarian  ques- 
tion in  Ireland  is  not  a  question  of  six 
or  of  10  years  old  ;  it  was  strong  in  Ire- 
land in  1872,  when  the  Jury  Act  was 
passed ;  and  I  ask  the  attention  of  the 
Gommittee  now  to  the  distinction  there 
drawn,  in  order  to  let  them  see  what  in 
1872  was  done  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting small  farmers  from  having  posi- 
tions on  juries.  It  shows  that  it  was  in 
the  contemplation  of  the  Government 
that  the  administration  of  justice  should 
be  in  their  hands.  The  qualification  for 
common  jurors  is  freeholders  of  £10. 
For  leaseholders  likely  to  fall  into  the 
hands  of  landlords  it  was  doubled ;  but 
if  a  man  might  possibly  have  a  leaning 
towards  the  tenant  if  he  was  not  free- 
holder or  tenant  on  lease,  if  he  was  a 
tenant  from  year  to  year,  tilien  the  quali- 
fication was  £40.  This  is  with  regard 
to  common  juries,  and  that  is  the  class  of 
persons  that  would  be  peers  to  the  persons 
usually  to  be  tried.  But  common  juries 
are,  under  the  Act  of  1872,  special  juries 
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with  respect  to  persons  charged  with 
agrarian  offences.  To  the  special  jury, 
as  constituted  under  the  Act  of  1872, 
comes  a  Proviso,  inserted  at  the  instance 
of  the  late  Lord  O'Hagan,  by  which  the 
qualification  of  a  special  juror  is  in 
some  cases  four,  in  some  cases  five  times 
as  much  as  the  highest  qualification  of 
a  freeholder.  In  Antrim,  where  a  free- 
holder of  £10 

The  GHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  scarcely  keeping  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  Gommittee. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY:  I  certainly  would 
not  have  gone  into  this  if  I  were  not 
going  to  make  my  point,  that  there 
has  been  a  process  of  selection  going  on 
to  the  absolute  exclusion  of  all  persons 
the  Grown  could  have  reasonable  objec- 
tion to ;  and,  therefore,  there  is  no  claim 
by  the  Grown  to  an  unlimited  right  of 
challenge.  Step  by  step  I  was  going  to 
show,  though,  perhaps,  rather  tediously, 
how  this  had  been  done,  and,  in  that 
sense,  was  referring  to  the  origin  of  the 
Jury  Act  in  Ireland.  As  I  said  at  an 
earlier  period  in  this  Gommittee,  the 
passing  of  the  Jury  Act  was  in  conse- 
quence of  the  SherifiPs  empannelling 
creatures  of  their  own,  and  a  self- work- 
ing panel  was  established;  but  the 
efi'ect  has  been  that  special  juries  are 
now  prepared  to  try  certain  offences 
from  among  the  very  men  whom  the 
Sheriffs,  when  they  had  the  power, 
selected.  It  is  a  modest  proposal  to 
ask  that  the  Grown  Prosecutor  shall 
have  the  right  of  challenge  limited  to 
this  specified  amount  in  cases  where 
there  is  no  question  of  the  juror  being 
biassed,  or  disqualified  by  prejudice. 
If  the  hon.  Member  had  proposed  that 
the  right  of  challenge  should  be  un- 
limited on  the  part  of  the  accused,  and 
limited  on  the  part  of  the  Grown,  he 
would  have  appealed  with  strong  reason 
to  the  sympathies  of  fair-minded  men ; 
but  when  he  asks  that  there  shall  be  the 
same  right  on  either  side,  then,  having 
regard  to  the  history  of  juries  in  Ire- 
land, to  the  process  of  selection  that  has 
gone  on,  and  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
right  of  challenge  has  been  abused,  it  is 
a  modest  and  reasonable  proposed.  I 
would  ask  the  Gommittee  to  remember 
this — that  if  ever  a  question  arises  be- 
tween landlord  and  tenant  to  be  decided 
by  civil  action  before  a  Judge  and  jury, 
counsel  invariably  recommend  the  land- 
lord by  all  means  to  serve  notice  for  a 
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special  jury,  saying  that  is  the  way  to 
try  agrarian  disputes  by  civil  action. 
Now,  if  they  are  to  get  this  for  the  trial 
of  criminal  cases,  nothing  has  ever  been 
passed  in  any  Coercion  Bill  so  com- 
pletely reversing  all  my  ideas  of  fair 
play  as  to  allow  this  unlimited  right  of 
challenge  in  addition  to  allowing  these 
special  juries. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  90; 
Noes  218 :  Majority  128.— (Div.  List, 
No.  197.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  Clause  3 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester) :  I  certainly 
do  not  intend  to  occupy  the  time  of  the 
Committee  at  this  late  hour  (12.35);  but 
in  one  word  I  desire  to  say,  before  this 
clause  passes,  that  I  protest  against  it 
most  earnestly,  in  the  name,  at  any  rate, 
of  one  part  of  the  United  Kingdom — of 
my  own  constituency.  They,  I  know, 
feel  that  a  clause  like  this  will  remove 
trial  by  jury  from  the  influence  of  the 
average  opinion  of  a  district  and  place 
it  in  the  hands  of  the  landlord  class. 
We  are,  by  this  clause,  removing  trials 
for  alleged  offences  in  a  proclaimed  dis- 
trict from  the  jurisdiction  of  the  average 
opinion  of  that  district,  and  are  putting 
them  within  the  jurisdiction  of  average 
landlordism,  which  is,  in  other  words, 
the  average  opinion  of  a  particular 
class.  How  wo  can  expect  to  produce 
peace  and  contentment  in  Ireland  by 
imposing  upon  the  people  of  that  coun- 
try a  measure  which  we  should  not 
tolerate  ourselves  without  insurrection 
by  violence  surpasses  my  comprehension. 
Never  in  the  history  of  this  country  has 
any  such  oppressive  law  been  passed 
without  producing  a  spirit  of  violent 
rebellion ;  and  if  it  does  not  produce 
this  in  Ireland,  it  is  only  because  of  the 
extreme  smallness  of  the  population, 
and  the  disarmed  weakness  of  the 
people.  On  these  grounds  I  most 
earnestly  protest  against  the  passing  of 
this  clause 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  wish.  Sir,  to  suggest  to  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary, as  he  was  out  of  Order  in 
making  a  statement  upon  this  clause 
earlier  in  the  Sitting,  that  perhaps  he 
would  like  to  make  it  now.  He  would 
be  perfectly  in  Order  now.  He  may  not 
be  aware  of  that  fact ;  therefore  I  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  letting  him  know. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  211; 
Noes  83:  Majority  128.— (Div.  list, 
No.  198.) 

The  CHIEF  SECRETAEY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.J.Balfour)  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  beg  to  move.  Sir,  that  you  do  now 
report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr,  A.  J. 
Balfour f) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

MOTION. 


EAST   INDIA   AND    CHINA    MAIL 
CONTRACT.— RESOLUTION. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Contract  dated  the  18th  day  of 
March  1887,  for  the  conveyance  of  the  East 
India  and  China  Mails,  he  approved." — (Mr, 
Jackson,) 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness) :  I  beg,  Sir, 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 
At  this  late  hour  (1  o'clock),  as  many 
Members,  I  understand,  wish  to  speak 
upon  this  subject,  it  would  be  very  in- 
convenient to  proceed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Dr. 
Clarkf) — put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday. 
ORDURS  OF  THE  DAY. 

FIRST  OFFENDERS  BILL.— [Bill  189.] 
(Mr.  Soward  Vincenty  Lord  Randolph  Spencer 
Churchill^    SSir  Henry  SelwtH'Ibbetaonf   Mr, 
Hoare,    Mr.  Addison,    Mr.    Hastifiys,    Mr* 
Zawson,  Mr.  Molloy,) 

CONSIDERATION.      THIRD  READING. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now  con- 
sidered,"— {3lr.  Howard  Vincent,) — ^put, 
and  agreed  to, 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  Are  there  any 
Amendments  ? 

Mr.  HOWAHD  VINCENT  (Shef- 
field, Central) :  No. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford.  N.)  . 
Sir,  we  have  got  Ireland  excluded  from 
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this  measure;  but  I  have  not  the 
smallest  doubt  when  this  admirable  Bill 
reaches  the  House  of  Lords  there  will 
be  an  application  to  re-insert  Ireland, 
as  is  always  done  in  such  cases.  I  wish 
to  ask  the  Government  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Howard  Vin- 
cent) whether,  when  this  Bill  comes 
back  from  the  House  of  Lords,  they 
will  undertake  to  remove  any  such 
Amendment  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  (Newing- 
ton,  W.) :  Shall  I  be  in  Order,  Sir,  in 
moving  the  re-committal  of  this  Bill  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Question  has 
been  put,  that  it  be  now  considered. 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE :  I  was 
informed  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  that 
I  could  move  its  re-committal  at  this 
stage. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  Question  now, 
there  being  no  Amendment,  will  be  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time  ;  and  upon 
that  Question  being  put  from  the  Chair 
the  hon.  Gentleman  can  make  a  Motion. 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE:  Has  the 
Motion  been  put  from  the  Chair  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  will  put  that  Mo- 
tion. I  will  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  when  he  proposes  to 
take  the  third  reading,  and  on  that 
Question  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Rad- 
cli£fe  Cooke)  can  make  a  Motion. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  :  I  hope 
the  House  will  allow  the  third  reading 
to  be  taken  to-night. 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  is  competent  for 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Radcliffe 
Cooke),  when  I  put  that  Question,  to 
make  a  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." 

Mr.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE  :  I  hope 
the  House  will  not  now  read  this  Bill  a 
third  time ;  and  if  it  be  competent  for 
me  to  move  that  it  be  read  a  third  time 
this  day  three  months  I  will  make  that 
Motion.  But  perhaps  the  simplest 
course  for  me  to  pursue  now  will  be  to 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  in 
order  that  we  may  have  a  better  oppor- 
tunity than  we  can  have,  at  this  time 
of  the  morning  (1.55),  of  considering 
this  measure.  I  say  * '  considering  "  this 
Bill,  because,  though  it  has  been  read 
a  second  time,  and  has  been  committed 
and  re-committed,  there  are,  I  believe, 
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many  Members  of  this  House  who  voted 
for  it  under  a  misapprehension  of  what 
its  real  effect  is.     None  of  us,  I  think, 
can  have  forgotten  the  incisive  speech  in 
which  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Home  Secretary  (Mr.  Matthews)  con- 
I  demned  this  Bill,  root  and  branch,  when 
it  was  brought  in.     He  said  that  from 
beginning  to  end  of   it  there  was  no- 
thing good  ;   but  that,  if  it  were  pos- 
sible, he   would,  at  the  request  of  the 
promoters,  do  something  to  render  the 
Bill   as   harmless  as  possible,    though 
he  did  not  hold  out  much  hope  that 
he  would  be  able  to  render  even  that 
small  service  to  its  promoters.    The  Bill 
subsequently  re-appeared  in  this  House, 
and  I  suppose  that,  owing,  perhaps,  to 
the  pressure  of  work    from   which  we 
know  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man has  suffered,  he  was  unable  to  give 
the  attention  to  the  Bill  which  he  pro- 
mised the  promoters  he  would  endeavour 
to  give  ;  because,  while  he  declared  that 
it  was  a  very  harsh  measure,  and  that 
he  would  try  to  remove  its  harshness,  at 
the  same  time  preserving  what  he  pre- 
sumed was  the  object  of  the  promoters, 
when  the  Bill  came  back  to  this  House 
it  was  a  harsher  measure  than  when  it 
went  out  of  it.  But  if  I  give  an  instance 
or  two  in  proof  of  that,  perhaps— [**  Oh, 
oh  !  *'] — I  hope  I  am  not  trespassing  too 
much  on  the  time  of  the  House ;   but  it 
does  seem  to  me  that  the  liberties  of  a 
good  many  people  will  be  affected  by  this 
Bill,  and  it  does  seem  to  me  that  we  are  at 
liberty  to  discuss  it,  although  there  is  an- 
other Bill  on  the  Orders  which  other  hon. 
Members  wish  to  consider.      The  object 
which  the  promoters  of  this  Bill  have  in 
view  is  to  reform  persons  who,  for  the 
first  time  in  their  lives,  commit  some 
criminal  act — an  act  of  so  trivial  a  cha- 
racter, and  committed  under  such  circum- 
stances, that  the  Court  before  whom  they 
are  tried  and  convicted  may  think  that 
justice  would  be  done  and  the  interests 
of  society  satisfied  by  releasing  them  at 
once  without  any  punishment.      This  is 
the  class  of  offenders  intended  to  be  re- 
claimed by  this  Bill,  and  the  way  in 
which  the  promoters  of  this  Bill  propose 
to  reform  these  offenders  is  by  subject- 
ing them  afterwards  to  provisions  to  be 
found  in  the  most  stringent  Act  on  the 
Statute  Book.   [** No,  no!  "]  Somebody 
says  **No,  no! ''    I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther he  has  read  that  Statute.      It  is  a 
Statute  against  hardened  criminals — the 
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Prevention  of  Crime  Act  of  1871,  with 
the  amending  Act  of  1879.  That  Statute 
provides  that  these  criminals  shall  re- 
port themselves  to  the  police — that  they 
shall  from  time  to  time — every  month — 
send  in  a  report  of  their  residence,  where 
they  are,  and  shall  altogether  he  kept 
under  the  thumh  of  the  police  for  a  con- 
siderahle  period.  What,  in  point  of  fact, 
the  Legislature  said  in  the  Act  of  1871  to 
the  criminals  is,  in  effect,  this — ''You  are 
such  a  hardened  criminal ;  you  have  heen 
so  often  convicted ;  your  offence  now  is 
of  such  a  grave  character,  that  not  only 
must  you  he  severely  punished,  hut  since 
the  only  associates  you  have  belong  to 
the  criminal  classes,  society  must  be  pro- 
tected against  you  after  the  sentence  we 
have  passed  upon  you  expires,  and  there- 
fore we  impose  on  you  police  supervi- 
sion." What  the  promoters  of  this  Bill 
say  to  first  offenders  is,  in  effect,  this — 
"  You  are  not  a  hardened  criminal ;  you 
have  not  been  convicted  before;  your 
offence  is  so  trifling  that  we  are  going 
to  let  you  out  without  any  punishment 
at  all ;  your  associates  are  not  criminals  ; 
society  does  not  require  to  be  protected 
against  you;  therefore  we  will  subject 
you  to  police  supervision  " — and  police 
supervision  of  a  much  severer  character 
than  that  imposed  by  the  Act  of  1871.  I 
wonder  whether  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  belowme(Mr.  Matthews), 
who  said  the  Bill  was  too  stringent  when 
it  was  first  introduced,  has  ever  read  it 
and  compared  it  with  the  Bill  of  1871. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Central  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  cannot  have  com- 
pared the  two.  In  the  Act  of  1871 
there  is  a  regulation  that  prescribes  that 
a  person  under  police  supervision  shall 
report  himself  every  month  to  the  police 
authorities,  but  it  is  only  the  males  who 
have  so  to  report  themselves.  The  Legis- 
lature shrank  from  imposing  this  in  the 
case  of  women  ;  but  when  the  promoters 
of  this  Bill  introduced  it,  in  what  form 
did  they  introduce  it  ?  They  introduced 
the  provision  of  the  Act  of  1871,including 
the  exception ;  but  when  the  Bill  re-ap- 
peared in  the  House  it  no  longer  con- 
tained the  exception.  Consequently,  under 
the  measure  as  it  now  stands,  a  young 
woman — some  domestic  servant,  for  ex- 
ample, discharged — who,  for  some  trifling 
act  of  misconduct,  has  been  tried,  con- 
victed, and,  in  order  that  she  may  go 
into  service  again  and  reform  her  cha- 


racter, might  be  compelled  to  do  that 
which  the  Legislature  in  1871  shrank 
from  imposing  on  the  most  hardened 
criminals  of  her  sex.  Men  in  this  House 
have  voted  for  this  Bill  under  the  im- 
pression they  were  voting  for  an  act  of 
mercy.  An  hon.  Friend  who  was  beside 
me  just  now  said  he  would  support  me ; 
perhaps  he  is  in  another  part  of  the 
House.  \^A  laugh.']  The  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  laughs,  but  I  do  not 
think  it  is  a  very  laughing  matter. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiCHAKD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight): 
I  assure  the  hon.  Member  I  did  not 
laugh. 

Mb.  RADCLIFFE  COOKE :  It  was  a 
sound,  then,  that  I  mistook  for  laughter ; 
but  I  have  no  doubt  he  will  see  the  jus- 
tice of  my  remarks,  as  he  is  fully  ac- 
quainted with  the  effect  of  the  various 
Statutes  upon  the  subject.  Another 
reason  why  we  should  adjourn  this  de- 
bate and  have  an  exhaustive  discussion 
upon  the  third  reading  is,  that  the  Bill 
professes  to  create  a  class  of  amateur 
authorities,  responsible  to  no  one,  and 
over  whom  there  is  no  control  what- 
ever, and  upon  whose  report  the  first 
offender  may  be  subject  to  at  least 
a  year's  imprisonment  with  hard  labour. 
That  is  a  power  which  should  not  be 
entrusted  to  such  an  authority.  If  hon. 
Members  look  at  the  1st  clause.  Sub- 
section 3,  they  will  see  that  not  merely 
may  the  Court  order  the  offender  to 
report  himself  to  such  authority,  but 
that  such  authority  may  delegate  his 
power  to  someone  nominated  by  him- 
self. That  is  to  introduce  a  new  prin- 
ciple into  our  English  law,  and  to  create 
an  authority  that  ought  not  to  be 
created.  And  what  is  the  Bill  to  do; 
what  is  the  necessity  and  reason  for  it  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Central  Sheffield 
has  done  me  the  honour  of  communi- 
cating with  me  on  several  occasions, 
though  I  regret  to  say  that,  owing  to 
some  action  on  his  part,  I  found  it  my 
duty  to  lay  this  matter  before  the  House. 
I  thought  I  should  have  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  going  into  the  matter  in  Commit- 
tee. The  hon.  Member  assured  me,  before 
breaking  up  for  the  Whitsuntide  Recess, 
that  he  did  not  intend  to  go  on  with  the 
Committee  until  well  after  Whitsuntide ; 
but  on  the  21st  of  last  month  my  hon. 
Friend  took  it  in  Committee  and  passed 
it  through  Committee,  after  I  was  fully 
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assured  by  him  that  it  was  not  to  be 
taken.  I  ought  to  have  been  here  during 
the  Committee.  [*'  Hear,  hear !"]  Yes ; 
well,  I  was  asleep.  I  relied  on  the  assur- 
ance g^ven  me  by  the  hon.  Gentleman ; 
and  after  sitting  up  until  4  o'clock  in 
the  morning  every  day  that  week  I 
went  into  the  Beadine  Boom  and  fell 
asleep.  When  I  asked  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber afterwards  when  he  would  put  it 
down  for  third  reading,  he  said  he 
would,  if  he  could,  put  it  down  for 
some  day  when  I  could  not  be  pre- 
sent, or  when  I  was  not  likely  to  be 
present.  I  haye  gone  through  sufficient 
points  now  to  show  the  House  why  we 
ought  not  rashly,  and  without  further 
discussion,  to  pass  this  Bill  to-night. 
There  are  other  points  which  I  could  go 
into — some  of  them  very  serious.  The 
whole  policy  of  the  Bill  is  a  complete  re- 
versal of  what  I  think  the  sensible  and 
reasonable  policy  of  our  present  law. 
What  happens  now  ?  When  first  offen- 
ders have  been  tried  and  convicted,  and 
their  faults  are  of  such  a  character  that 
the  Court  thinks  they  should  be  let  out, 
they  are  let  out  on  their  own  recog- 
nizances to  come  up  for  judgment  when 
called  upon.  Does  the  hon.  Gentleman 
think  that  proceeding  is  a  failure  ?  For 
my  part,  I  think  it  a  great  success. 
Everyone  who  has  any  acquaintance 
with  our  Courts  knows  that  when  a 
prisoner  is  discharged,  to  come  up  for 
judgment  when  called  upon,  the  Judge 
addresses  him  thus,  and  says — ''John 
Smith,  the  effect  of  this  is  that  you  will 
now  be  discharged.  If  you  behave  your- 
self well,  and  lead  henceforth  an  honest 
and  respectable  life,  you  will  hear  no 
more  of  this."  And,  as  a  rule,  no  more 
is  heard  of  this  man ;  he  sinks  into  the 
mass  of  respectable  fellow-subjects.  The 
law  thinks  it  is  better  he  should  so  sink, 
rather  than  be  perpetually  harassed 
afterwards  by  police  supervision.  The 
policy  of  the  promoters  of  this  Bill  is  the 
exact  reverse  of  the  policy  of  the  pre- 
sent law ;  it  would  result  in  preventing 
them  from  becoming  respectable  persons 
again.  I  now  beg  to  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
this  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
Badcliffe  Cbo^^,)— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Thursday, 

Mr.  Radeliffe  Cooke 


DEEDS  OF  ARRANGEMENT  REGISTRA- 
TION BILL.— [Bill  231.] 

(Sir  Albert  Rollit^  Sir  Bemhard  Samuel»on,  Mr. 
Howard  Vincent,  Sir  John  Lubboel',  Mr.  Cod' 
dington,  Mr.  Lawton,) 

OOMMITTSE.     IFrogreis  20th  May.l 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

aause  11  (Debtors'  Act,  1869,  to 
apply  in  certain  cases). 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
BiGHARD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight): 
When  this  Bill  was  first  submitted  to 
me  I  had  not  sufficiently  considered  the 

g revisions  of  this  clause.  Since  then  I 
ave  had  the  opportuuity  of  doing  so, 
and,  on  the  whole,  I  think  the  proposed 
alteration  of  the  law  is  too  severe,  and, 
therefore,  that  this  clause  must  be 
omitted.  It  depends  upon  the  non-re- 
gistration of  a  deed,  and,  in  my  opinion, 
it  is  too  severe  a  step  to  make  it  a  cri- 
minal offence  when  credit  is  obtained 
simply  because  some  legal  step  has  been 
omitted ;  and  I  therefore  beg  to  move  the 
omission  of  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
Clause  11. — {Mr.  Attorney  Oeneral.) 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  The  proposition  may  be  too 
severe — I  do  not  venture  to  say  it  is  not ; 
but  does  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
Qeneral  mean  there  is  to  be  no  penalty 
whatever  for  obtaining  credit  after  a 
man  has  passed  away  his  property  by  a 
deed  ?  [Sir  Bichabd  Webster  :  Not 
registered.]  Not  registered !  but  he 
has  got  rid  of  his  property  and  business, 
and  obtains  credit  by  what  is  practically 
a  fraud.  It  was  to  prevent  the  obtain- 
ing credit  in  this  way  that  the  clause 
was  allowed  to  be  introduced  in  this 
form.  All  the  Chambers  of  Commerce 
attach  some  weight  to  it;  and,  there- 
fore, to  omit  the  clause  altogether  and 
put  in  no  other  I  think  is  rather  more 
than  can  be  expected. 

Sir  bichabd  WEBSTEB  :  I  am 
sorry  I  did  not  explain  myself  fully. 
This  clause  really  would  not  effect  what 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  desires.  I 
agree  with  him  that  this  system  of  ob- 
taining credit  when  a  man  has  passed 
away  his  property  should  be  stopped; 
but  that  will  be  dealt  with  under  the 
Bankruptcy  Law.    This  is  where  a  man 
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has  obtained  credit  when  he  has  not 
registered  a  deed.  Tlie  object  of  the 
Bill  is  to  secure  registration  of  such 
deeds,  and  if  you  are  Koing  to  deal  with 
the  general  offence  of  obtaining  credit 
you  should  deal  with  that  under  some 
general  Bankruptcy  Law,  and  not  in  a 
Bill  in  which  you  say  that  in  order  to 
make  the  deeds  valid  they  shall  be 
registered. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  The 
effect  of  not  registering  a  deed  ia  that 
you  do  not  disclose  it ;  non-discovery 
pure  and  simple  is  not  either  false  pre- 
tence or  fraud ;  but  if  this  clause  were 
passed,  a  creditor,  who  was  assured  of 
the  existence  of  a  deed,  could,  on  a  tech- 
nical point,  though  the  deed  was  dis- 
covered, obtain  a  conviction  for  misde- 
meanour. Undoubtedly  we  are  in  a 
difficulty,  because  there  is  no  trick  more 
common  nowadays  than  for  people  to 
settle  with  creditors  behind  the  back  of 
the  public,  and  then  come  and  get  credit; 
but  I  should  think  that  a  clause  that 
would  render  these  arrangements  void, 
and  compel  them  to  pay  creditors  in  full, 
would  be  sufficient  to  meet  that.  I 
think  it  would  be  highly  improper  to 
create  an  offence  of  this  kind.  If  it  is 
to  be  done,  it  should  be  done  in  some 
general  Bill ;  therefore  I  shall  support 
the  Motion  for  the  omission  of  the 
clause. 

8m  ALBERT  EOLLIT  (l8lington,8.): 
This  clause  was  inserted  in  consequence 
of  a  Resolution  carried  unanimously  by 
the  Chambers  of  Commerce;  but  I  think 
I  am  correct  in  saying  that  in  the  Bill, 
as  originally  framed,  there  was  no  such 
clause.  Seeing  that  objection  is  now 
taken  to  it  by  the  Attorney  Qeneral  on 
behalf  of  the  Oovemment,  and,  as  I  am 
told  it  cannot  possibly  be  conceded,  I 
feel  I  must  not  press  the  point. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  itruei:  oul. 


Clause  14  (Local  registration  of  ab- 
stract of  deeds). 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALT  (Cork) :  I 
have  an  Amendment  to  the  clause.  In 
jiage  4,  line  40,  at  the  end  of  Sub-section 
2,  I  beg  to  move  the  insertion  of  the 
■words — "This  section  shall  not  apply 
to  Ireland." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
40,  at  end  of  Bab-aection  2,  insert  the 
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words — "This  section  shall  not  apply  to 
Ireland." — {Mr.  Maurice  Bealtf.) 

Question,  "That  those  words  be  thsra 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill,"  pat, 
and  agreed  to. 

Clause  15  (AfiadavitB). 

On  the  Uotion  of  Mr.  Attormzy 
Oenekal,  the  following  Amendments 
made  :  — In  page  5,  line  3,  after  "  any," 
leave  out  "Commiseioners,"  and  insert 
"  person;"  and  in  page  4,  line  43,  leave 
out  from  "Master  of,"  to  "or  before," 
in  page  5,  line  3,  and  insert  "  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  in  Eng- 
land or  Ireland." 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  CsAifcs,  the 
followingAmendmentmade:— In  pages, 
line  4,  to  leave  out  "  Court,"  and  insert 
"Courts." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  S, 
line  4,  after  "Judicature,"  insert  the 
words  "Ireland  or  England."— (J/r. 
Chance.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOBNET  GENERAL   (Sir 

RlOHABD  WEBffTEB)  (Isls  of  Wight)  !    I 

think  that  is  rendered  unnecessary  by 
my  Amendment  just  passed. 

Mr.  chance  (Kjlkenny,  8.) :  I  do 
not  think  so,  as  I  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  will  find  by  reading 
on  to  the  context. 

Sia  ALBERT  ROLLIT :  May  I, 
as  a  mere  matter  of  drafting,  venture 
to  suggest  that  it  should  read  "Eng- 
land or  Ireland?"  This  wilt  conform 
to  other  clauses. 

Amendment  amended,  and,  as  amended, 
agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  16  (Fees). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attoeney 
OEiTEnAL,  the  fallowing  Amendments 
made: — In  page  S,  line  13,  after  "1875," 
insert  "as  regards  England,  and  the 
eighty- fourth  section  of  '  The  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Act,  1877,' 
as  regards  Ireland;"  and  in  line  14, 
leave  out  "this  section,"  and  insert 
"  these  sections  respectively." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  17  (Rules). 
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On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney 
Oeneral,  the  following  Amendment 
made : — In  page  5,  line  19,  leave  out 
''  and  regulations.'' 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Chance,  the 
following  Amendment  made :  — In  page  5, 
line  20,  after  "1881,"  insert  '*as  re- 
gards England,  and  *  The  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Act,  1877,' 
as  regards  Ireland." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiCHABD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  I 
think  the  Committee  will  remember  that 
Clause  4  was  postponed  for  the  purpose 
of  drafting  the  new  clause  which  I  now 
propose  to  substitute.  It  is  practically 
the  same,  with  the  difference  mat  in  the 
original  clause  there  is  a  mixing  up  of 
the  enacting  and  interpreting  part,  and 
it  was  suggested  that  these  would  be 
better  divided  into  two  clauses,  a  course 
which  recommended  itself  to  the  pro- 
moters. It  was  suggested  by  those  who 
consulted  me,  and  I  do  not  think  there 
is  any  objection  to  the  new  clause.  It 
explains  that  the  Act  should  include  only 
deeds  executed  by  a  debtor  for  the  benefit 
of  his  creditors,  and  by  changing  the  lan- 
guage of  the  fifth  line  I  have  put  this 
beyond  doubt ;  and,  save  this  alteration, 
the  clause  is  the  same  as  the  original 
Clause  4. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney 
Oeneral,  Postponed  Clause  4  omitted. 

New  Clause : — 

(Application  of  Act.) 

''(1.)  This  Act  shall  apply  to  every  deed  of 
arrangement  as  defined  in  this  section  executed 
after  the  commencement  of  this  Act." 

(Deeds  to  which  the  Act  applies.) 

**  (2.)  A  deed  of  arrangement  to  which  this 
Act  applies  shall  include  any  of  the  following 
instruments,  whether  under  seal  or  not,  executed 
by,  for,  or  in  respect  of  the  affairs  of  a  debtor 
for  the  benefit  of  his  creditors  generally  (other- 
wise than  in  pursuance  of  the  Law  for  the  time 
being  in  force  relating  to  bankruptcy),  that  is 
to  say: — 

"  (a.)  An  assignment  of  property ; 

^  "  (b.)  A  deed  of  or  agreement  for  a  composi- 
tion;  **  And  in  cases  where  creditors  of  a  debtor 
obtain  any  control  over  his  property  or  busi- 
ness:— 

.  **  (c.)  A  deed  of  inspectorship  entered  into 
for  the  purpose  of  carrj'ing  on  or  winding 
up  a  business ; 

"  (d.)  A  letter  of    license   authorising   the 
debtor  or  any  other  person  to  manage,  I 


carry  on,  realise,  or  dispose  of  a  bnsineM 
with  a  view  to  the  payment  of  debts; 
and 

"(e.)  Any  agreement  or  instrument  entered 
into  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  or 
winding  up  the  debtor's  bosinesa,  or 
authorising  the  debtor  or  any  other  per- 
son to  manage,  carry  on,  realise,  or  dis- 
pose of  the  debtor's  business,  with  a  view 
to  the  payment  of  his  debts."— (ifr. 
Attorney  Genermt,) 

— hrought  upf  and  read  a  first  and  second 
time,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attomtey 
General,  the  following  Amendment 
made  : — In  page  5,  after  Clause  17,  in- 
sert the  following  Clause : — 

(Interpretation  terms.) 

''In  this  Act,  unless  the  context  otherwise 
requires,—'  Court  or  a  Judg^ '  means  the  High 
Court  of  Justice  and  any  Judge  thereof  ;  *  per- 
son '  includes  a  body  of  persons  coiporate  or 
unincorporate ;  '  prescribed '  means  prescribed 
by  rules  to  be  made  under  this  Act ;  '  property ' 
has  the  same  meaning  as  the  same  expression 
has  in  '  The  Bankruptcy  Act,  1883  ;  *  '  Boles ' 
includes  forms." 

Schedule. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attornst 
General,  the  Schedule  struck  out  of  the 
BiU. 

Preamble. 

Mr.  chance  :  The  Preamble  re- 
quires some  slight  amendment,  owing 
to  the  omission  of  the  Schedule  that  has 
just  passed. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Chance,  the 
following  Amendments  made :  —  In 
page  1,  line  2,  leave  out  the  word 
"  trader ;  "  and  in  line  4,  leave  out  the 
word  "Act,"  and  insert  the  words 
"  Acts  in  England  and  Ireland." 

Preamble,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next,  and  to  be 
printed.     [BiU  283.] 

MOTIOirS. 

OYSTER  AND  MUSSEL    FISHERIES   PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDER    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Baron  Henry  De  Worms,  Bill 
to  confirm  an  Order  made  by  the  Board  of 
Trade,  under  '*The  Sea  Fisheries  Act,  1868/* 
relating  to  Poole  (Wareham  Channel},  ordertd 
to  be  brought  in  by  Baron  Henry  Do  Worms 
and  Mr.  Jackson. 

BiHprsiented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  279.] 
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LOOAL  GOYISBNMENT  FB0VI8I0NAL  0BDEB8 

(no.  5.)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Long,  Bill  to  oonfinn  cer- 
tain ProTisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Grovem- 
ment  Board  relating  to  the  Local  Government 
DistrictB  of  Chesham  and  Hindley,  the  City  of 
Norwich,  and  the  Richmond  ana  West  Kent 
Main  Sewerage  Districts,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Long  and  Mr.  Bitchie. 
BiXLpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  280.] 

LOOAL  aoVEENMEKT  PBOYISIONAL  0BDER8 

(NO.   6)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Long,  Bill  to  confirm  cer- 
tain Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  City  of  Bath,  the 
Local  Government  Districts  of  Birstal  and 
Dalton-in-Fumess,  the  City  of  Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne,  and  the  Borough  of  Southport,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Long  and  Mr.  Ritchie. 
Bin  presented,  and  read  the  fint  time.  [Bill  281 

LOCAL  OOYEBNMENT  PBOYISIONAL  0 

(no.   7)   BILL.  /- 

On  Motion  of  ^Ir.\Long,*Bill  to  confirm  cer- 
tain Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  relating  to  the  Borough  of  Black- 
pool, the  Improvement  Act  District  of  Bourne- 
mouth, the  Borough  of  Dew^ury  and  the  Local 
Grovemment  District  of  Heckmondwike,  and 
the  Improvement  Act  Districts  of  Milford, 
Rhyl,  and  West  Worthing,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Long  and  Mr.  Ritchie. 
[hmpreeented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  282.] 

LAW  AGENTS  (SCOTLAND)  ACT  (1878) 

AMBND^NT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  Bill  to 
amend  ''  The  Law  Agents  (Scotland)  Act, 
1873,"  ordered  to  be  brought  m  by  Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Sir  Lyon  Playfair,  Dr.  Caiineron,  Mr. 
Haldane,  and  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson. 
BUXpreunUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  284.] 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (WALES) 

(no.   2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  ^r,  Mundella,  Bill  to  promote 
Intermediate  Education  in  Wales,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Mnndella,  Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan,  Mr.  Ritshard,  Sir  Hussev  Vivian,  Mr. 
Bathbone,  Mr.  Stuart  Bendel,  ana  Mr.  William 
Abraham. 
BnXpreunted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  285.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
V  before  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    00MM0N8, 
WedffMday,  %th  June,  1887. 

MINIJTES.J^PuBUc  Bills  «*C<MMmt»M—Cri« 
minal  La^  Amendment  (Ireland)  [217] 
IFourteenth  JVi^A<]— n.p. 

PBOYISIONAL  OaDBa  BiLLS  —  Ordered  ^  First 
Reading— lAcal  Government  (No.  8)  *  [286]. 

Second  Reading^Tnmmtijs  (No.  2)  •  [271]. 

VOL,  OCC:^V.     [third  8BBXE8.] 


PRIVATE  BUSINESS. 


MANCHESTER  SHIP  CANAL  BILL. 

MOTION    70B    LEAVE,      FIB8T    BEADING. 

Mb.  HOULDSWOBTH  (Manchester, 
N.W.) :  I  beg  to  move — 

**  That  the  Standing  Orders  be  suspended, 
and  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
enable  the  Manchester  Ship  Canal  Company  to 
raise  a  portion  of  their  capital  by  means  of  pre- 
ference shares,  and  that  Mr.  Houldsworth,  Mr. 
Jacob  Bright,  Sir  James  Fergusson,  Sir  Henry 
Roscoe,  the  Honourable  Alan  de  Tatton  Egerton, 
Mr.  Addison,  and  Mr.  Elliott  Lees  do  prepare 
and  bring  it  in.*' 

Mb.  WHTI'LEY  (Liverpool,  Ever- 
Tobject  to  the  Motion, 
r.  SPEAKER:  This  is  not  a  stage 
of  a  Bill,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
perceive ;  but  it  is  only  a  Motion  for  the 
suspension  of  the  Standing  Orders. 
When  the  Queation  is  put,  the  hon. 
Member  can  take  any  aotion  in  regard 
to  it  which  he  thinks  proper,  but  he  can- 
not secure  the  postponement  of  the 
Motion  by  simply  objecting  to  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 

''That  the  Standing  Orders  be  suspended, 
and  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
enable  the  Manchester  Ship  Caxul  Company  to 
raise  a  portion  of  their  capital  by  means  of  pre- 
ference shares,  and  that  Mr.  Houldswortb,  Mr. 
Jacob  Bright,  Sir  James  Fergusson,  Sir  Henry 
Roscoe,  the  Honourable  Alan  de  Tatton  Egerton, 
Mr.  Addison,  and  Mr.  Elliott  Lees  do  prepare 
and  bring  it  in.*'— (Afr.  Houldsworth,) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEAlLY  (Longford,  N.): 
Perhaps  some  Member  of  Her  Majesty's 
Oovernment  will  make  a  statement  to 
the  House  in  regard  to  this  very  impor- 
tant matter.  I  presume  that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  is  to  enable  interest  to  be 
paid  out  of  capital. 

Mb.  HOULDSWOBTH:  The  Motion 
which  I  have  ventured  to  propose  is  one 
of  a  very  simple  character,  and  I  think 
I  oan,  in  a  very  few  words,  place  the 
House  in  fuU  possession  of  the  facts  of 
the  case.  The  House  will  be  aware  that 
the  Manchester  Ship  Canal  Bill  was 
passed  by  Parliament  two  years  ago  for 
the  construction  of  an  important  under- 
taking which  is  considered  of  vital  im- 
portance to  the  interests  of  Lancashire. 
During  that  time  efforts  had  been  made 
to  raise  the  necessary  capital,  and  I  am 
not  here  to-day  to  say  to  the  House  that 
those  efforts  have  in  the  slighest  degree 
been  unsuocessfnl.  On  the  contrary,  I 
am  in  a  position  to  say  that  very  nearly 
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£4,000,000  have  been  subscribed  in 
Lancashire  alone,  out  of  the  £8,000,000 
of  the  share  capital  that  is  required  for 
this  undertaking.  I  may  remind  the 
House  that  this  is  a  very  large  under- 
taking, involving  a  sum  of  not  less  than 
£10,000,000,  of  which  £8,000,000  are  to 
be  share  capital,  and  £2,000,000  bor- 
rowed capital. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Courtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) :  I 
am  unwilling  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, but,   perhaps,  he  will  allow  me  to 
make  a  suggestion,  which  I  think  will 
save  the  time  of  the  House,  and  will 
only  involve  a  very  short  statement  from 
me.    I  aee  tiMt»  ftlil  ijwp  tliiyee  Motions 
down  on  the  Paper  in  refercrlilf^^to  this 
Bill  in  the  name  of  the  hon.  Memhei-. 
The  first  is  for  the  suspension  of  the 
Standing  Orders,  in  order  to  enable  the 
Bill  to  be  brought  in.     The  second  is 
for  the  suspension  of  farther  Standing 
Orders,  so  that  a  Motion  may  be  made 
'^  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  first  time ; " 
and  the  third  is  a  Motion  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.     Now,  the  first  and 
second  of  these  stages  may  be  taken  to- 
day without  provoking  much  discussion  ; 
but  the  third  stage  cannot  be  taken  if 
any  Member  objects  to  it,  and  must  of 
necessity  go  over  until  to-morrow.    No 
doubt,  when  that  Motion  is  made,  there 
will  be  a  discussion  upon  it,  and  therefore 
I  think  it  may  be  for  the  convenience  of 
the  House  to  agree  to  the  present  Mo- 
tion, and  to  permit  the  first  and  second 
stages  of  the  Bill  to  be  taken,  on  the 
understanding  that  the  discussion  upon 
the  whole  merits  of  the  Bill  will  be 
taken  on  the  Motion  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time.    The  Motion  to  suspend 
the  Standing  Orders  in  order  to  enable 
the  Bill  to  be  brought  in  is  in  itself  a 
matter  of  some  importance  ;  but  I  think 
the  first  and  second  Motions  may  be 
agreed  to,  in  order  to  save  the  time  of 
the  House.     The  discussion,  which  I 
presume  will  relate  to  the  financial  con- 
dition of  the  concern,  can  be  fittingly 
taken  on  the  proposal  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time. 

Mr.  HOULDSWOETH  :  I  am  per- 
fectly ready  to  assent  to  the  course  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  being  taken. 
Mb.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  &c.) :  Be- 
fore that  proposal  is  accepted  by  the 
House,  I  should  like  to  say  a  word  or 
two.  I  think  that  the  proposal  made 
by  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means 

Mr.  SouU^orth 


is  not,  under  the  circumstances,  an 
unreasonable  one  —  namely,  that  the 
first  and  second  Motions  which  stand  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
West  Manchester  (Mr.  Houldsworth) 
should  be  adopted  now;  but  I  would 
suggest  that,  instead  of  the  discussion 
being  taken  to-morrow  upon  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  it 
should  be  postponed  for  at  least  a  week, 
because  this  is  the  very  first  occasion  on 
which  these  three  Notices  have  appeared 
on  the  Paper  at  all.  Personally,  I  knew 
nothing  of  them  until,  by  mere  accident, 
I  discovered  them  when  I  opened  my 
Parliamentary  Papers  this  morning. 
Many  hon.  Members  who  are  interested 
in  the  question  knew  nothing  about 
this  Bill,  and  I  think  it  is  desirable 
iho^  ample  time  should  be  afiforded  for 
considering  it.  Therefore,  I  hope  the 
House,  while  adopting  the  suggestion 
of  the  Ch^airman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
will  modify  i^  to  this  extent,  that  it  will 
adjourn  Motion  No.  4  for  the  second 
reading  for  a  we\ek. 

Mr.  JACOB  BpiGHT  (Manchester, 
S.W.) :  I  hope  th^  House  will  consent 
to  the  suggestion  w^ch  has  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Membebr  for  Bodmin  (Mr. 
Courtney).     The  onwr  motive  for  press- 
ing this  Bill  forward  Rapidly  is  that  the 
promoters  have  almo9|t  no  time  left  at 
their  disposal.     It  is  ^l^solutely  neces- 
sary for  them  to  raise  tlie  whole  of  their 
capital  before  the  dth  ot*  August,  or  the 
whole  scheme  will  collek^se.     They  see 
their  way  to  raising  it,  if  ^ey  can  obtain 
the  powers  proposed  to  bi  given  by  this 
Bill,  and  the  whole  matte*  will  then  be 
settled.     If,  however,  thel  discussion  on 
the  second  reading  is  pclBtponed  for  a 
week,  it  will  very  much  itkperil  the  suc- 
cess of  the  scheme.  *■ 

The  SECEETARY  to  'jthe  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (Baron  H.  *Dk  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth)  :  I  think  it 
would  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House  that  a  measure  |bf  this  im- 
portance should  be  postponed  from 
to-day  until  this  day  w4ek.  I  ex- 
press no  opinion  with  regard  to  the 
merits  of  the  Bill  itself;  'but  I  may 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
North- West  Manchester  (Mr.  Houlds- 
worth) that  the  Board  of  TVade  have 
had  no  notice  whatever  that  the  Bill  was 
coming  on,  and  as  it  involves  questions 
of  enormous  importance,  I  /cannot  con- 
sent to  any  arrangement  Ui  ruab  a  mat* 
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ter  of  Booh  great  ma^Ditude  through  M;  hon.  Friend  asks  the  Hodba  to  sue- 

the  House  without  Notice.  pend  its  Standing  Orders  in  order  to 

Mh.  WHITLEY  :  The  proposal  now  enable  this  Bill  to  be  brought  in.  and  if 

made  by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Houlds-  that  proposal  is  assented  to,  the  effect 

worth)  on   behalf  of  the  promoters  of  will  be  to  take  away  from  the  Standinfr 

this  Bill  i^  one  of  the  most  serious  which  Order  Committee  tlieir  power  and  duty 

can  occupy  the  attention  of  this  House,  of  expressing  an  opinion  upon  the  mea- 

Ify  hon.  Friend  proposes,  by  tha  Bill,  sure.     I  certainly  cannot  help  thinking 

to  enable  the  Manchester  Hhip  Canal  that  this  House,  without  possesBiog  the 

Company  to  raise  a  portion  of  their  slightest   knowledge    whatever  of  the 

capital  by  means  of  preference   shares  matter,  should  not  bo  asked  to  suspend 

upon  the  undertaking  which  has  already  the   whole  of  its    Standing  Orders.     It 

roceired  the  sanction  of  Parliament.     I  is  a  very  dangerous  principle  which  my 

will  remind  the  House  that  when  the  hon.  Friend  proposes  to  introduce.     I, 

Company     introduced     their     measure  therefore,  feel  it  a  sense  of  duly  to  move 

originally,  they  failed  to  carry  it,  and  the  rejection  of  the  proposition  which 

when  it  was  subsequently  submitted  to  has  been  made  by  my  hon.  Friend. 

a  Selett  Committee,  the  Committee  made  Mb.  SPEAKER:  It  is  not  necessary 

it  a  condition  upon  which  the  consent  of  to  move  the  rejection  of  the  Motion. 

Parliament    should    be    given    to    the  The  question  is — "That  the  Standing 

Bill,    that  the  Company   should  raise  Orders  be  suspended,"  and  that  Motion 

£5,000,000    of    capital     before    com-  may  be  met  by  a  negative, 

menoing  their  works.  At  the  present  mo-  Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  feel  it  right  to 

ment,  scoording  to  a  statement  contained  say  that,  although  I  asked  some  Member 

in  a  paper  which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  the  of  the  Ooveroment  to  make  a  statement 

Company  have  only  raised  £3.000,000,  in  reference  to  the  matter,  I  take  no  ob- 

and   they    now   propose    to  alter   the  jeotion  to  the  proposal, 

whole  of  the  conditions   which   were  QuesUon  put,  and  agreed  to. 

made  with  them  by  the  Committee  when  ,,    .            ,          ,  „               ,  «,,    . 

they  granted  the  BiU.    They  propose.  Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 

in    fact,   to  raise    a  portion    of    their  the  Standing  Orders  be  suspendod,  and 

capital  by  preference  stares  in  conneo-  t)""'  ,*>»«  ,^'U   be    now    read    the  first 

tion  with  an  undertaking  in  regard  to  time,'— (Jfr.  Houldtworth,)  -  ^^xt,  and 

which  the  original  capittd  has  not  been  ^y""  '<*• 

subscribed.    Now,  I  venture  to  think  Bill  read  the  first  time, 

that  such  a  proposition  was  never  before  Mb.  HOULDS  WORTH  (Manchester, 

made  to  this  House,  and  I  think  it  is  ^.W.):    I   now  beg  to  moyo-"Thnt 

one  which  real  y  requires  a  great  deal  standing  Orders  62,  204,  ^23,  and  23Ji 

Of  senouB  consideration  before  the  House  ^^  auspended,  and  that  the  Bill  be  now 

consents  to  sanction  so  new  and  eo  im-  „ad  a  second  time."     I  am  very  anxious 

gortant  a  principle,  and  to  suspend  the  ^^     ^^^^^  ^-^^  j^e  Bill  as  rapidly  as 

Standing    Orders  in    a  way  that    has  po^ible;  but  I  have  no  objection  to  the 

never  been    previously  proposed.     The  ^„  o^al  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 

undertaking    given    by    the    Company  ^^^^^  jj^^^  ^y^^  discussion  on  tho  Motion 

when  they  obtained  their  Bill  was  that  f„^  ^^^  ^^^^^  ,^ji„     should  be  taken 

they  would  raise  a  capital  of  £5,000,000  to.morrow. 

in  advance  before  Uiey  proceeded   to  „               ■,         ,  n       .                  , 

commence  their  works,  and  power  was  Motion  m^e,  and  Question  proposed, 

given   to  them  to  pay  interest  out  of  "That  Standing  Orders  62    204    22^ 

capital  whUe  the   works  were  in  course  ^^^  235  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill 

of  construction.     Not  content  with  that  *>«  "ow   read    a   second    time.  '— (ifr. 

privilege,  they  are  now  seeking  to  in-  Soult/tworth.) 

troduoe  a  new  principle,  and  one  which  TheOHAIBMAN  op  COMMITTEES 

must  be  regarded  as  even  more  objec-  (Mr.  Coustkey)   (Cornwall,  Bodmin)  : 

tionable,   and  that  is  the  principle   oj  If  the  Motion  for  the  second  reading  is 

raising  money  by  means  of  preference  objected  toby  any  hon.  Member  it  must 

stock  upon  an  engagement  to  pay  in-  of  necessity  stand  over. 

terest  out  of  the  original  capital.     I  da  Ma.  HOUliDSWOETH:  The  sugges- 

think  that  this  is  a  very  serious  matter,  tion  made  by  the  hon.  Member  was  that 
2  X  :j 
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it  should  stand  over  until  to-morrow; 
and,  although  I  should  have  preferred 
to  take  the  second  reading  now,  I 
will  make  no  objection  to  that  course 
being  adopted .  Another  suggestion  has, 
however,  been  made  by  the  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade — namely,  that  the 
second  reading  be  postponed  until  this 
day  week.  I  shall  be  perfectly  ready  to 
accept  a  compromise,  and  postpone  the 
Motion  until  Monday.  It  is  of  the 
utmost  importance  to  make  rapid  pro- 
gress with  the  Bill.  I  believe  the  matter 
stands  in  this  position — That  the  whole 
capital  for  this  important  undertaking 
can  be  raised  if  we  pass  the  Bill  within 
the  next  two  or  three  weeks.  If  it  is 
postponed  beyond  that  time,  and  the 
powers  of  the  promoters  should  lapse, 
the  whole  of  the  enormous  expenditure 
which  has  been  incurred  in  getting  the 
Bill  through  Parliament  will  be  entirely 
thrown  away.  I  should,  therefore,  be 
glad  to  make  this  compromise.  I  have 
no  wish  in  any  way  to  take  the  House 
by  surprise ;  and  if  the  promoters  had 
not  been  driven  into  a  corner  it  would 
not  have  been  necessary  to  press  forward 
this  Bill. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne):  I  think  that  the  compro- 
mise suggested  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North- West  Manchester  is  a  perfectly 
reasonable  one.  I  know  it  is  possible  that 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  may 
object  to  the  time  of  the  House  being 
consumed  on  Monday  in  a  discussion 
upon  a  Private  Bill,  but  I  am  informed 
by  those  who  ought  to  know,  that  the 
time  likely  to  be  occupied  in  this  busi- 
ness will  not  be  very  long.  If  a  further 
delay  is  insisted  upon,  it  may  be  fatal  to 
the  Bill,  and,  therefore,  I  hope  the  Go- 
vernment will  consent  to  the  course  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member. 

Baeon  henry  DE  WORMS:  I 
have  no  wish  to  offer  any  factious  oppo- 
sition to  the  measure ;  but  the  matter  is 
one  of  very  great  importance,  not  only 
to  the  House,  but  to  the  Department 
with  which  I  am  immediately  concerned. 
The  Board  of  Trade  has  never  been  con- 
sidted  at  all  in  regard  to  the  Bill.  The 
first  notice  I  had  was  when  I  saw  this 
morning  the  three  Motions  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  North- West  Manchester  on 
the  Paper.  No  notice  whatever  had 
previously  been  given  to  the  Board  of 
Trade.  I  might  have  met  the  hon.  Mem- 


Hr,  ffuuid^tr^th 


ber's  proposals  by  moving  that  the  Bill 
be  referred  to  the  Examiners,  or  to  the 
Standing  Order  Committee.  I  do  not 
wish  to  act  in  any  unreasonable  way ; 
but  I  think  that  it  is  only  fair  to  ask 
for  a  week's  time  in  order  that  both  the 
Government  and  the  House  may  take 
this  very  important  measure  into  con- 
sideration. Under  these  circumstances, 
I  do  not  think  that  I  ought  to  consent 
to  the  compromise  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mr.  BRADLA.UGH  (Northampton) : 
I  trust  that  the  Government  will  accept 
the  proposal  to  take  the  second  reading 
on  Monday.  The  Government  them- 
selves admit  the  importance  of  the  mea- 
sure, but  its  importance  rests  upon  the 
financial  arrangements  proposed ;  and, 
seeing  that  even  a  few  days  delay  may 
imperil  the  whole  scheme,  and  that  it 
may  be  equally  satisfactorily  dealt  with 
on  Monday  as  on  Wednesday,  I  trust 
the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
give  way. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS :  With 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  I  will  say 
that,  on  the  clear  and  distinct  under- 
standing that  the  discussion  upon  the 
Bill  will  not  occupy  a  long  time  on 
Monday,  the  Government  will  consent 
to  its  being  taken  on  that  day. 

Debate  adjourned  i\)l  Monday  next. 
Q  UJE8TI0N. 

COAL    MINES— THE    COLLIERY   AGCI- 
DENT  AT  MOTHERWELL. 

Mr.  D.  CRAWFORD  (Lanark,  N.E.) : 
I  beg  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  a  Question,  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  coal  pit  accident  at  Motherwell, 
by  which  three  men  were  killed  and 
others  injured ;  and  whether  he  would 
cause  an  immediate  inspection  to  be 
made  as  to  the  cause  of  the  accident  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  only 
know  of  this  accident  from  what  I  have 
seen  in  the  newspapers.  I  have  not  yet 
received  any  official  information ;  but  I 
have  telegraphed  to  the  Inspector  to  at 
once  inspect  the  colliery,  and  to  make  an 
immediate  Report. 
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ORDERS    OF  THE  BAT. 

CKIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  (IRE- 

LAND)  BILL.— [Bill  217.] 
(Mr,  A,  J.  Balfour y  Mr,  Sieretanj  Matthews,  Mr, 
Attorney  General,  Mr,    Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.) 

COMMITTEE.    [^Pfogresi  6th  June,"] 

[fourteenth  NIGHl'.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Ck)mmittee.) 
Special  Juky  and  Eemoval  of  Trial. 
Clause  3  (Order  for  special  jury). 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.), 
in  moving  as  an  Amendment  in  page  3, 
to  leave  out  in  line  15  to  line  18,  inclu- 
sive, the  words — 

"  Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  law 
relating  to  the  place  of  trial  of  offences  com- 
mitted in  Ireland,  for  securing  more  fair  and 
impartial  trials,  and  for  relieving  jurors  from 
danger  to  their  lives,  property,  and  business, 
be  it  enacted — " 

said :  The  passage  to  which  I  object 
precedes  the  enacting  part  of  the  clause 
as  a  preamble.  The  statements  con- 
tained in  it  are  false  and  absurd,  and  as 
this  preamble  does  not  affect  the  enact- 
ing part  of  the  clause.  I  think  it  may 
well  be  omitted.  The  Gt)yemment  pro- 
pose to  secure  the  trial  of  persons  charged 
with  political  offences  by  one  section  of 
the  community  in  Ireland,  and  they  de- 
clare in  this  preamble  that  it  may  be 
expedient  to  change  the  venue  in  order 
to  secure  more  fair  and  impartial  trials, 
and  to  relieve  jurors  from  danger  to 
their  lives,  property,  and  business. 
Whatever  view  may  be  taken  of  the 
necessity  of  securing  more  fair  and  im- 
partial trials,  the  pretence  that  this  Bill 
will  relieve  jurors  from  danger  to  their 
lives,  property,  and  business  is  ridicu- 
lous, because  in  no  case,  with  one  ex- 
ception, throughout  the  entire  history  of 
Ireland,  has  any  juror  been  subjected  to 
injury  or  harm  in  consequence  of  having 
acted  as  a  juror.  That  one  case  is  all 
the  Government  have  to  go  upon,  and 
no  other  juryman  who  has  given  a  ver- 
dict in  favour  of  the  Crown,  either  in 
1848,  1865-6-7,  1870,  or  in  the  three 
years  of  the  last  Crimes  Act,  although 
hundreds  of  jurymen  have  been  con- 
cerned, has  ever  sustained  injury.  In 
the  case  of  the  solitary  juryman  who 
was  attacked — Mr.  Field — the  men  were 


{ JuNB  8, 1887}    Amendmini  (Ireland)  Bill.  1354 

caught  and  hanged.  Therefore  I  main- 
tain that  to  ask  the  Committee  to  place 
on  the  Statute  Book  a  formal  declara- 
tion of  this  kind  without  the  slightest 
pretence  for  it  is  asking  a  great  deal  too 
much.  It  will  not  add  one  hair's  breadth 
to  the  enacting  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
nor  can  it  accomplish  any  good  object 
the  Government  can  have  in  view.  To 
ask  the  Irish  Members  quietly  to  assent 
to  a  useless  and  needless  libel  upon  their 
countrymen  is  to  ask  them  to  do  what  it 
is  impossible  for  them  to  do.  No  doubt 
Her  Majesty's  Government  may  force 
the  Committee  to  accept  this  preamble, 
for  they  have  their  majority  and  can  do 
very  much  as  they  Hke.  Nowadays, 
except  in  the  case  of  legislation  intro- 
duced by  some  amateur,  the  old  prac- 
tice of  prefacing  a  Bill  with  a  pre- 
amble has  been  altogether  abandoned. 
I  believe  the  last  instance  was  the  case 
of  the  Hares  and  Babbits  Bill.  No- 
body nowadays  thinks  of  inserting  a 
preamble  in  a  Bill,  and  unless  the  Go- 
vernment are  proud  of  their  own  drafting, 
the  least  they  ought  to  do  is  to  omit 
this  preamble.  I  therefore  hope  the 
Government  will  accept  my  Amendment. 
In  Ireland,  there  is  not  one  man  in  20 
who  possesses  the  qualification  of  a  com- 
mon juror,  and  there  is  not  one  in  50— 
I  believe  the  exact  number  is  one  in  64 
— who  possesses  the  qualification  of  a 
special  juror.  I  think  it  is  quite  enough 
to  ask  us  to  leave  in  the  hands  of  this 
gang  of  landlords  and  land  agents  the 
power  of  trying  the  cases  which  will 
arise  under  the  provisions  of  this 
measure,  but  to  ask  us  to  eLBsentpro/ormd 
to  this  libel  upon  our  countrymen  is 
asking  a  great  deal  too  much.  The  Go- 
vernment, in  this  measure,  are  seeking 
to  entrust  the  lives  and  liberties  of  the 
Irish  people  to  the  members  of  secret 
societies,  in  the  hope  that  by  that  means 
they  may  practically  stamp  out  those 
liberties,  and  it  is  a  gross  absurdity  to 
call  upon  us  to  assent  that  trials  by  jury 
in  Ireland  are  unfair  and  impartial,  and 
that  a  necessity  exists  for  relieving 
jurors  from  danger  to  their  lives, 
property,  and  business.  I  beg  to  move 
the  omission  of  the  first  four  lines  of  the 
preamble. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  '*  Whereas,"  in  page  3, 
in  line  15,  to  the  words  *'  be  it  enacted," 
both  indusivei  in  line  18. — {Mr.  T.  if. 
Healy.) 

IFaurieenih  NigU.'} 
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Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  loft  out  stand  part  of  the 
lause." 

The  chief  SECRETARY  fob  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  The  Government  have  no 
objection  to  raise  to  the  course  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  has 
pursued.  They  can  quite  understand 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
feels  it  his  duty  to  make  a  protest  against 
this  preamble,  but  there  is  nothing  un- 
usual in  prefacing  a  clause  by  a  pre- 
amble. In  the  present  case,  the  pre- 
amble explains  one  of  the  chief  grounds 
upon  which  the  Government  ask  that  the 
Bill  should  become  law.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  appears  to  think 
that  persons  who  serve  in  Ireland  as 
jurymen  run  no  risk,  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  says  it  is  an  historical 
fact  that  no  juryman  has  run  any  danger 
to  his  life,  property,  and  business  by 
acting  according  to  his  oath  in  the  jury 
box.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  is 
perfectly  aware  that  the  Government 
have  always  laid  it  down  that  one  of  the 


Unionist  Members  is  to  be  disregarded  ? 
Are  we  to  understand  that  although 
Lord  Derby,  one  of  the  chief  Unionist 
supporters  of  the  Government,  has  de- 
clared that  the  exportation  clause  to 
England  is  an  absurd  provision — are 
we  to  understand  that  in  the  judgment 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  no  atten- 
tion ought  to  be  paid  to  the  views  of  the 
noble  Lord  and  his  brother  Unionists  ? 
This  clause  declares — 

**  Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  law 
relating  to  the  place  of  trial  of  offenees  com- 
mitted in  Ireland,  for  securing  more  fair  and 
impartial  trials,  and  for  relieving  iurors  from 
danger  to  their  lives,  property,  and  business." 

I  wish  to  ask  the  Government  whether 
this  is  the  way  they  mean  to  defend  the 
clause — namely,  by  simply  dropping  a 
statement  from  the  mouth  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  that 
they  neither  intend  to  withdraw  this 
preamble,  or  any  other  part  of  the  clause. 
This  statement  certainly  conflicts  with 
the  assertion  which  has  been  prominently 
put  forward  as  to  an  understanding  be- 
tween the  Liberal  Unionists  and  the 
Government  in  reference  to  the  change 


chief  grounds  justifying  the  Bill  is  that    of  venue  to  England.     The  right  hon. 


a  fair  trial  cannot  be  obtained  at  the 
hands  of  a  jury  in  Ireland.  [CriM  of 
<*0h,  oh!"]  Yes,  that  is  one  of  the 
grounds  for  the  introduction  of  this  Bill. 
There  is,  therefore,  nothing  new  in  the 
declaration  we  have  put  on  the  face  of 
the  Bill,  and  experience  proves  the  abso- 
lute necessity  of  provisions  of  the  cha- 
racter of  those  contained  in  this  clause. 
Experience  obtained  under  previous 
Crimes  Acts,  and  experience  obtained 
every  year  at  the  Criminal  Assizes  held 
in  Ireland,  has  abundantly  proved  that 
if  you  want  to  have  justice  done  by  a 
jury  in  Ireland  a  change  of  venue  is 
absolutely  necessary.  That  being  our 
view — a  view  supported  by  experience 
in  Ireland  extending  over  a  good  many 
years — I  do  not  see  how  it  is  possible  to 
modify  this  clause,  nor  do  I  see  any 
adequate  ground  for  withdrawing  the 
preamble,  which  clearly  explains  the 
grounds  upon  which  the  Bill  has  been 
introduced. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  presume,  by  way  of  a 
pleasant  interlude,  dropped  one  impor- 
tant expression — namely,  that  he  does 
not  see  any  grounds  for  modifying  the 
clause.  Are  we  then  to  understand  that 
in  this  question    the    opinion    of   the 


Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  tells  us 
that  the  Government  do  not  see  their 
way  to  the  withdrawal  of  the  preamble 
or  any  other  part  of  the  clause.  In 
making  that  statement,  does  the  right 
Gentleman  mean  to  forestall  the  discus- 
sion of  the  2nd  sub-section  of  the  clause  ? 
Is  he  now  announcing  the  determination 
of  the  Cabinet ;  and  if  so,  do  they  intend 
to  make  it  a  vital  matter  ?  Of  course, 
if  they  make  it  a  vital  matter,  the 
Unionists  will  abstain  from  opposing 
them.  So  elastic  are  their  consciences, 
that  they  will  vote  against  any  proposal 
which  the  Government  assert  to  be  a 
vital  matter.  

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE:  I  certainly 
did  not  intend  to  convey  that  the  Qto- 
vernment  would  not  accept  an  Amend- 
ment in  any  part  of  the  clause.  What 
I  intended  to  say,  and  what  I  adhere  to, 
is  that  we  must  disclaim  any  intention 
of  abandoning  the  principle  embodied 
in  the  preamble  of  the  clause,  and  in 
the  clause  itself,  that  a  change  of  venue 
under  certain  circumstances  is  abso- 
lutely necessary. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton)  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the 
Government  can  see  no  adequate  reason 
for  abandoning  this  preamble.    Let  me 
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try  to  give  them  one,  and  that  adequate 
reason  is  that  the  withdrawal  of  the 
preamble  would  save  the  whole  of  this 
discussion  without  in  any  fashion  chang- 
ing the  Bill.  The  preamble  is  no  por- 
tion of  the  enacting  part  of  the  Bill  at 
all.  The  enacting  part  would  be  equally 
oii'v:ctiye  without  it.  It  contains  a  num- 
ber of  statements  which  are  naturally 
disputed  on  this  side,  although  they  are 
affirmed  by  the  Governmei^t.  If  the 
Government  insists  on  having  these 
statements  retained  in  the  Bill,  it  will 
be  only  fair  that  we  should  discuss,  one 
by  one,  whether  they  are  true  or  not.  I 
maintain  that  the  Bill  would  be  just  as 
effective  without  these  four  lines,  and 
would  be  just  as  complete,  good  or  bad. 
They  add  nothing  whatever  to  the  Bill, 
and  are  mere  verbiage. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  quite 
agree  with  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh).  It  may  appear  to  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
desirable  for  this  Committee  to  affirm 
the  statements  contained  in  the  clause 
in  regard  to  Irish  juries ;  but  if  the  Go- 
vernment are  determined  to  insist  upon 
that,  then  we,  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
are  equally  determined  to  discuss  them. 
What  earthly  object  can  the  Govern- 
ment have  in  adding  to  the  general 
offensiveness  of  the  measure,  and  placing 
on  record,  as  a  sort  of  historical  propo- 
sition, a  declaration  of  this  character? 
I  should  have  supposed  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  quite  enough  on  their 
hands  without  insisting  upon  the  affir- 
mation of  propositions  with  regard  to 
the  past  history  of  Ireland.  I  should 
have  thought  they  would  have  desired 
to  proceed  with  the  remaining  parts  of 
the  Bill.  It  seems,  however,  that  there 
is  not  enough  to  satisfy  them  without 
insisting  upon  pressing  forward  these 
offensive  and  obstructive  propositions. 
I  am  perfectly  ready  to  enter  into  the 
questions  from  the  historical  stand- 
point.   It  is  alleged  in  this  preamble— 

*' Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  law 
relating  to  the  place  of  trial  of  offences  com- 
mitted in  Ireland,  for  securing  more  fair  and 
impartial  trials,  and  for  relieving  jurors  from 
danger  to  their  lives,  property,  and  business." 

But  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  attempt  to  instance  a 
single  case  where  there  has  been  danger 
or  injury  to  the  life,  property,  or  busi- 
ness of  an  Irish  juror  when  a  Coercion 


Act  was  not  in  force?  In  Ireland, 
whenever  you  have  found  the  life,  pro-* 
perty,  or  business  of  a  juror  in  danger, 
it  has  always  been  when  the  country 
has  been  governed  by  exceptional  laws. 
In  no  part  of  the  history  of  Ireland  is 
there  the  smallest  evidence  of  intimida- 
tion having  been  practised  towards 
jurors  when  the  law  administered  in 
Ireland  was  the  same  law  which  was 
being  administered  in  England.  There- 
fore, it  is  only  natural  that  we  should 
feel  a  great  and  strong  objection  to 
having  such  a  statement  as  this  placed 
on  record  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  and 
that  it  should  be  accepted  as  proved  by 
this  Committee.  I  am  astonished  to 
find  that  Members  of  the  Government 
are  not  more  desirous  of  giving  real 
information  to  their  Friends  upon  this 
complicated  and  difficult  Irish  Question. 
I  should  have  thought  that  they  would 
have  been  anxious  to  give  accurate  in- 
formation upon  the  question,  instead  of 
displaying  their  ignorance  in  this  blind 
and  stupid  fashion.  If  they  intend  to 
continue  in  this  course,  I  am  afraid  it 
will  never  be  possible  to  bring  about  a 
termination  of  this  eternal  Irish  Ques- 
tion. Let  hon.  Members  look  to  the 
debates  which  took  place  in  this  House 
in  the  years  1838  and  1839,  when  Lord 
John  Bussell  was  the  Leader  of  the 
Liberal  Party,  and  when  he  was  resist- 
ing the  attempt  then  made  to  enforce 
coercion.  The  only  four  years  in  tho 
history  of  Ireland,  since  the  Union, 
during  which  coercion  was  abandoned 
and  the  jury  system  was  administered 
as  it  is  administered  in  England,  accord* 
ing  to  the  testimony  of  Sir  Thomas  Drum- 
mond,  the  Irish  Secretary  of  that  period, 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  Lord  John  Kussell,  and  the 
whole  Executive,  were  years  of  pro- 
gressive improvement.  According  to 
the  testimony  of  those  gentlemen,  from 
the  day  and  hour  in  which  the  system  of 
packing  juries  and  unfairly  administer- 
ing the  law  ceased,  crime  steadily,  and 
even  rapidly,  decreased.  I  think  it  was 
in  March,  1839,  that  the  experiment  of 
administering  the  Jury  Law  in  Ireland 
as  it  is  administered  in  England  was, 
for  the  first  time,  undertaken,  and  the 
experiment  was  crowned  with  the  most 
complete  success.  Indeed,  a  condition 
of  things  was  brought  about  under  the 
new  Bjfstem  for  a  parallel  to  which  we 
must  look  in  vain  under  the  working 

iFourteenlh  Nighi.'] 
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of  Coercion  Acts.  It  is,  therefore,  a 
monstrous  thing  for  the  right  hoD.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  to  introduce 
into  this  measure  a  declaration  as  to  the 
past  history  of  Ireland  which  will  place 
on  record  the  assertion  that  in  the  opi- 
nion of  this  Parliament  it  is  necessary 
and  expedient  to  protect  the  lives  of 
Irish  jurors  when  we  have  on  record 
in  the  most  undeniable  manner  that 
during  the  only  four  years  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  century  that  the  Jury 
Law  of  Ireland  was  administered  in  the 
same  spirit  as  the  Jury  Law  in  England 
the  Executive  and  the  Ministers  respon- 
sible to  the  people  of  this  country  for 
the  Government  of  Ireland  declared  that 
there  had  been  great  progressive  im- 
provement in  the  administration  of  law 
and  justice,  and  that  the  success  of  the 
experiment  fully  confirmed  the  hopes  that 
were  entertained  of  it.  Is  it  either  just 
or  reasonable  to  expect  that  we  shall 
quietly  submit  to  the  gratuitous  insult 
directed  against  us  for  which  the  Go- 
vernment can  allege  no  reason  whatever? 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  are  not  content 
with  forging  chains  for  the  Irish  people, 
but  they  desire  to  insult  them  into  the 
bargain. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  fCork): 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Mr,  A.  J.  Balfour) 
last  night  wished,  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, to  make  a  statement  in  regard 
to  the  whole  of  this  clause,  which  state- 
ment you,  Mr.  Courtney,  ruled  to  be  out 
of  Order.  But  he  refuses  to  do  so  now 
that  we  are  dealing  with  a  preamble, 
which,  seeing  that  it  raises  the  whole 
question  of  the  clause,  would  afford  a  le- 
gitimate opportunity  for  doing  so.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  persistently  refuses 
to  tell  us  what  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment are.  I  object  to  this  preamble 
for  three  reasons.  In  the  first  place,  be- 
cause it  is  a  lie  on  the  face  of  it.  It 
alleges  that  under  the  present  law  Irish 
jurors  are  unable  to  discharge  their 
duties  without  endangering  their  lives, 
property,  and  business.  Upon  that  state 
of  facts  we  take  absolute  and  complete 
issue  with  the  Government,  and  we  assert 
in  support  of  our  position  the  unques- 
tionable fact  that  in  no  instance  but  one 
— namely,  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Field,  has 
any  injury  euer  occurred  to  any  juror  in 
Ireland  in  consequence  of  his  conduct  in 
the  discharge  of  his  duty  in  the  jury 
box.    It  must  also  be  remembered  that 

Mr.  Dillon 


in  the  case  of  that  Gentleman  he  was  a 
juryman  selected  under  the  Crimes  Act 
of  1882,  and  under  a  system  which  this 
Bill  seeks  to  carry  even  still  further.  No 
doubt,  Mr.  Field  did  suffer  injury  in  con- 
sequence of  his  action  as. a  juror;  but 
the  criminals  in  that  case  were  promptly 
and  speedily  brought    to  justice    and 
punished.   Therefore,  the  allegation  con- 
tained in  this  preamble  is  absolutely  and 
positively  false,  and  on  that  ground  we 
object  to  the  insertion  of  such  a  preamble 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament.    I  have  never 
seen  any  use  made  of  a  preamble  in  a 
legal  argument,   except  sometimes    to 
confuse  an  issue  which  may  have  been 
raised.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary,  says  that  this  preamble 
serves  the  purpose  of  setting  forth  on 
the  face  of  an  Act  of  Parliament  the 
reasons  which  have  induced  Parliament 
to  pass  it.    Now,  I  take  the  liberty  of 
saying    that    that    is  a    thing    which 
Parliament  should  never  do.     Parlia- 
ment should  be  content  to  lay  down,  in 
plain  language,  what  it  intends  to  do, 
and  it  is  idle  to  set  forth  their  reasons 
on  the  face  of  the  Act  itself.    This  ques- 
tion of  preambles  is  a  very  old  question, 
and  one  which    was    discussed    by    a 
learned  and  distinguished  Judge — Lord 
Bacon — some  200    or  300    years  ago, 
when  preambles  to  Acts  of  Parliament 
were  mucli  more  common  than  they  are 
now.     My  recollection  of  the  language 
used  by  that  distinguished  man  is  that 
he  condemned  the  practice  on  the  ground 
that  the  function  of  Parliament  was  not 
to  set  forth  reasons  for  what  it  did,  but 
to  state  simply,  clearly,  and  intelligibly, 
what  it  intended  the  law  to  be,  and  then 
to  leave  to  courts  of  law  the  function  of 
interpretation.     My  third  objection  to 
this  preamble  is  that  it  is  not  expressed 
in  good  grammar.  The  preamble  says^ 

**  Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  law 
relating  to  the  place  of  trial  of  offences  com- 
mitted in  Ireland,  for  secaring  more  fair  and 
impartial  trials,  and  for  relieving  jorors  from 
danger  to  their  lives,  property,  and  businees.** 

I  take  it  that  what  is  meant  is  this — 

"  Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  law 
relating  to  the  place  of  trial  of  offences  com- 
mitted in  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
more  fair  and  impartial  trials,  and  for  reUeving 
iurors  from  danger  to  their  lives,  property,  and 
business,  be  it  enacted," 

and  so  on.  This  is  only  a  very  small 
point,  but  it  is  another  instance  of  the 
scandalous  manner  in  which  the  Bill  has 
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been  drafted.  It  aho  shows  the  hurry 
with  which  the  measure  has  been  intro- 
duced. Upon  these  matters  I  do  not 
think  that  satisfactory  reasons  have  been 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  justify  the  Committee 
in  rejecting  the  Amendment,  and  I 
would  ask  some  Minister  of  the  Crown 
to  give  some  more  intelligible  reason  for 
the  opposition  of  the  Government  to  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne):  I  might  concur  with  the 
view  expressed  by  the  hon.  Member  who 
has  just  sat  down  as  to  the  general 
virtue  and  efficacy  of  preambles,  but  I 
am  not  sure  that  this  is  an  occasion  when 
that  matter  can  be  very  satisfactorily 
discussed.  What  is  perfectly  clear  is, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  does  not  believe  in  his  own 
arguments  on  this  particular  preamble, 
because  he  stated  that  the  Government 
desire  the  present  Bill  to  bear  on  the 
face  of  it  the  reasons  why  such  an  Act 
has  been  passed.  If  that  argument  is 
worth  anything  at  all,  it  is  an  argument 
in  favour  of  having  a  preamble  to  the 
Bill  as  a  whole,  as  was  done  in  reference 
to  the  Crimes  Act  of  1882.  If  it  was 
worth  while  to  have  this  provoking  pre- 
amble to  this  clause,  much  more  was  it 
worth  while  to  have  a  preamble  to  the 
whole  Bill.  I  therefore  submit,  Mr. 
Courtney,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
can  have  no  very  great  faith  in  his  own 
argument.  The  attitude  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  inserting  this  preamble,  and 
then  in  adhering  to  it  at  this  moment,  is 
an  excellent  illustration  of  what  we  mean 
when  we  charge  the  delay  which  has 
taken  place  in  getting  this  Bill  through 
upon  the  want — I  do  not  wish  to  use  a 
harsh  word — upon  the  want  of  compe- 
tency displayed  by  those  who  have  had 
the  conduct  and  management  of  the  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  have 
known  that  to  insert  a  preamble  of  this 
kind  would  be  to  provoke  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  to  dispute  and 
challenge  it.  I  agree  with  my  hon. 
Priend  the  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh),  that  it  adds  nothing  to 
the  efficacy  of  the  Bill.  It  does  not  make 
the  Bill  one  atom  stronger,  more  effec- 
tive, or  more  operative  in  any  single 
respect,  but  it  is  a  pure  piece  of  wanton 
and  idle  provocation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appears  to  be  somewhat  sur* 
prised  that  hon.  Members  below   the 


Gangway  should  resent  the  insertion  of 
an  allegation  of  this  kind,  and  there 
again  he  shows  that  want  of  appreciation 
which  marks  the  whole  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Advisers — a  want  of  apprecia- 
tion of  the  mind  and  the  working  of  the 
imagination  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
They  do  not  seem  to  think  it  enough 
that  they  should  inflict  these  exceptional 
disabilities  and  hardships  upon  the 
Irish  people,  but  they  must  needs  add 
superfluous  and  disputed  allegations. 
They  do  not  seem  to  be  aware  that  a 
preamble  of  this  kind  must  necessarily 
insult  and  wound  the  feelings  of  the 
Irish  people.  For  themselves,  they  can 
gain  nothing  by  it.  That  is  perfectly 
clear.  Although  I  have  been  glad  to 
have  the  opportunity  of  pointing  out 
what  we  mean  by  the  inefficient  conduct 
of  this  Bill  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  at  the  same  time,  I  think 
the  matter  of  the  Amendment  of  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  has 
been  so  much  discussed  at  previous 
stages  that  I  would  recommend  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  not  necessanly  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment,  but  to  enable 
the  Committee  to  proceed,  as  rapidly  as 
possible,  to  a  Division  in  which  I,  for 
one,  shall  have  the  pleasure  of  following 
him. 

Sm  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth) :  Oh,  no.  That  will 
not  do  at  all.  The  Government  have  put 
this  preamble  in  their  Bill,  and  they 
have  put  it  in  because  they  think  it  of 
importance.  Hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land think  it  is  of  importance  too,  and 
the  matter  must  be  properly  discussed. 
I  hope,  therefore,  that  the  discussion 
will  go  on  for  an  hour  or  two.  I  am  very 
sorry  for  the  Government,  I  think  there 
never  was  a  Government  which  gave 
itself  so  much  unnecessary  trouble.  The 
whole  of  this  Bill  is  a  piece  of  unneces- 
sary trouble.  They  ought  to  have 
brought  in  a  Bill  of  one  clause  saying — 
''  Henceforth  Ireland  shall  be  ruled  at 
the  will  and  pleasure  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant." They  might  have  discussed 
that  point  in  one  or  two  nights  and  got 
it  settled,  and  by  that  means  they  would 
have  saved  the  rest  of  the  Session  for 
those  beneficent  measures  which  they 
are  so  anxious  to  bring  forward.  I 
think  the  little  discussion  we  have  had 
this  morning  has  been  most  instructive. 
It  is  instructive,  because  it  will  show 
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who  are  tho  real  obstructives.  There 
[pointing  to  opposite  Benches]  sit 
the  real  obstructives.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  who 
has  brought  in  a  preamble  in  an  un- 
usual manner,  which  is  of  no  value 
whatever,  except  to  irritate  the  Irish 
people  by  putting  an  insulting  sentence 
into  the  Bill.  I  think  that  the  Irish 
Members  have  a  perfect  right  to  discuss 
the  Amendment  as  long  as  they  are  able 
to  do  so,  and  I  hope  they  will  not  with- 
draw it ;  but  will  go  on  with  the  dis- 
cussion until  that  happy  moment  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  comes  down  and  speaks  the 
word  of  fate  which  will  put  an  end  to 
the  discussion. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  have  always  considered 
the  Whiteboy  Clause  the  most  obnoxious 
clause  in  the  Bill,  and  that  there  is  a 
most  serious  attempt  in  the  second  clause 
to  interfere  with  the  social  life  of  the 
Irish  people.  Certainly,  I  still  look  upon 
that  clause  as  even  a  more  objectionable 
one  than  the  fourth  clause  which  we  are 
now  discussing.  Then  if  a  preamble  is 
necessary  at  all,  why  should  there  not 
be  a  preamble  prefixed  to  the  most  im- 
portant clauses  of  the  Bill.  Why — as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  has  asked — is  there  no  pre- 
amble prefixed  to  the  beginning  of  the 
Bill  itself  ?  Here  we  have  a  preamble 
taken  out  of  its  place  and  inserted  in  a 
portion  of  the  Bill  in  which  no  preamble 
has  ever  appeared  before,  as  far  as  I 
know,  in  the  history  of  any  measure 
whatever.  Moreover,  it  is  not  inserted  for 
the  purpose  of  making  the  Bill  more  effec- 
tive ;  but  for  the  purpose  of  making  it 
more  insulting  to  the  Irish  people.  I 
listened  to  the  remarks  which  were  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary,  and  I  do  not  think  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  quite  made 
up  his  mind  what  to  do  with  the  latter 
portion  of  the  clause.  A  suspicion 
.m>s8ed  my  mind  that  he  was  somewhat 
ahldous  that  the  Committee  should 
spero,  a  considerable  amount  of  time  in 
^"^hese  harmless  preliminary  skirmishes, 
ilQ  order  that  he  might  arrange  his  plans 
for  compelling  a  complete  surrender  in 
regard  to  the  latter  portion  of  the  clause. 
1  am  very  glad  that  this  discussion  has 
taken  place,  because  it  has  placed  the 
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Government  in  a  most  unenviable  posi- 
tion before  the  country  and  the  world. 
The  Government  themselves  cannot  deny 
that  these  words  were  absolutely  un- 
necessary. I  am  not  a  lawyer  myself, 
and,  therefore,  I  am  bound  to  speak 
with  modesty  of  the  amateur  attempts 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  explain  and 
expound  the  law ;  but  I  see  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  at  the  present 
moment  buttressed  by  two  very  able 
lawyers — the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  for  England  (Sir  Edward 
Clarke)  on  one  side,  and  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  on 
the  other.  I  now  see  approaching  the 
portentous  form — using  the  term  purely 
in  relation  to  the  ability  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member — of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  England,  and  there  are  also  pre- 
sent on  the  Treasury  Bench  the  Home 
Secretary  and  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland.  There  are  consequently  five 
lawyers  sitting  there  to  support  one  lay- 
man, and  I  ask  whether  a  single  one  of 
those  five  lawyers  will  rise  in  his  place 
'  and  declare  that  this  clause,  even  if  it 
I  be  carried  exactly  as  it  stands,  will  add 
one  particle  or  iota  of  strength  either  to 
the  clause  to  which  it  is  a  preamble,  or 
to  any  section  of  the  Bill  ?  I  look  upon 
that  as  a  fair  challenge.  If  the  words 
add  no  effectiveness  to  the  meafture 
surely  there  is  no  necessity  for  rendering 
it  wantonly  and  uselessly  provocative 
and  insulting.  I  hardly  know  at  pre- 
sent  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  regards 
these  words  as  really  insulting  to  the 
Irish  people  or  not — [Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four :  No.] — ^I  beg  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's pardon.  He  does  not  think 
so.  I  am  afraid  that  my  hon.  Friends 
sitting  around  me  are  not  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  opinion,  and  with  all 
respect  for  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, I  will  venture  to  assert  that  we  are 
rather  better  judges  of  what  the  feeling 
of  the  Irish  people  is  than  he  is  himself. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  an 
Irishman  by  birth,  nor  is  he  an  Irishman 
by  adoption.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  taken  very  good  care  not  even 
to  visit  the  country  which  he  assists  in 
governing.  I  do  not  find  fault  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  avoiding 
scenes  of  political  conflict  and  turmoil  in 
his  holidays;  but,  at  the  same  time,  when 
we  have  a  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
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so  absolutely  ignorant  of  the  country 
who  is  paid  £5,000  a-year  for  governing 
it.  [An  Hon.  Member:  Not  £5,000. 
£4,500.J  Well,  the  difference  is  not 
very  much,  and  it  is  immaterial  to  my 
argument.  I  am  not  in  receipt  of  any- 
thing like  that  sum,  but  I  know  that  if 
I  were  I  should  have  felt  it  my  duty  to 
do  something  to  acquaint  myself  with 
the  condition  of  the  country  for  govern- 
ing which  I  was  so  liberally  paid.  If 
not,  I  should  certainly  not  feel  pre- 
pared to  stand  up  in  face  of  the  united 
representation  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, and  declare  that  a  clause  in 
a  particular  Bill  is  not  insulting, 
which  they  say  is  both  provoking  and 
insulting.  If  this  preamble  is  persisted 
in,  I  think  it  will  be  our  duty  to  discuss 
each  one  of  the  several  and  different 
propositions  which  it  contains.  Let  me 
call  attention  to  the  fact  that  this  pre- 
amble does  not  consist  of  one  proposi- 
tion only,  but  is  a  statement  of  several 
propositions,  to  each  of  which  the  Irish 
Members  offer  a  most  decided  and  un- 
compromising challenge.  The  first 
statement  is  that  it  is  expedient  to 
amend  the  law  relating  to  the  place  of 
trial  of  offences  committed  in  Ireland. 
Well,  we  altogether  deny  that  state- 
ment. It  is  not  true  that  a  fair  trial 
cannot  be  obtained  in  Ireland,  except  in 
the  case  of  the  Orangemen,  where  we 
find  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  takes  very  good 
care  to  procure  an  acquittal  by  not 
fixing  their  place  of  trial  in  some  county 
where  the  trial  could  be  properly  con- 
ducted. The  second  statement  is  that  it 
is  intended  to  secure  more  fair  and  im- 
partial trials  in  Ireland.  I  have  two 
answers  to  that.  I  say,  in  the  first 
place,  that  trials  in  Ireland,  either  for 
fairness  or  impartiality,  will  compare 
favourably  with  those  which  take  place 
in  England,  Scotland,  and  Wales,  or  in 
any  other  civilized  country  in  the  world. 
In  the  second  place,  we  are  not  to  accept 
a  proposition  of  that  nature  as  a  mere 
academic  proposition  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary ;  on  the  contrary,  it  is  one  which  is 
made  in  grim  earnest.  The  Irish  are 
among  the  most  peace-loving,  the  most 
orderly,  the  most  well-conducted,  and 
the  most  virtuous  people  in  the  world, 
and  yet  it  is  proposed,  in  this  preamble, 
to  proclaim  Ireland  to  the  world  as  a 
country  filled  with  crime.  What  I 
maintain  is  that  it  will  be  impossible 
to  obtain  a  fair  and  impartial  trial  by 


the  measure  which  the  Government  are 
now  proposing.  If  I  were  to  propose  a 
preamble  to  this  clause — and  I  have  as 
much  right  to  propose  a  useless,  wanton, 
and  unnecessary  preamble  as  the  Go- 
vernment— I  should  say  that  this  clause 
was  expedient,  in  order  to  secure  more 
unfair  and  partial  trials ;  and  I  think 
I  should  be  able  to  prove  that  proposi- 
tion. A  fair  trial  means  a  trial  of  a 
man  by  his  peers,  so  that  there  may  be 
a  perfect  parity  and  equality  between 
man  and  man.  The  proposition  of  the 
Government  is  altogether  opposed  to 
that,  because  it  provides  that  a  man 
shall  be  handed  over  to  trial,  not  by  his 
peers,  but  by  his  religious,  political, 
and  social  antagonists.  Moreover,  it  is 
proposed  to  send  the  Irish  peasants  be- 
fore such  a  tribunal  at  a  moment  when 
there  is  something  like  civil  war  be- 
tween class  and  class.  The  third  part 
of  this  preamble  I  object  to  still  more 
strongly.  It  says  that  this  clause  is 
necessary  in  order  to  relieve  jurors  from 
danger  to  their  lives,  property,  and 
business.  I  deny  that  jurors  in  Ireland 
are  in  any  danger  of  their  lives,  property, 
or  business.  I  maintain  that  jurors  in 
Ireland  have  done  their  duty  too  well, 
rather  than  too  ill,  as  between  the  Go- 
vernment and  the  people.  I  know  many 
men  in  Ireland,  men  of  strong  Catholic 
and  Nationalist  sympathies,  who  have 
found  political  prisoners  guilty  solely 
against  their  feelings,  even  in  cases 
where  I  myself  would  never  have  found 
a  political  prisoner  guilty.  I  hold  that 
as  long  as  a  man  abstains  from  crime 
he  should  be  at  liberty  to  do  what  he 
can  to  secure  the  freedom  and  liberties 
of  his  country.  At  the  Fenian  trials, 
Catholic  after  Catholic,  and  Nationalist 
after  Nationalist,  went  into  the  jury 
box  and  found  men  guilty  time  after 
time,  although  their  only  crime  was  that 
in  despair  of  the  future  of  their  coun- 
try they  thought  strong  measures  were 
necessary.  The  whole  history  of  Ire- 
land, as  far  as  political  trials  are  con- 
cerned, is  a  history  not  of  a  wanton  dis- 
regard, but  of  a  too  scrupulous  regard 
for  the  administration  of  the  law.     Gom- 

fare  the  history  of  political  trials  in 
reland  with  the  history  of  political  trials 
in  England.  Hon.  Members  with  short 
memories,  and  an  imperfect  historical 
knowledge,  are  in  the  habit  of  pointing 
out  that  persons  charged  with  crime  in 
Ireland  have  been  acquitted  because 
politics  were  mixed  up  in  the  acousa* 
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tions  made  against  them.  Has  that  never 
occurred  in  England  ?  Let  me  remind 
hon.  Members  of  the  time  when  a  plot 
was  hatched  against  the  life  of  the  late 
Emperor  Napoleon  by  Oreini,  and  when 
an  attempt  was  made  to  assassinate  him 
on  going  to  the  Opera  House  in  Paris. 
The  Government  of  France  accused  the 
people  of  this  country  on  that  occasion 
of  harbouring,  associating  with,  and 
stimulating  the  conspirators  to  assassi- 
nate the  reigning  head  of  the  French 
Empire.  And  the  charge  was  just,  be- 
cause there  is  no  doubt  that  Orsini^s 
conspiracy  met  with  considerable  sym- 
pathy in  this  country.  Indeed,  I  believe 
it  is  a  fact  that  even  some  Members  of 
this  House  were  charged  with  assenting 
to  and  encouraging,  if  not  actually,  at 
any  rate  partially,  in  various  other  ways 
the  persons  who  were  guilty  of  this  crime. 
[Sir  Edwabd  Clabke  dissented.]  I  see 
that  the  Solicitor  General  for  England 
shakes  his  head.  Do  I  understand  him 
to  mean  a  denial  of  my  proposition  ?  I 
should  like  the  Solicitor  General  to  com- 
mit himself  to  such  a  denial,  because  I 
believe  I  should  be  able  to  prove  my 
case  fully.  I  think  the  Solicitor  Gene- 
ral liimself  is  old  enough  to  remember 
the  trial  of  Dr.  Bernard.  What  was  the 
charge  against  that  gentleman  ?  It  was 
one  of  conspiracy  to  assassinate  the 
Emperor  Napoleon.  Dr.  Bernard  was 
acquitted  of  that  crime,  although  the 
evidence  against  him  carried  conviction 
to  the  minds  of  all  impartial  men,  and 
the  verdict  of  acquittal  was  received 
with  tumultuous  cheers ;  and  in  a  very 
short  time  afterwards,  when  one  of  the 
ablest  and  most  powerful  Ministers 
this  country  ever  had — Lord  Palmer- 
ston — got  up  and  introduced  a  Bill 
giving  the  Government  power  to  deal 
with  such  conspiracies  in  future,  it  was 
opposed  by  so  honoured  a  man  as  Mr. 
Gobden,  who  acted  as  Teller  on  the  Divi- 
sion which  proved  fatal  to  the  Govern- 
ment. It  pains  me  very  much  to  differ 
from  the  right  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne upon  this  question, 
but  I  confess  that  I  feel  bound  to  take 
the  advice  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Cockermouth  Division  of 
Oumberland  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  rather 
than  that  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne.  This  preamble 
contains  propositions  which  the  Irish 
Members  are  bound  to  resist.  We  are 
absolutely  called  upon  to  discuss  these 
propositions,  and,  for  my  part,  I  advise 
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my  hon.  Friends  to  discuss  them  up  to 
the  moment  when  the  modern — although 
I  can  scarcely  say  Olympian — Jove  comes 
in  and  puts  an  end  to  the  discussion. 

Mr.  OSBOENE  MORGAN  (Den- 
bighshire,  E.) :  I  sincerely  trust  that 
the  Government  will  not  be  so  infatuated 
as  to  insist  upon  this  preamble.  Of 
what  possible  use  can  it  be  except  to 
add  insult  to  injury  ?  It  may  be  said 
that  it  has  not  been  introduced  with  the 
intention  of  insulting  the  Irish  nation, 
but  I  maintain  that  a  greater  insult 
could  not  be  offered  to  a  nation.  For, 
observe,  its  language  is  not  confined  to 
agrarian  or  political  times,  but  it  de- 
clares in  so  many  words  that  an  Irishman 
is  incapable  of  doing  justice.  Thus  it  is 
an  indictment  against  the  whole  Irish 
nation,  alleging  that  Irish  jurors  will 
not  do  justice.  If  such  an  imputation 
were  attempted  to  be  conveyed  against 
the  impartiality  of  Welsh  juries,  I  am 
satisfied  that  every  Welsh  Member 
would  sit  up  all  night  to  oppose  it.  I 
have  heard  it  said  that  a  Bill  which  re- 
quires a  preamble  stands  self-  condemned. 
But  if  a  preamble  is  necessary  at  all, 
why  not  put  it  in  its  proper  place  at  the 
beginning  of  the  Bill?  It  seems  as  if  the 
Government  have  been  afraid  of  ex- 
pressing their  own  thoughts,  and  they 
have  thought  that  by  smuggling  these 
words  into  the  middle  of  the  Bill,  they 
would  get  them  passed  unchallenged. 

Mr.  FICKEE8GILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.) :  I  think  it  must  be  conceded 
that  precisely  the  same  rule,  and  pre- 
cisely the  same  principle,  should  be 
applied  to  a  preamble,  whether  it  is 
placed  at  the  beginning  of  a  Bill,  where 
we  would  naturally  expect  to  find  it,  or 
whether  it  is  placed  at  the  beginning  of 
a  clause  in  a  Bill.  Let  me  invite  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  re- 
marks which  are  made  by  the  late  Sir 
Erskine  May  upon  this  point,  on  page 
560  of  his  work  on  the  established 
usages  of  the  House  in  regard  to  the 
postponement  of  the  preamble  of  a  Bill 
when  it  comes  at  the  beginning  of  a 
Bill.     He  says — 

"By  a  Standing  Order  of  the  27th  of  Xo- 
yember,  1882,  it  is  provided  that  in  Committee 
on  a  Bill,  the  preamble  which  has  been  post- 
poned until  after  the  consideration  of  the  daiises 
without  Question  put.'' 

Sir  Erskine  May  then  proceeds  to  say^ 

**  This  course  is  adopted  because  the  Honas 
has  already  affirmed  tho  principle  of  the  Bill 
on  the  second  reading,  and  it  ia  thereloie  tho 


1369 


Criminal  Law 


{JxTKX  8,  1887}     Amendment  {Ireland)  Bill  1370 


province  of  the  Committee  to  settle  the  clanse 
first,  and  then  to  consider  the  preamhle  in 
referenco  to  the  clauses  only.  By  this  rule  the 
preamble  is  made  subordinate  to  the  clauses, 
instead  of  governing  them.*' 

The  Goyemment,  by  asking  us  to  vote 
this  preamble,  before  we  have  settled 
the  clause  which  it  precedes,  are  re- 
yersing  the  rule  laid  down  by  Sir 
Erskine  May,  and  they  are  asking  us 
to  make  the  clause  subordinate  to  the 
preamble,  instead  of  the  preamble  being, 
as  it  ought  to  be,  subordinate  to  the 
clause.  Now,  I  submit  that  by  follow- 
ing the  very  unusual,  if  not  unprece- 
dented course  of  placing  the  preamble 
where  it  ought  not  to  be — namely,  in 
the  middle,  instead  of  at  the  beginning 
of  a  Bill,  the  Government  are  directly 
violating  the  spirit  of  a  Standing  Order 
of  this  House. 

Mr.     EDWAED     HAERINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.) :  I  am  sorry  that  the  Go- 
vernment refuse  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment.    No  reason   has  been  assigned 
for  the  insertion  of  these  words.     They 
get  all  they  require  by  means  of  the 
enacting  portion  of  the  clause  without 
this  preamble  at  all.     The  propositions 
contained  in  the  preamble,  as  has  been 
ably  shown  by  my  hon.    Friend    the 
Member  for  the  Scotland   Division  of 
Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor),  are  not 
based  upon  facts  or  experience.     We 
have  heard    a    good    deal    about  the 
difficulty   of    obtaining   convictions   in 
Ireland,   but    that    is    altogether  con- 
trary to  my  experience.    At  the  Winter 
Assizes  which  have   been  held  in  the 
City  of  Cork,  or  at  the   ordinary  As- 
sizes which  have  taken  place  in  other 
districts,  a  power  of  this  kind  has  cer- 
tainly not  been  required,  and  time  after 
time  the  Government  have  been  able  to 
obtain  the  conviction  of  any  prisoner 
they  have  considered  it  desirable  to  send 
lor  trial.     In  many  cases,  looking  at  the 
matter  dispassionately,  I  am  of  opinion 
that  the  Government  have  obtained  con- 
victions where  the  jury  have  been  more 
influenced  by  prejudice  than   by  evi- 
dence.   I  have  known  of  cases  where 
persons  convicted  at  the  Cork  Assizes 
have  been  sentenced  to  death,  and  the 
sentence  has   been  carried  out.    I  re- 
collect  on  one   occasion    having  been 
present   an    hour   after    an    execution 
had  taken  place,  and  I  then  saw  the 
corpses  of  men  who  died  protesting  be- 
fore Qtodf  with  the  Sacrament  on  their 
lipsi  that  they   were  innocent  of  the 


charges  which  had  been  made  against 
them.     I  make  no  complaint  against  the 
jurors  for  the  verdicts  they  have  returned, 
but  I  mention  the  fact  simply  as  an  ar- 
gument, to  show  what  it  is  possible  to  do 
at  the  present  time  under  the  ordinary 
law,  and  as  an  argument  against  the 
provisions  of  this  clause  which   are  to 
come    on    later.      I  maintain  that  the 
clause  itself  is  altogether  unnecessary. 
Unfortunately,  we  are  in  the  position  of 
having  to  discuss  the  necessity  of  the 
clause  before  we  are  invited  to  discuss 
the  clause  itself.    As  a  matter  of  fact, 
we    are    invited  to  a  sort  of   double- 
barrelled  discussion.    I  think  I  am  not 
overstating  the  case  when  I  say  that 
there  are,  at  the  present  moment,  some 
250  or  260  persons  undergoing  penal 
servitude  and  various  terms  of  long  im- 
prisonment less  than  penal    servitude, 
from  the  County  of  Kerry,  who  have 
been  convicted  at  the  Kerry  and  Cork 
Assizes.     This  fact  abundantly  proves 
that  there  is  no  necessity  for  a  change 
of  venue,  for  nothing  further  could  be 
done  if  the  prisoners  had  been  taken  to 
Dublin  or  Belfast  to  undergo  their  trial. 
Indeed,  I  think  anyone  who  dispassion- 
ately inquires  into  the  matter  will  say 
that  in  many  of  these  cases  a  conviction 
would  scarcely  have  been  obtained  from 
an  English  jury.     We  see  these  things 
taking  place  day  by  day,  and  I  challenge 
the  Government  to  point  out  whether  or 
not  there  is,  at  the  present  moment,  a 
man  in  gaol  awaiting  his  trial  because 
they  do  not  know  where  to  secure  a  fair 
and  impartial  trial.    If  they  could  do 
that  there   might  be  some  reason  for 
these  insulting  words.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman    the   Chief   Seoretiury    says 
they  are  not  insulting.     I  fully  admit 
that  he  does  not  intend  them  to  be  so ; 
but  the  Chief  Secretary  must  allow  me   . 
to  say  that  it  is  quite  possible  that  who- 
ever drafted  the  Bill  was  an  Irishman, 
and  the  instinct  of    a  Dublin   Castle 
Irishman  is  the  same  wherever  you  find 
it.    Not  a  word  would  he  utter,  not  a 
sentence  would  he  place  on  the  paper 
which  would  not  in  itself  be  a  distinct 
insult  to  the  Irish  people,  whether  he 
wished  it  to  be  so  or  not.  This  preamble 
says — 

**  Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  law 
relating  to  the  place  of  trial  of  offences  com- 
mitted in  Ireland." 

I  think  we  have  shown  conclusively 
that  it  is  not  expedient,  and  that  there 
is  no  necessity  whatever  for  amending 
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the  law  in  that  direction.  It  may  be  a 
little  convenient  for  the  Goyernment, 
but  when  they  use  such  a  strong  word 
as  '^  expedient ''  I  think  they  ought 
to  show  that  there  is  an  actual  ne- 
cessity for  it.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  in  adopting  this  change 
of  venue  in  Ireland,  the  Government 
are  running  in  the  teeth  of  what  is 
recognized  as  the  spirit  of  the  ordinary 
law.  I  find  myself  drifting  into  an  an« 
ticipation  of  what  is  to  follow  when  we 
come  to  consider  the  enacting  part  of 
the  clause  itself ;  but  the  irregularity  I 
am  guilty  of  is  chargeable  to  the  Go- 
vernment for  putting  in  the  clause  an 
unnecessary  preamble,  and  thereby  in- 
viting irregularity.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Government  are  anticipating, 
in  a  most  inconvenient  way,  the  dis- 
cussion which  must  follow  afterwards  in 
its  natural  place.  What  do  the  Govern- 
ment want  with  a  preamble  ?  That  they 
will  be  able  to  get  the  preamble  we 
know  perfectly  well ;  but  they  will  only 
get  it  with  the  trouble  of  applying  the 
closure  and  forcing  us  to  silence.  No 
doubt  they  will  be  able  to  get  the  entire 
clause  by  resorting  to  the  same  means ; 
but  they  wish  to  have  it  stated  in  the 
Bill,  and  send  it  forth  to  the  world  that 
no  fair  and  impartial  trial  can  be  ob- 
tained in  Ireland,  a  statement  entirely 
unjustified  by  the  facts.  The  speech 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  made  upon 
introducing  the  Bill  may  be  called  the 
real  preamble  of  the  measure,  and  it 
amounted  to  this — ^'Whereas  I  have 
been  told  a  certain  number  of  fables 
and  stories  in  regard  to  the  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  Ireland;  whereas  I 
know  nothing  about  Ireland;  whereas 
I  intend  to  know  nothing  about  Ireland ; 
and  whereas  I  pride  myself  on  my  in- 
capacity to  know  anytlung  about  Ire- 
land ;  Uierefore,  I  declare  that  a  Grimes 
Bill  is  necessary."  That  would  have 
been  a  fitting  preamble  to  the  Bill. 
As  to  the  clause  itself,  there  is  no  limit 
to  the  discussion  which  might  be 
initiated  upon  it.  Oan  anyone  pretend 
that  it  is  fairer  to  take  a  Kerry  peasant 
to  Belfast  or  to  Dublin,  and  to  get  him 
tried  by  a  jury  of  Orangemen,  or  by  a 
jury  of  broken-down  landlords,  than  to 
try  him  in  the  county  in  which  his  al- 
leged ofiPence  has  been  committed.  Some 
of  these  so-called  broken-down  landlords 
never  had  any  land  at  all ;  but  they  deem 
it  a  fashionable  thing  to  swagger  about 
and  say  that  they  coidd  eadly  treat  their 

Mr.  JSdward  ffarringion 


friends  with  champagne  if  they  oonid 
only  get  their  rents.  The  moment  these 
persons  see  a  frieze  coat  on  a  peasants' 
back  they  say — ''  This  is  one  of  the 
men  who  are  stopping  the  payment  of 
rent,  and  if  he  is  not  guilty  of  the 
ofifence  with  which  he  is  charged  he  is  un- 
doubtedly guilty  of  something  else,  and 
therefore  it  is  just  as  well  to  convict  him." 
It  is  too  much  to  ask  us  to  swallow  this 
clause  on  the  assertion  and  assumption 
that  its  object  is  to  secure  a  fair  trial. 
The  Government  say  that  it  is  necessary 
to  adopt  a  provision  for  a  change  of 
venue,  and  unfortunately  the  matter  is 
one  over  which  the  Irish  Members  have 
no  control.  They  are  certain  to  be 
outvoted  upon  it ;  but  it  is  going  too  far 
for  the  Chief  Secretary  to  require  us  to 
assert  by  a  vote  of  this  House  that  this 
clause  is  necessary  in  Ireland  in  order 
to  secure  a  fair  and  impartial  trial.  I 
think  that  by  this  time  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ought  to  have  discovered 
that,  whoever  has  drafted  the  Bill,  has 
adopted  the  very  worst  principle  so  far 
as  the  acceleration  of  the  progress  of  the 
measure  is  concerned.  There  is  no  doubt 
whatever  what  the  game  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  is.  They  make  a 
hollow  pretence  of  desiring  to  get  on 
ahead.  They  tell  us  from  time  to  time 
that  we  are  obstructing  the  progress  of 
the  Bill ;  but  they  know  that  we  are 
helping  them  in  the  game  they  desire  to 
play.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  they  rejoice 
in  the  opposition  which  the  Bill  has  re- 
ceived, because  they  are  afraid  of  under- 
taking any  other  kind  of  legislation. 
Unhappily,  we  are  in  such  a  position 
that  we  can  take  no  other  course.  Per- 
sonally, we  care  very  little  for  your 
Coercion  Acts;  but  we  have  to  stand 
here  to  defend  the  poor  and  helpless 
people  of  Ireland,  and  we  cannot  forego 
the  use  of  every  weapon  which  may 
ward  off  as  long  as  possible  the  appU- 
cation  of  the  coercion  that  is  to  be  im- 
posed upon  them.  Certainly,  we  cannot 
agree  with  this  preamble;  we  do  not 
believe  that  there  is  a  word  of  truth  in 
it,  and,  except  under  the  pressure  of 
extreme  compulsion,  we  shall  resist 
its  adoption  as  long  as  we  have  the 
power. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
think  the  discussion  which  has  taken 
place  has  made  it  pretty  dear  that, 
in  introducing  this  clause  for  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland, 
their  only  intention  haa  been  to  relegate 
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the  trial  of  iDdictable  ofTenoes  to  a  par- 
ticular class  of  jurymen.     I  think  that 
the  let  clause  of  the  Bill  might  have 
been  looked  upon  as  an  adequate  pre- 
amble to  the  rest  of  the  provisions.     I 
fail  to  see  why  this  preamble  should 
have  been  held  over  until  this  clause 
was  reached.   In  my  view,  the  2nd  clause 
is  a  worse  clause  than  the  one  we  are 
now  discussing ;  but  it  would  seem  that, 
in   drafting  the  Bill,  the  Government 
have    been  naturally  struck  with  the 
necessity  of  providing  some  means  for 
justifying  the  extraordinary  nature  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.     Indeed,  in 
the   1st  clause,  which  deals  with  the 
preliminary  inquiry,  there  are   several 
phrases  which  are  only  consistent  with 
such  a  genesis  of  this  measure.     The 
clauses  themselves  appear  to  have  been 
mixed  up  by  the  draftsman  in  a  higgledy- 
piggledy  fashion,  without  any  regard  to 
connection.     I  propose,  however,  to  deal 
with  the  matter  as  a  lawyer  ought  to 
deal  with  the  effect  of  the  words  which 
I  understand  to  regulate  the  clause.     If 
this,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
is  a  preamble  which  is  a  necessary  and 
useful  part  of  the  clause — if  they  con- 
sider that  it  means  anything  at  all — 
why  did  not  they  introduce  it  at  the  be- 
ginning of  their  Bill  ?    In  my  view,  this 
clause  has  been  introduced  in  order  to 
exclude  Ulster  from  the  operation  of  the 
measure.   It  is  a  matter  of  public  scandal 
in  Ireland  that  in  Party  trials  in  Ulster 
one  side  invariably  gets  off,  while  the 
other  side  is  unjustly  convicted.     That 
is  perfectly  notorious,  and  is  as  much  a 
part  of  the  history  of  trials  in  Ireland 
as  the  alleged  failure  of  trials  for  agrarian 
offences  in  other  parts  of  Ireland.    Even 
the  Judges  themselves  have  been  com- 
pelled to  confess  that  the  trial  of  offenders 
in  Ulster  has  been  as  complete  a  failure 
as  the  trial  of  agrarian  offenders  in  the 
South  and  West  of  Ireland.    Neverthe- 
less, what  do  we  find  in  this  Bill  ?    It  is 
intended  to  confine  the  operation  of  the 
Bill  to  proclaimed  districts,  and  the  Go- 
vernment will   not    dare    to    proclaim 
Ulster.     They  have    consequently    ex- 
cluded from  the  operation  of  the  Bill  one 
of  the  places  where  trial  by  jury  has 
proved  to  be  a  failure.     In  the  face  of 
the    notorious  failure    of   prosecutions 
against  Orangemen  in  Ulster,  I  fail  to 
comprehend  why  these  clauses  should  be 
confined  to  proclaimed  districts.     It  only 
shows  that    the  Government    are    not 
hojxest  in  their  desire  to  remedy  the 


evils  which  they  declare  to  exist.  I  am 
afraid  that  they  are  actuated  by  some- 
thing lower  and  more  insidious  than  a 
desire  to  amend  the  Criminal  Law,  and 
that  they  have  behind  some  object  which 
is  worthy  only  of  Dublin  Castle.  Let 
me  refer  the  Committee  to  the  para- 
graph in  the  clause  which  commences  at 
line  30,  and  which,  in  my  opinion, 
proves  the  crafty  and  insidious  character 
of  this  preamble.  In  that  part  of  the 
clause  permission  is  g^ven  to — 

<*The  defendant,  or  any  defendant,  if  more 
than  one,  in  the  prescribed  manner  and  within 
the  prescribed  time,  to  apply  to  the  High  Court 
to  discharge  or  vary  any  such  order  for  the  re- 
moval of  a  trial,  upon  the  ground  that  the  trial 
can  be  more  fairly  and  impartially  had  in  a 
county  other  than  the  county  named  in  the  order 
of  removal,  and  thereupon  the  High  Court  may 
order  that  the  trial  shall  be  had  in  that  county 
in  which  it  shall  appear  that  the  trial  can  be 
most  fairly  and  impartially  had.*' 

When    an  application  of  that   nature 
comes  to  be  discussed  before  the  High 
Court,  the  Counsel  for  the  prosecution 
will  be  able  to  quote  the  preamble  as  an 
expression  of  the  opinion  of  the  Legis- 
lature, and  it  will  be  quite  sufficient  to 
state  certain  things,  and  simply  refer  to 
the  preamble,  without  giving  anything 
like  a  reasonable  amount  of  proof  that 
a  fair  and  impartial  trial  cannot  be  had. 
I  maintain  that  this  clause  is  dishonestly 
intended  to  exclude  Ulster,  and  that  it 
is  craftily  drafted  in  order  to  prevent 
a  defendant  from  obtaining  a  right  to  a 
change  of  venue,  and  to  place  him  in 
the  hands  of  his  enemies.    There  is  one 
class  of  people  who  are  constantly  tried 
in  Ulster  by  juries  with  whom  they  have 
been  historically  for  a  large  number  of 
years  at  feud,  and,  undoubtedly,  such 
prisoners  are  not  able  to  obtain  a  fair 
and  impartial  trial.     They  are  simply — 
to  use  the  expression  employed   by  a 
prisoner  in  an  agrarian  trial,  ''driven 
into  the  shambles."     I  have  read  of  an 
Irish  speaking  witness  who  in  Ireland 
200  years  ago  refused  to  attend  a  trial 
at  Dungannon  on  the  ground  that  if  he 
was  found  in  Court  he  was  certain  to  be 
tried  and  executed  the  next  day.     That 
is  the  tradition  and  experience  which 
certain  classes  of  the  Irish  people  have 
of  trials  in  Ulster.     They  know  that  in 
the  past  they  have  been  unable  to  obtain 
a  fair  trial  there,  and  yet  the  Govern- 
ment provide  them  with  no  protection  in 
the  shape  of  securing  a  change  of  venue. 
If  that  is  true  of  a  large  portion  of 
Ulster,  why   are    the   victims  of  this 
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unfair  and  impartial  system  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  not  to  have  the 
protection  of  a  change  of  venue  ?  Yet 
there  is  no  particle  of  power  of  that  kind 
given  in  this  clause.  If  the  Government 
say  that  there  is  a  necessity  for  inserting 
this  preamble,  I  contend  that  it  should 
contain  propositions  which  would  be  fair 
to  both  sides. 

Mb.  OONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  The  farther  we  proceed  with 
the  Bill  the  more  convinced  I  am  of  the 
correctness  of  the  opinion  I  have  already 
expressed  in  condemnation  of  the  mea- 
sure, that  its  introduction  is  a  dis- 
grace and  an  indignity,  to  this  House. 
Certainly  the  new  preamble  we  have 
now  under  discussion  is  the  worst 
specimen  of  all  the  worst  characteristics 
of  the  measure  which  have  yet  come 
under  our  notice.  My  objection  to  this 
preamble,  and  the  reason  why  I  venture 
for  a  moment  to  trespass  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  is,  that  it  is  im- 
proper to  insert  phrases  in  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament— which  is  generally  presumed 
to  be  an  embodiment  of  wisdom  and  of 
truth — which  are  utterly  divested  either 
of  wisdom  or  of  truth.  We  do  not,  of 
course,  expect  much  wisdom  from  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment on  the  Treasury  Bench,  but  we  do 
expect  more  truth  and  honesty  from 
them,  than  to  thrust  into  the  measure 
a  preamble  which  bears  on  every  line 
of  it  a  lie.  I  think  that  it  is  time  Ec  glish 
Members  should  protest  against  the 
indignity  which  is  placed  upon  them 
in  being  compelled  to  pass  such  a  pre- 
amble into  law.  The  absence  of  wisdom 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Advisers 
is,  I  think,  sufficiently  indicated  by  the 
turmoil  and  the  heat  of  this  discussion 
which  their  absurdity  has  provoked. 
The  Government,  whatever  they  may 
say  to  the  contrary,  are  the  real  obstruc- 
tives to  the  progress  of  the  Public  Busi- 
ness of  the  country.  This  Bill  is  a  mea- 
sure to  foster  and  promote  obstruction, 
and  they  have  introduced  it  because 
they  know  that  if  they  had  attempted 
any  other  legislative  measure  they  would 
have  been  brought  into  conflict  with  those 
crutches  —  the  Unionist  Members,  on 
whom  they  have  now  to  depend  for  sup- 
port. In  my  opiuion  this  clause,  and, 
indeed,  the  whole  of  the  Bill,  will  be  a 
direct  provocation  and  instigation  to 
violence  and  crime  in  Ireland,  although 
I  will  not  go  so  far  as  to  say  that  it  is  a 
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part  of  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  do  whatever  they  can  to 
drive  the  down-trodden  and   ignorant 
peasantry  of  Ireland  into  irreg^ular  and 
criminal  courses.    The  Chief  ^secretary 
has  never  been  able  to  justify  the  intro- 
duction of  this  Bill  by  anything  better 
thanfanonymous  anecdotes  and  idle  tales, 
which  have  over  and  over  again  been 
contradicted  and  disproved.     And  yet 
he  continues  to  repeat  them  in   official 
papers,   as  if    they    had    never    been 
denied.     His    Unionist    supporters    do 
the  same;  and  I  took  the  liberty  of 
assuring    the  electors    of    St.    Austell 
that    the   hon.    Gentleman    the  Mem- 
ber for  Barrow  (Mr.  Caine)  was  down 
there   to  propagate   his  policy  by  re- 
peating these  false  stories,  and  I  am  here 
to  repeat  the   same  charge.    I  merely 
mention  this  as  a  specimen  of  the  dis- 
honesty by  which  the  proceedings  of  the 
Government  in  connection  with  this  Bill 
are  characterized.    They  do  not  hesitate , 
no  matter  what  contradiction  is  advanced 
in    this    House,  to    reiterate  their  ca- 
lumnies.     There    has    been   no    proof 
alleged  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  this 
morning  in  justification  of  this  preamble, 
which  is  directly  levelled  against  hon. 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
the  people  of  Ireland  generally.     This 
preamble  amounts  to  nothing  more  or 
less  than  an  insult  to  the  Irish  nation, 
but  it  is  all  of  a  piece  with  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.     We  need 
not     be    surprised    at    anything    Her 
Majesty's   Government   do.     However 
irregular,  and  unconstitutional,  and  re- 
volutionary their  proceedings  may  be  I 
should  not  be  surprised.    If  we  recollect 
the  policy  laid  down  by  the  Head  of  the 
Government  last  year,   it  is  perfectly 
obvious    this  insult  is  deliberate    and 
intentional ;  it  is  simply  in  pursuance  of 
the    declaration  by    the   Marquess   of 
Salisbury  at  the  meeting  at  Her  Majesty's 
Theatre  last  year,  in  which  he  compared 
the  Irish  people  to  a  set  of  Hottentots. 
It    is    hardly  worth  while    discussing 
whether  a  preamble  is  necessary  and 
expedient  or  not.    I  think  that  verbiage 
of  every  kind,  especially  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament,   should  be  avoided.     The 
less  we  have  of  unnecessary  words  in 
this  Act  of  Parliament  the  better  it  will 
be  for  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  but 
if  we  must  have  a  preamble  at  all,  I 
think  we  have  a  right  to  Mk  that  it 
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should  be  put  in  its  proper  place,  and  I 
therefore  suggest  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment that  it  would  be  wise  to  post- 
pone the  discussion  of  this  preamble 
until  we  can  take  it  at  the  regular  time — 
namely,  when  all  the  clauses  have  been 
gone  through.  That  is  not  an  unreason- 
able suggestion ;  because  they  have 
already  postponed  some  important  parts 
of  their  Bill  until  a  more  favourable 
opportunity  arises  for  their  discussion. 
Whether  that  opportunity  will  ever  come 
remains  to  be  seen.  The  Government 
only  got  through  before  the  recent  short 
holiday  Section  2  of  the  Bill  by  means  of 
throwing  over  the  most  important  part 
of  that  section. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  address  himself  more  directly 
to  the  Question.  He  is  rambling  about 
in  a  most  extraordinary  fashion. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE:  I  will  bow  to 
your  ruling  at  once,  Mr.  Courtney ;  but 
perhaps  I  may  say  I  was  only  offering  a 
suggestion  and  giving  my  reasons  for  it. 
If  that  suggestion  is  out  of  Order,  I  will 
offer  another  which,  I  hope,  will  not 
meet  with  your  censure ;  and  that  is, 
that  if  the  Government  think  it  essential 
that  we  should  have  a  preamble  to  this 
clause,  the  preamble  should  run  some- 
what differently  from  that  they  have 
placed  before  us.  I  think  this  would 
form  a  preamble  quite  as  useful  and 
much  more  truthful  than  the  present, 
*'  Whereas  the  tyrannical  Tory  Govern- 
ment is  bolstered  up  " 

The  chairman  :  Order,  order ! 
The  hon.  Member  is  trifling  with  the 
Committee. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE:  WeU,  Mr. 
Courtney,  as  the  preamble  I  was  going 
to  suggest  is  not  one,  apparently,  that  is 
likely  to  receive  your  sanction,  I  shall 
certainly  not  press  it  upon  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Me.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) : 
There  was  once  a  distinguished  states- 
man who  said  he  was  unable  to  draw 
an  indictment  against  a  whole  nation.  I 
do  not  know  whether  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  re- 
gards that  statesman  with  the  respect 
which  his  name  receives  from  others.  I 
am  afraid  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
probably  looks  down  upon  him  with  that 
pretty  air  of  simpering  superiority  with 
which  it  seems  to  me  he  is  accustomed 
to  survey  mankind  from  China  to  Peru 
in  general,  and  from  Donegal  to  Cork 
in  particular.     I,  however,  cherish  the 
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deepest  respect — respect  which  I  hold  in 
common  with  all  intelligent  men — for  the 
name  of  Burke  and  the  opinions  of  Burke, 
and  I  am  not  able  to  join  with  him  in 
drawing  an  indictment  against  the  whole 
Irish  nation.  I  feel  that  incapability 
simply  because  no  evidence  has  been 
brought  before  me  to  justify  the  indict- 
ment. If  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land insists  upon  making  this  general 
charge  against  the  Irish  people,  I  think, 
when  challenged,  he  ought  to  have 
brought  his  evidence  for  the  indictment. 
He  has  done  nothing  of  the  kind.  I 
have  listened  here  with  great  attention 
to  these  Irish  debates,  as  attentively  as 
any  Member  of  this  House,  and  I  have 
heard  nothing  adduced  in  the  way — I 
shall  not  say  of  convincing  evidence — 
but  of  evidence  at  all,  to  justify  such  a 
general  and  sweeping  charge  as  is  con- 
tained in  the  preamble  to  this  clause. 
We  have  received  nothing  from  the 
Chief  Secretary  except  his  own  personal 
assurance  that  he  knows  that  there  can- 
not be  fair  and  impartial  trials  in  Ire- 
and,  and  that  jurors  are  in  danger  of 
their  lives,  property,  and  business.  But, 
Sir,  we  from  Scotland  have  had  some 
experience  of  general  assertions  from 
the  present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(^Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  in  matters  of  a  simi- 
lar nature.  I  shall  not,  because  it  is  not 
strictly  in  Order,  allude  to  them  further 
than  to  say  this — that  having  been  in 
controversy  with  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  as  to  the  rapacity  of 
landlords  in  the  Western  Islands  of 
Scotland,  and  having  received  a  cate- 
gorical contradiction  from  him,  I  think 
that  in  face  of  the  statement  of  tho 
Skye  Commission,  in  which  it  is  proved 
that  landlords  have  been  exacting  from 
their  tenants  rents  from  100  to  120 
per  cent  beyond  the  true  value  of  their 
land,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  per- 
sonal assurances  must  come  to  me  with 
a  diminished  power  compared  with  what 
I  might  at  one  time  have  been  disposed 
to  regard  them.  If  we  are  to  have  his- 
torical disquisitions  inserted  into  this 
Bill,  if  we  are  to  turn  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  into  an  historical 
association  for  the  time  being,  our  his- 
torical disquisitions  should  at  all  events 
be  accurate,  and  we  should  have  evi- 
dence produced  and  have  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  it.  I  have  no  desire  to 
enter  into  any  such  discussion ;  I  hold 
that  the  whole  matter  is  irrelevant.  The 
proposed  insertion  of  a  preamble  of  this 
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description  is  altogether  an  excrescence 
upon  the  proper  business  of  this  Com- 
mittee.   We  have  nothing  to  do  with  it. 
We  are  here,  not  in   the  interests  of 
scientific  criticism  or  historical  investi- 
gation, but  simply  in   the  interest    of 
practical  legislation,  and  we  have  enough 
to  do  with  difficulties  in  that  department 
without  launching  out  into   the   mare 
magnum  of  largo  and  undefined  and  irre- 
levant inquiry.       The  Government  are 
involving  us  not  merely  in  a  matter  of  or- 
dinary history,  but  in  a  matter  of  difficult 
and  delicate  scientific  investigation,  be- 
cause in  the  way  in  which  it  is  put  the 
question  is    raised    as    a    question  of 
natural  history  rather  than  of  civil  his- 
tory.    The  right  hon.  Oentleman  refers 
to  the  peculiar  constitution  of  the  Irish 
nature;    because  his  statement  is  one 
upon  which    there    is    proposed  to  be 
based  an  enactment  for  all  time.    His 
statement  is  not  founded  upon  certain 
accidental  peculiarities  in  Irish  history, 
but  upon  certain  permanent  characteris- 
tics of  the  Irish  nature.  The  proposition 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  seeks  to  es- 
tablish really  come  to  this — that  there 
is  something  in  the  permanent  nature  of 
Irishmen  which  makes  fair  and  impar- 
tial trials  in  that  country  impossible,  and 
that  continuously  and  for  ever  exposes 
jurors  to  danger  to  their  lives,  property, 
and  business.     Well,  the  evidence  that 
I  require  to  convince  me  of  the  truth  of 
such  a  proposition  is  not  simply  a  few 
narratives,  or  even  a  few  historical  facts, 
that  may  have  been  gleaned    by  the 
Chief  Secretary,  or  by  any  Committee  of 
this  House  who  may  have  investigated 
the  matter.   We  ought  to  have  a  special 
Committee  of  ethnologists  empowered  to 
call  for  persons,   papers,  and  records. 
The  whole  matter,  to  my  mind,  is  worse 
than  ridiculous.      I  think  there  is  not 
only  a  ridiculous  side  to  it,  but  a  tragic 
one;     and  I  and   others   heartily  join 
with  the  Kepresentatives  from  Ireland 
when  they  resent  this   preamble  as  a 
wanton  and  deliberate  insult  to  their 
nationality  and  to  themselves.    Nothing 
can  be  more  insulting  than  to  place  a 
permanent  record  anywhere  against  the 
impartiality,  and  against  the  fairness  and 
the  order  of  a  whole  people.     This  pre- 
amble is  insulting  in  the  very  last  degree. 
I  am  afraid  that  possibly  the  fact  that  it 
is  an  insult  is  in  the  view  of  the  Govern- 
ment a  recommendation  for  it,  because  I 
have  sat  long  enough  in  this  House  to  see 
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that  the  attitude — the  mutual  attitude — 
of  the  Irish  nation  and  Dublin  Castle 
is   one  which  is  unique  in  the  history 
of  civilized  society.  I  require  no  further 
evidence  than  I  get  from  what  passes 
across  the  floor  of  this  House  to  know 
that  Dublin    Castleism  is  an  insolent 
and  arrogant  tyranny.    I  do  not  wonder 
at  the  spirit  of  resentment  which  often 
animates  the  Eepresentatives  from  Ire- 
land who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
and  which  impels  them  to  take  action 
and  make  statements  which  possibly  an 
absolute  standard  of  abstract  propriety 
would,  even  in  their  own  minds,  occa- 
sionally incline  them  to  condemn.     I 
can  make  every  excuse  for  them  when  I 
see  the  provocation  which  they  daily  and 
hourly  almost  encounter  from  the  evil 
spirit  of  Dublin  Castleism.     And  here 
we  have  that  spirit  in  what  I  may  call 
its  perfect  embodiment.    We  have  the 
flower,  if  there  can  be  a  flower  proceeding 
from  so  degraded  a  stem — we  have  here 
the  formal   expression  of  the  insolent 
and   unauthorized    tyranny    which    is 
the   animating  spirit  of  what  I  ven- 
tured to  call  Dublin  Castleism.    I  no- 
tice that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  the  other  day  declared  that 
one  of  the  chief  causes  of  the  so-called 
obstruction  in  this  House  was  what  he 
called  the  arrogant  speeches  that  are 
made  in  this  House  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, and  I  understand  he  further  inti- 
mated that  in  his  place  in  Parliament  he 
would  not  scruple  to  make  g^od  the  as- 
sertion he  had  made  outside,  from  the 
fulfilment  of  which  promise  I  expect  a 
most  edifying  and  interesting  passage 
of  arms  between  the  two   right  hon. 
Gentlemen.    I,  in  all  seriousness,  unite 
my  voice  to  that  of  others  who  have 
spoken  upon  this  matter  in  entreating 
the  Government  not  to  persevere  in  a 
course  which  can  do  no  practical  good, 
but  which  must  lead  to  great  practical 
mischief,  and  which  I  can  only  charac- 
terize,  if  persevered  with,    as    puerile 
obstinacy  indulging  in  a  spiteful  and 
indefensible  malignity. 

Me.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  I 
think  that  after  the  challenge  thrown 
out  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  we  should  have  some 
further  reply  from  the  Government.  I 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
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for  East  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Wallace)  that 
the  object  of  the  Government  in  this 
preamble  is  to  deliberately  insult  and 
exasperate  the  people  of  Ireland.  There 
might  have  been  a  useful  object  in  this 
preamble  from  their  point  of  view  if 
they  could  have  answered  the  challenge 
of  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor), 
if  they  could  have  said  that  this  pre- 
amble would  add  anything  whatever  to 
the  Bill.  As  they  have  not  answered  the 
challenge,  we  are  entitled  to  assume 
that  the  Bill  is  complete  without  this 
preamble.  We  are  driven  by  necessity 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  only  object 
that  they  can  have  is  to  insult  and  ex- 
asperate and  annoy  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. We  ought  not,  however,  to  be 
surprised  at  this  attitude  of  the  Govern- 
ment, because  it  is  their  habitual  atti- 
tude in  respect  to  the  discussions  upon 
this  Bill.  It  might  have  been  thought 
that  upon  minor  points  of  this  sort  the 
Government  would  be  inclined  to  give 
way  to  the  united  representation  of  the 
Bepresentatives  of  Ireland.  I  feel  no 
surprise  that  they  have  not  acted  on 
that  principle — the  principle  of  their 
existence  is  opposition  to  the  Irish  Be- 
presentatives. That  is  the  reason  why 
they  are  seated  on  the  opposite  Bench 
— that  is  the  reason  why  they  are 
backed  up  by  their  friends  the  Liberal 
Unionists,  and  I  shall  be  wholly  sur- 
prised if,  on  any  point  at  all,  they  yield 
to  any  representations  made  by  the  great 
majority  of  the  Irish  people.  A  good 
many  reasons  have  been  given  why  this 
preamble  should  be  resisted;  but  my 
great  objection  to  this  preamble  is  that 
it  is  a  lie.  The  words  *'for  securing 
more  fair  and  impartial  trials"  imply 
that  trials  in  Ireland,  especially  for  poli- 
tical and  agrarian  offences,  have  been 
fair  and  impartial  in  the  past.  If  that 
be  implied,  all  we  can  say  is  that  the 
statement  is  an  unfounded  and  notorious 
falsehood.  Go  back  as  far  as  you  like, 
and  it  will  be  impossible  to  prove  that 
any  trial  for  political  or  agrarian  crime 
in  Ireland  has, been  free  from  partiality. 
Undoubtedly  this  clause  is  needed  to 
stereotype  the  practice  of  Dublin  Castle 
in  poisoning  and  polluting  the  foun- 
tains of  Justice,  and  turning  the  Courts 
of  Justice  into  shambles  The  present 
preamble  is  one  which  contains  an  un- 
founded falsehood,  and  is  intended  to 
mislead  and  misrepresent  the  state  of 
things  in  Ireland.    That  being  the  case, 


I  have  no  hesitation  in  opposing  this 
preamble,  and  in  continuing  the  discus- 
sion upon  it  until  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  chooses  to  put  an  end  to 
it  by  the  new  method  of  getting  rid  of 
debate. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S) :  I  can 
readily  understand  the  object  of  this 
preamble  when  I  read  it  in  conjunction 
with  the  whole  of  the  section.  The 
powers  given  by  the  4th  clause  must  be 
exercised  within  the  purview  of  this  pre- 
amble, and  the  preamble  lays  down  that 
it  is  necessary  virtually  to  remove  trials 
from  one  county  to  another  for  the  pur- 
pose of — 

'*  Securing  more  fair  and  impartial  trials,  and 
for  relieving  jurors  from  danger  to  their  lives, 
property,  and  business." 

Then  the  4th  clause  goes  on  to  enable 
the  Attorney  General  to  certify.  The 
certificate  will  be  virtually  an  insistance 
that  the  Court  shall  change  the  venue  of 
the  trial  from  ono  county  to  another. 
And  now  the  real  object  of  the  preamble 
comes  in,  because  when  the  section  goes 
on  to  give  an  appeal  from  the  order  of 
the  Court  it  throws  upon  the  defendant 
the  duty  of  moving  that  the  trial  can  be 
had  more  fairly  and  impartially  some- 
where else,  and  on  that  appeal  the  Court 
will,  no  doubt,  quote  this  preamble  as  a 
legislative  declaration  that  the  change  of 
venue  was  absolutely  necessary.  If  we 
go  on  to  read  the  language  of  the  latter 
portion  of  the  section,  we  discover  that 
once  the  Attorney  General  has  shifted 
the  trial  out  of  the  county  in  which  it 
ought  naturally  to  be  held,  even  the 
High  Court  of  Appeal  will  have  no 
power,  in  the  face  of  the  words  of  the 
clause,  to  send  the  trial  back  to  the 
original  county.  They  can  send  a  trial 
from  one  county  to  another,  but  they 
cannot  send  it  back  to  the  original 
county.  This  preamble  lays  down  two 
things.  The  first  is  that  the  change  of 
venue  is  necessary  ''for  securing  more 
fair  and  impartial  trials; "  and,  secondly, 
that  jurors  in  a  proclaimed  district  are 
now  subject  to  ''danger  to  their  lives, 
property,  and  business."  Although  in 
the  clause  there  is  a  great  deal  as  to  fair 
and  impartial  trials,  there  is  little  or 
nothing  which  deals  with  danger  to  lives, 
property,  and  business.  I  do  not  see  the 
object  of  having  such  a  preamble  as 
this — of  laying  down  a  statement  and 
then  abandoning  it.     Therefore,  for  that 
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reason  alone  I  think  the  preamble  ought 
not  to  be  passed.  In  addition  to  that,  I 
do  not  see  why  the  preamble  should  be 
introduced  in  the  middle  of  a  Bill,  when 
the  Bill  itself  has  no  preamble  whatever. 
If  the  preamble  were  in  its  usual  place 
undoubtedly  it  would  be  subjected  to 
long  discussion.  I  cannot  see  that  this 
preamble  can  have  any  really  beneficial 
operation — the  only  operation  which  it 
can  have  is  to  tie  the  hands  of  the  Court 

of  Appeal.         

Mb.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) : 
Mr.  Courtney,  it  is  unquestionably  the 
duty  of  the  Irish  Members  to  protest 
against  this  gratuitous  insult  upon  them- 
selves and  their  country ;  and  I  think 
that  in  our  protest  we  shall  have  the 
support  of  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  House  who  have  acted  with  us 
hitherto  in  opposing  this  Coercion  Bill, 
and  to  whom  we,  as  Eepresentatives  of 
the  Irish  people,  are  indebted  for  their 
very  strenuous  endeavours  to  resist  the 
coercion  proposals  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  pointed  out  very  properly  the 
result  which  will  flow  from  this  pre- 
amble. He  said  that  if  the  Government 
continue  to  persist  in  retaining  this  pre- 
amble there  will  be  a  certain  waste  of 
time  of  the  Committee,  and  considerable 
exasperation  of  the  Irish  Representa- 
tives. I  think  he  was  justified  by  the 
result  in  making  that  remark.  Even 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  Gt)vern- 
ment,  would  not  the  clause  be  quite  as 
effective  if  this  preamble  were  omitted  ? 
The  preamble  will  not  add  to  the  efficacy 
of  the  Bill,  and  it  will  not  expedite  the 
working  of  the  Bill,  while  it  conveys  a 
most  gratuitous  insult  to  the  people  we 
represent.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  has  said  that,  as  far  as  he  is 
concerned,  it  is  not  intended  to  offer  an 
insult  to  the  Irish  people.  Well,  Sir,  he 
makes  that  statement ;  but  I  think  the 
action  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  regard  to  Ireland  does  not  confirm 
the  position  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  taken  up.  We,  the  Representatives 
of  Ireland,  say  that  this  preamble  does 
oontain  a  great  insult  upon  the  Irish 
people.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
tradicts that  assertion;  but  I  think  it 
will  be  granted  that  we  are  more  com- 
petent to  speak  for  the  Irish  people  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.    The  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  has  no  acquaintance 
with  Ireland,  and  he  does  not  take  the 
proper  means  of  obtaining  such^  an  ac- 
quaintance. In  the  course  of  this  debate 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  complained  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  making  himself 
more  acquainted  with  Ireland ;  perhaps 
it  would  be  better  if  he  would  spend  a 
little  more  time  in  Ireland.  But,  after 
all,  I  am  not  surprised  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  does  not  remain  long 
in  Ireland,  because  I  imagine  that  living 
there  must  be  a  most  disagreeable  duty 
to  him;  living  in  Ireland  must  bring 
him  face  to  face  with  the  sickening 
scenes  of  barbarity  that  are  perpetrated 
in  that  country,  with  the  direct  approval 
of  his  own  Government.  Though  I 
disapprove  of  the  rdle  played  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary and  by  the  Government  in  this 
matter,  I  have  a  certain  amount  of  pity 
for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  because  I 
recognize  that  he  has  undertaken  a  most 
impossible  task. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  Order,  order ! 

Me.  p.  J.  POWER:  I  wiU  not 
pursue  that  line  of  argument,  Mr. 
Courtney,  as  it  meets  with  your  dis- 
approval. Now,  this  preamble  sets 
forth  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
framers  of  the  Bill  to  lessen  intimi- 
dation, and  to  get  fair  trials  in  Ire- 
land. We  maintain  that  there  never 
has  been  intimidation  practised  towards 
jurors  in  Ireland  when  the  ordinary 
law  has  prevailed  in  that  country.  I 
think  the  Blue  Books  presented  to  this 
House  will  prove  that  no  intimidation 
has  prevailed  in  Ireland  in  respect  to 
jurors  who  conscientiously  exercised 
their  rights  when  the  ordinary  law  has 
prevailed.  Perhaps  while  the  ordinary 
law  has  not  prevailed,  and  while  we 
have  had  exasperating  Coercion  Acts  at 
work  in  our  country  there  have  been 
some  cases  of  intimidation.  It  is  neces* 
sary  that  the  Committee  should  remem- 
ber that  cases  of  intimidation  really  do 
not  occur  while  the  ordinary  law  pre- 
vails, but  only  when  the  ordinary  law  is 
superseded  by  a  Coercion  Act.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary and  the  Government  wish  us  to  go 
back  to  that  state  of  extraordinary  law 
of  coercion  when  intimidation  does  pre- 
vail. I  know  the  cases  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  8e<7e« 
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tary  has  alluded — they  occurred  under 
Coercion  Acts  which  produced  a  state 
of  things  like  the  state  of  things  which 
this  Bill  will  produce.  As  pointed  out 
by  the  hon.  Qentloman  the  Member  for 
the  East  Division  of  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Wallace)  y  this  preamble  insults  the 
Irish  people,  and  insults  them  in  the 
grossest  possible  way.  It  makes  the 
assertion  that  not  at  one  fixed  period 
are  the  Irish  people  unfit  to  perform 
the  duties  of  jurymen,  but  it  makes  the 
assertion  that  for  all  time  hence  they 
are  incompetent  to  perform  those  duties. 
It  makes  the  assertion  that  the  Irish 
nation  cannot  be  trusted  on  their  oaths, 
and  that  if  they  are  to  be  put  into 
the  jury-box  they  will  commit  perjury. 
These  are  some  of  the  reasons  which 
make  it  our  duty  to  protest,  while  we 
are  allowed,  against  the  imposition  of 
this  further  insult  upon  our  people. 
The  Qovernment  say  they  do  not  wish 
to  insult  or  to  outrage  the  feelings  of 
the  Irish  people ;  but  I  think  that  their 
every-day  action  proves  such  is  not  the 
case.  The  Prime  Minister  never  opens 
his  mouth  in  public  without  insulting 
the  Irish  people  in  the  grossest  possible 
way.  This  preamble  says  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to'  obtain 
more  fair  and  impartial  trials  than  they 
can  obtain  under  the  existing  law,  and 
they  want  us  to  go  back  to  a  state  of 
things  that  existed  some  four  years  ago. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  wish  to  know 
how  the  jury  system  worked  under  the 
Crimes  Act  of  1882,  I  beg  of  them  to 
read  a  speech  delivered  in  this  House 
during  the  Autumn  Session  of  1884  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
present  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward 
Clarke).  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man made  a  really  able  speech  in  what 
is  known  as  the  Maamtrasna  Debate, 
and  he  criticized  the  very  modes  adopted 
to  procure  convictions  which  his  Govern- 
ment now  wish  to  re-enact.  He  went 
into  detail  on  this  subject,  and  proved 
that  the  very  system  which  his  Govern- 
ment now  wish  to  re-enact  produced 
perjury  and  produced  the  very  greatest 
miscarriages  of  justice.  For  these  rea- 
sons, and  for  many  others  which  have 
been  urged  by  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  it  is  our  bounden  duty  to 
oppose  the  fresh  insult  which  this  pre- 
amble throws  on  our  people;  ana  in 
doing  that  we  feel  sure  that  we  shall  be 
supported  by  our  Liberal  Friends  who 


have  acted  so  loyally  with  us  in  with- 
standing other  insults  flung  at  our 
people. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid) :  Mr. 
Courtney,  it  is  very  seldom  I  get  up  in 
this  House  to  congratulate  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  However,  upon  the 
present  occasion  I  must  most  sincerely 
congratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant for  having,  in  the  most  gratuitous 
manner,  offered  a  typical  insult  to  the 
Irish  people.  It  must  strike  the  most 
superficial  observer  —  and  goodness 
knows  there  are  superficial  observers 
enough  of  this  1887  Coercion  Act — it 
must  strike  the  most  superficial  ob- 
server as  extraordinary  that  this  is  the 
only  clause  in  the  Bill  with  a  preamble. 
What  is  the  object  of  this  preamble? 
There  is  no  preamble  to  the  Bill.  Then 
why  have  this  insinuation — this  series 
of  insinuations — because  we  find  there 
are  three  distinct  insinuations  brought 
forward  in  this  preamble  ?  Is  it  merely 
to  try  and  make  us  more  angry  than 
sometimes  we  cannot  help  feeling?  I 
defy  anyone  sitting  on  these  Benches  not 
to  feel  angry  at  the  gratuitous  insults 
which  are  poured  upon  the  Irish  nation 
and  their  Bepresentatives.  This  is  a  mere 
wanton  insult  upon  our  people,  and  I 
sincerely  hope  that  even  yet  the  Chief 
Secretary,  who  has  sat  through  this  de- 
bate, will  be  led  into  the  right  path, 
and  give  up  this  silly  emanation  from 
what  I  must  call  a  vacillating  and  feeble 
intellect.  Now,  this  preamble  is  divided 
into  three  sections.  First  of  all,  it  wants 
to  amend  the  law  relating  to  the  place 
of  trial ;  and,  secondly,  it  seeks  to  secure 
more  fair  and  impartial  trials.  I  am 
persuaded  the  first  portion  of  the  pre- 
amble will  not  be  acted  upon  in  its  in- 
tegrity. You  will  see  that  in  the  case 
of  offences  committed  in  certain  dis- 
tricts— say,  in  Kerry,  Clare,  and  possibly 
in  Tipperary  and  Connemara — the  venue 
will  be  changed.  Speaking  as  a  Pro- 
testant, I  affirm  that  in  the  cases  of  Catho- 
lics an  endeavour  will  be  made  to  secure 
trials  by  Protestant  juries,  by  men  who 
are  inspired  by  the  same  description  of 
dislike  and  hatred  towards  a  section  of 
the  Irish  people  which  distinguishes  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary. 
Catholics  will  be  handed  over  to  men  who 
differ  from  them  in  religion  and  politics 
— handed  over  for  execution,  be  that  exe- 
cution of  the  major  or  the  minor  degree. 
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[^  lauffh,']  Well,  if  a  man  is  haDged, 
that  is  execution  in  the  major  degree. 
I  am  perfectly  certain,  from  what  I  have 
seen  in  connection  with  change  of  venue 
in  the  case  of  political  offences,  that  this 
clause  will  be  worked  most  improperly. 
To  change  the  venue  is  practically  to 
hand  the  people  over  to  their  enemies. 
Now,  the  second  object  of  the  clause  is 
to  secure  more  fair  and  impartial  trials. 
If  you  take  Catholic  peasants  from 
Connemara  or  Kerry  to  Dublin,  to  be 
tried  by  the  same  tradesmen  in  and 
about  the  suburbs  of  Dublin,  and  who, 
as  a  rule,  are  Protestants,  instead  of 
securing  a  more  fair  and  impartial  trial 
you  will  do  exactly  the  reverse.  When 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  pro- 
posed we  were  treated  to  a  series  of 
anecdotes  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary.  When  those 
anecdotes  were  analyzed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  to  retreat  from  the  posi- 
tion he  took  up.  No  one  made  him 
retreat  more  precipitately  than  the  mid- 
wife of  Gal  way,  whom  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  been  afraid  to  face,  for 
he  has  never  gone  over  to  Ireland  since 
that  highly  intellectual  lady  has  pre- 
pared a  warm  reception  for  him.  The 
anecdotes  are  too  trifling  to  obtain  any 
credence  from  rational  people.  I  sin- 
cerely hope  that  hon.  Members  opposite 
will  see  that  practically  this  preamble  is 
a  stupid,  silly,  and  foolish  production, 
and  that  they  will  use  their  influence 
with  Members  of  the  Treasury  Bench, 
who  are  responsible  for  its  production, 
to  get  it  withdrawn. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  From  time  to  time  during  the 
discussion  of  this  Bill  we  have  had  what 
appears  to  be  a  bitter  complaint  from  the 
Government  Bench  of  the  unnecessary 
consumption  of  time  taken  up  in  the 
consideration  of  these  clauses.  Now,  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  attitude  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  regard  to  the  particular 
question  before  the  Committee  is  proof 
positive  of  the  absolute  hollowness  and 
insincerity — I  will  not  say  falseness — 
of  the  representations  which  have  come 
from  the  Government  Bench  with  regard 
to  obstruction.  There  is  no  preamble  to 
this  Bill  at  all,  large  as  is  the  scope  and 
drastic  as  are  the  provisions  of  the  Bill. 
As  to  this  particular  clause,  it  has  been 
considered  necessary,  or  a  pretence  of 
considering  it  necessary  is  made,  to  in- 
troduce a    preamble    wh'ch    does    not 
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carry  anything  further  than  it  would  be 
carried  without  it— a  preamble  which  has 
absolutely  no  affect  whatsoever  upon  the 
Bill,  and  for  the  presence  of  which  not 
one  jot  of  justification  has  been  adduced. 
If  the  preamble  were  omitted  the  clause 
would  be  equally  strong,  and  the  in- 
terpretation of  the  clause  by  any  Judge 
would  be  equally  simple.  Moreover, 
the  preamble  is  wantonly  and  gratui- 
tously offensive,  offensive  in  a  very  pecu- 
liar way.  It  alleges  not  merely  that 
impartial  trial  cannot  be  had,  but  that 
the  whole  class  of  jurors  in  Ireland  re- 
quire protection  in  respect  not  only  to 
their  peace  of  mind,  but  to  their  pro- 
perty, their  person,  and  their  lives.  To 
libel  the  whole  people  of  a  country  in 
this  gratuitous  manner  is  a  thing  which 
is  unparalleled  in  the  drafting  of  a  Bill. 
If  anything  in  the  way  of  a  preamble 
were  necessary  in  connection  with  this 
section,  it  ought  to  have  been  introduced 
in  the  beginning  of  this  portion  of  the 
Bill,  because  a  few  lines  further  up  you 
have  the  heading — **  Special  jury  and 
removal  of  trial."  That  is  where  the 
preamble  ought  to  have  been  brought 
in  if  necessary  at  all.  But  I  merely 
rise  to  emphasize  this  particular  view, 
which  I  challenge  anyone  to  dispute  or 
disprove,  that  the  insistence  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  retention  of  these  words, 
which  are  offensive  and  unnecessary,  is  a 
signal  exemplification  of  their  old  policy 
as  carried  out  in  connection  with  this  Bill. 
They  pretend  they  object  to  obstruction. 
They  themselves  have  been  obstructing 
for  more  than  two  hours  to-day.  What 
is  the  true  policy  of  the  Government  ? 
It  is  this— they  want  to  see  the  time  of 
the  present  Session  consumed ;  they  are 
glad  to  see  the  time  of  Parliament  con- 
sumed as  it  is  now  being  consumed  over 
thin  particular  Bill.  Why  ?  Because  it 
does  not  suit  them  to  have  the  Bill  got 
out  of  the  way.  They  are  desirous  that 
the  whole  Session  should  be  taken  up, 
because  they  are  not  themselves  prepared 
to  bring  forward  any  other  measure  they 
can  hope  to  carry.  If  this  Bill  is  got 
out  of  the  way,  there  is  no  other  point 
of  union  between  them  and  the  so-called 
Liberal  Unionists.  That  is  the  reason 
why  we  have  seen  the  Government  carry- 
ing on  the  gross  and  unjustifiable  piece 
of  obstruction  that  has  been  practised 
since  the  beginning  of  the  present  Sitting 
until  now — 10  minutes  to  3  o'olodE.  I 
hope  the  country  at  large  will  realise 
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tlie  significance  of  the  position  the  Oo- 
vemment  have  taken  up  to-day,  which 
has  simply  resulted  in  a  profitless  waste 
of  half  a  Sitting,  when  the  Sitting  is 
limited,  as  it  is  on  Wednesday.  We 
have  not  had  one  single  word  of  jus- 
tification or  of  reason  from  the  Govern- 
ment in  explanation  of  their  attitude. 
My  explanation  is  this — and  I  challenge 
anyone  to  dispute  it— the  Government 
want  the  time  of  this  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment to  he  consumc^i  over  this  Crimes 
Bill,  hecause  they  are  unahle  usefully 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  with 
any  measure  of  their  own  which  they 
can  reasonahly  expect  to  pass.  From 
time  to  time,  to  suit  their  own  malignant 
policy,  they  think  it  necessary  to  make 
a  show  of  irritation  at  what  they  are 
pleased  to  call  obstruction.  Their 
irritation  is  a  mere  pretence;  it  is 
a  mere  profession  held  out  before 
the  country  in  order  to  intensify  the 
hostile  feelings  which  prevail  in  this 
country  in  regard  to  Irish  affairs.  But 
the  people  of  England,  having  now 
turned  their  attention  to  the  matter  in  a 
manner  they  never  did  before,  will  be,  I 
believe,  able  to  appreciate  the  signifi- 
cance of  the  attitude  of  the  Government, 
and  the  hollowness  of  the  charges  of 
obstruction  which  they  make. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Mr.  Courtney,  I  do  not  wish 
to  stand  between  the  Committee  and  a 
Division  for  more  than  a  few  moments. 
The  Government  are  not  in  a  position  at 
the  present  moment  to  apply  the  cloture, 
but  we  are  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
discussion  which  has  taken  place.  We 
are  still  more  satisfied  with  the  contrast 
between  the  attitude  of  the  Government 
in  insisting  upon  unnecessary  phraseo- 
logy, and  our  attitude  in  bringing  the 
debate  to  an  earlier  close  than  we  may 
have  been  expected  to  do. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  180; 
Noes  116:  Majority  64,  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  199.)  [3.10  p.m.] 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
desire  now,  Mr.  Courtney,  to  move  an 
Amendment  which  does  not  appear  upon 
the  Paper.  It  is  to  omit  the  two  enact- 
ing paragraphs  of  the  Ist  sub-section  of 
the  clause.  I  move  this  Amendment  for 
the  purpose  of  raising  a  point  again 
which  I  have  already  raised  in  the  form 
of  a  QueBtion.    I  asked  yesterday  the 


Attorney    General    for    Lreland    (Mr. 
Holmes)  what  necessity  there  was  for 
this  provision  at  all,  and  I  drew  his 
attention  to  a  case  which  recently  came 
before  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in 
Ireland — a  case  in  which  a  man  belong- 
ing to  Kerry  was  charged  with  murder 
and  returned  for  trial.     He    was    an 
Emergency  man,  and  it  was  said  he  could 
not  get  a  fair  trial  in  Kerry.     An  appli- 
cation was  made  to  change  the  venue  to 
Cork,  and  it  was  granted  by  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench.     I  raised  the  point 
yesterday  whether  it  was  not  the  case 
that  the  power  of  the  Queen's  Bench  was 
limited.    I  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  the  time,  if  the  Courts  of  Law  in 
Ireland  had  that  power  already,  what 
was  the  object  of  this  sub-section  de- 
signed    to    give    power    that    existed 
already?    The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said   that  until  the   proper 
time  came  and  the  point  was  raised  on  the 
details  of  the  Bill  he  could  not  give  an 
explanation  of  the  intentions  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  inserting  this  sub-section. 
He  said  he  should  show  that  in  his  view 
the  powers  the  Courts  of  Law  had  at 
present  were  not  sufiB.ciently  extensive, 
or  that  some  obstacle  existed  in  the  way 
of  their  efficiently  exercising  their  powers. 
Well,  I  now  wish  to  obtain  the  explana- 
tion the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man said  he  would  give  of  this  proposal 
to  introduce  into  an  Act  of  Parliament, 
in  the  form  of  a  new  enactment,  a  pro- 
vision which  he  says  is  already  practi- 
cally the  existing  law. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  19,  to  leave  ont  the  words 
**  Where  an  indictment  for  a  crime  committed 
in  a  proclaimed  district  has  been  found  against 
a  defendant,  or  a  defendant  has  been  committed 
for  trial  for  such  crime.* '—(Afr.  Maw-ice  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
*  Where '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
yersity ) :  There  exists  at  the  present  time 
a  machinery  by  which  a  change  of  venue 
can  be  brought  about  in  certain  cases  at 
Common  Law.  The  debate  on  the  second 
reading  went  on  that  assumption,  and  I 
made  that  statement  at  the  time  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Russell). 
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I  pointed  out  that  a  Common  Law  case 
might  be  removed  to  the  Queen's  Bench; 
that  when  there  an  application  might  be 
made  to  enter  upon  the  record  a  suggestion 
of  chanfi^e  of  venue ;  and  that  the  record 
might  thus  be  sent  down  to  a  particular 
place  for  trial.  The  complicated  character 
of  the  machinery  is  such  as  to  render  it 
almost  impossible  to  have  a  change  of 
venue  at  Common  Law  under  ordinary 
circumstances.  The  time  which  is  con- 
sumed is  considerable,  and  that  alone  is 
a  great  objection ;  accordingly,  we  find 
that  both  in  •English  and  Irish  law  the 
occasions  on  which  this  machinery  has 
been  put  in  motion  have  been  very  few. 
On  some  occasions^  the  Crown  has  made 
application  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Common  Law  in  Ireland,  with  a  view  of 
having  a  change  of  venue ;  but  it  has 
not  been  successful  more  than  once  or 
twice.  Now  and  then  a  change  of  venue 
has  been  allowed  on  the  application  of 
accused  persons,  because  no  resistance 
has  been  offered  by  the  Crown — the 
Crown  having  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  in  the  interests  of  justice  the  appli- 
cation should  be  agreed  to.  In  a  murder 
case  from  Cork,  I  put  it  to  hon.  Members 
whether  there  would  not  be  as  much 
chance  of  getting  a  fair  trial  in  Dublin 
as  in  Cork  itself  ?  [  Cries  of  »*  No,  no  !  "] 
Well,  I  have  given  the  reason  why  the 
Government  think  it  necessary  to  have 
the  alteration  in  the  law  proposed  in  this 
Bill ;  and  when  we  come  to  discuss  the 
various  Amendments  to  be  moved  to  this 
clause  wo  shall  be  able  to  show  that, 
unless  the  complicated  character  of  the 
existing  machinery  for  bringing  about 
a  change  of  venue  is  considerably  modi- 
fied, it  cannot  be  considered  reasonably 
effectual  for  its  purpose.  We  shall  be 
able  to  show,  generally,  that  the  ma- 
chinery which  exists  at  the  present  time 
must  be  altered,  and  that  there  are  other 
difficulties  at  present  which  render  a 
free  exercise  of  change  of  venue  impos- 
sible. Such  is  our  object  in  introducing 
this  clause,  and  I  trust  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  will  be  satisfied  with  this 
explanation,  and  will  allow  us  to  make 
progress  with  this  section.  I  trust  there 
will  not  be  a  long  discussion  on  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  op- 
posite (Mr.  M.  Healy). 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY:  I  quite 
concur  in  the  observation  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  there 
should  not  be  a  long  discussion  ;  but  he 
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will  permit  me  to  say  that  on  the  sub- 
ject before  the  Committee  he  has  not 
been  so  argumentative  as  he  usually  is 
when  answering  questions  from  this  side 
of  the  House.  I  failed  to  gather  from 
his  speech  any  reason  for  making 
a  new  legal  provision  for  bringing 
about  change  of  venue,  having  regard 
to  the  existing  provisions  of  the  law. 
The  only  tangible  thing  which  I  can 
find  in  his  speech  is  that  he  says 
the  procedure  under  the  existing  law 
is  of  a  somewhat  complicated  charac- 
ter. I  object  as  much  as  anyone  to 
having  a  legal  procedure  in  any  case 
which  is  notoriously  complicated  ;  but  if 
there  is  any  class  of  case  which  would 
warrant  complicated  procedure,  it  is 
this  case  of  changing  the  venue  in  which 
a  prisoner  is  to  be  tried.  If  the  scenes 
that  were  enacted  under  the  Act  of 
1 882  are  to  be  repeated,  and  if  unfor- 
tunate people  from  Connemara  are  to  be 
brought  up  for  trial,  I,  for  my  part, 
shall  not  regard  it  as  of  any  advantage 
to  disturb  the  safeguard  which  is  at 
present  thrown  over  the  liberty  of  these 
people  in  the  shape  of  the  complex  pro- 
cedure which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  described.  The  obtain- 
ing of  changes  of  venue  will  be  facili- 
tated by  doing  away  with  the  complex 
machinery  to  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  referred,  and  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will 
see  for  himself  the  difficulty  of  main- 
taining his  position  in  this  argument  as 
to  complex  procedure.  He  must  see 
perfectly  well  that  no  argument  founded 
on  considerations  of  that  kind  will  be 
sufficient  to  warrant  such  an  enactment 
as  this  we  are  discussing ;  therefore,  he 
has  hinted,  and  he  has  done  more  than 
hint,  at  some  further  difficulties  of  policy 
that  stand  in  the  way  of  the  free  exer- 
cise of  the  law  as  to  change  of  venue. 
He  has  stated  that,  apart  from  this  con- 
sideration of  complex  procedure,  there 
are  difficulties  in  the  way  of  a  free  exer- 
cise of  change  of  venue  as  it  at  present 
exists.  I  invite  him  to  say  what 
those  difficulties  are.  I  have  referred 
him  to  a  particular  case.  Theonlyg^round 
alleged  for  change  of  venue  in  that 
particular  case  was  the  fear  that  an  impar- 
tial trial  could  not  be  had  in  the  yenua 
where  the  trial  was  originally  to  take 
place,  and  the  Government  hare  them- 
selves alleged  in  this  very  clause  that 
the  ground  on  which  they  seek  changes 
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of  venue  under  the  machinery  provided 
by  this  Act  is  because  of  the  fear  that 
impartial  trials  cannot  be  had.  Is  this 
allegation  a  sufficient  ground  for  in- 
creasing the  facilities  for  change  of 
venue  ?  Is  this  the  difficulty  which  has 
to  be  added  to  that  of  complex  pro- 
cedure? The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  stated  that  on  a  previous 
stage  of  this  Bill  he  dwelt  more  fully  on 
this  matter.  I  regret  that  I  had  not  the 
opportunity  of  hearing  what  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  G-entleman  said,  for 
what  he  says  is  generally  worth  hearing; 
but  I  venture  to  say  that  if  he  did  not, 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Geotle- 
man  the  Member  for  South  Hackney 
(Sir  Charles  Russell),  put  forward  any 
more  reasons  than  those  he  has  briefly 
mentioned  to-day,  I  do  not  think  he 
could  have  made  out  any  ground  for  the 
introduction  in  this  Bill  of  a  change  of 
venue.  Our  case  is  a  simple  one.  The 
Government  admit  that  under  the  exist- 
ing law  they  have  the  power  to  change 
the  venue — that  is  the  case  now  made 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. He  has  not  pointed  out  a  single 
difficulty  that  exists  in  the  free  exercise 
of  this  power  beyond  this  one  difficulty, 
which  he  describes  as  complex  procedure, 
but  which  I  should  describe  as  a  series 
of  obstacles  most  properly  thrown  in 
the  way  of  this  change  of  venue  by  the 
Courts  of  Law,  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duty  of  protecting  the  liberty  of  the 
subject  and  of  seeing  that  this  extreme 
and  extraordinary  power  is  not  used  to 
oppress  people  by  changing  the  venue 
from  their  own  part  of  the  country 
and  cutting  them  off  from  their  re- 
sources and  from  their  districts,  taking 
them  to  be  tried  by  persons  who  are 
strangers  to  them  in  every  point  of 
view,  differing  from  them  in  language, 
in  religion,  almost  in  nationality,  and 
alien  to  them  in  thought  and  sympathy. 
I  say  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman has  failed  to  make  out  a  case 
for  this  clause.  He  has  failed  to  show 
that  there  is  any  ground  for  strengthen- 
ing the  present  law.  He  has  failed  to 
show  that  the  present  law  is  defective, 
and  on  that  ground  I  do  not  think  the 
Government  are  justified  in  wantonly 
hampering  and  overloading  the  Bill  with 
this  provision. 

Mb.  holmes  :  You  must  have  some 
power  of  changing  venue,  and  I  only 
repeat  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  M. 


Healy)  that  unless  an  alteration  is  made 
in  the  law,  it  will,  in  practice,  be  impos- 
sible to  obtain  such  a  change  in  venue 
in  many  criminal  cases  where  it  may  be 
desirable  to  exercise  it.  I  regret  that  I 
am  not  able  to  answer  questions  put  to 
me  as  clearly  and  as  satisfactorily  as  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  M.  Healy)  desires.  So 
far  as  this  point  is  concerned,  however, 
it  is  admitted  that  we  are  not  now  to 
discuss  the  policy  of  the  clause  on  the 
Amendment  proposed.  I  would  submit, 
therefore,  that  it  will  be  to  the  interest 
of  all  parties  for  us  to  go  to  the  considera- 
tion of  some  Amendment  upon  which 
there  can  be  something  like  a  profitable 
discussion. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  do  not  think  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  need  debase  himself  by  say- 
ing that  he  is  not  able  to  give  as  clear 
and  satisfactory  answers  as  might  be  de- 
sired. For  my  own  part,  I  think  the  an- 
swers we  receive  from  him  compare  most 
favourably  with  the  replies  we  receive 
from  his  right  hon.  Colleague,  for  he,  at 
any  rate,  is  always  able  to  confine  him- 
self closely  to  the  point,  which  other 
Ministers,  as  we  have  seen  to-day,  are 
unable  to  do.  Why,  Sir,  do  we  raise 
this  point  which  is  now  under  discussion? 
It  is  a  substantial  point.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  says  that  no 
change  of  venue  in  a  serious  criminal 
case  has  ever  been  had ;  but  he  seems 
to  forget  that  an  Emergency  man  can  get 
the  change  of  venue  with  the  greatest 
facility.  The  absurdity  of  the  thing  is 
that  although  Emergency  men  are  able 
to  obtain  a  change  of  venue  when  they 
desire  it,  we  are  not  able  to  do  so.  Why 
should  we  not  have  the  same  privilege  ? 
I  agree  that  it  would  not  be  reasonable 
to  prolong  this  discussion;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  is  necessary  to  point  out 
that  on  no  subsequent  Amendment  can 
the  Committee  discuss  the  particular 
point  now  raised.  We  have  now  had  an 
answer  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman.  He  always  does  manage 
to  give  us  some  answer,  but  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary we  get  no  answers  at  all — we  hear 
from  him  nothing  but  verbiage.  I 
would  suggest  that  the  Amendment 
should  be  withdrawn. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY:  I  withdraw 
the  Amendment ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
I  must  say  that  I  do  not  consider  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
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has  giTen  me  a  satisfactory  answer  at 
aU. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  O'DOHEBTY  (Donegal,  N.):  I 
beg,  Sir,  to  move,  in  page  3,  line  19,  to 
amend  the  clause,  by  inserting,  after 
'*  where,"  the  words  "  after  the  passing 
of  this  Act."  This  Amendment  comes, 
I  think,  with  great  force  now  that  the 
Government  have  got  the  power  to  obtain 
special  juries.  In  all  the  cases  men- 
tioned in  the  4th  section  you  can  have  a 
special  jury,  and  you  can  send  men  for 
trial  and  have  a  choice  of  venue ^in 
conspiracy  cases,  for  instance,  you  can 
send  men  for  trial  to  the  County  of 
Dublin.  You  can  try  men  for  conspiracy 
wherever  any  part  of  the  conspiracy  is 
supposed  to  have  taken  place,  where,  in 
fact,  the  least  act  of  conspiracy  is  said 
to  have  taken  place.  In  that  particular 
case  they  have,  I  will  venture  to  say, 
power  to  obtain  that  which,  from  their 
point  of  view,  will  be  about  the  best 
special  jury  possible  to  select  anywhere. 
I  cannot  even  except  the  North  of  Ire- 
land, for  I  think  it  would  be  difficult  to 
get  12  men  in  that  part  of  the  country  to 
combine  in  favour  of  anything  that  would 
injure  the  tenant  right  in  their  district. 
I  do  not  think  you  could  get  them.  But 
I  will  not  occupy  more  time  in  moving 
the  Amendment  than  what  is  necessary 
to  enable  me  to  call  attention  to  this — 
that  in  all  cases  mentioned  here  which 
have  already  occurred  where  indictments 
have  been  granted,  or  the  prisoners  have 
been  conmitted  for  trial,  the  Crown  has 
deliberately  chosen  to  put  the  venue  in 
a  particular  place,  and  take  the  trial 
before  common  jurors.  A  section  has 
been  passed  which  enables  them  to 
change  common  jurors  for  special  jurors. 
I  think  it  a  fair  thing  to  say  that  the 
retrospective  action  of  the  clause  should 
be  limited  in  extent.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land yesterday,  in  reply  to  a  similar 
Motion,  asked  whether  it  was  proposed 
that  there  was  to  be  immunity  for  all 
offences  committed  before  the  passinp:  of 
this  Act.  Nothing  of  the  sort.  Sir.  The 
Government  have  a  most  tremendous 
machinery  under  the  3rd  section  for 
punishing  everything  of  that  kind,  and 
in  the  2nd  clause  they  have  a  radical 
change  in  the  method  of  trying  the  of- 
fences. I  put  it  to  every  Member  of  the 
Committee  whether  the  change  made  by 
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the  2nd  section,  affecting  trial  by  Stipen- 
diary Magistrates,  with  limited  power  of 
punishment,  is  not  a  much  less  serious 
change  in  the  procedure  in  the  trial  of 
a  prisoner  than  while  continuing  the 
punishments  that  the  Common  Law  metes 
out  to  particular  offences,  unmitigated  in 
the  slightest  degree,  to  put  a  man  on 
trial  under  a  change  of  venue?  The 
argument  upon  which  a  retrospective 
policy  was  condemned  in  regard  to  the 
2nd  clause  applies  with  much  greater 
force  when  we  come  to  speak  of  change 
of  venue. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
19,  after  '*  where,"  insert  **  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act." — {Mr.  G*Doherty.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity): One  of  the  main  principles 
which  has  guided  Her  Majesty's  Gh)- 
vernment  in  the  preparation  of  this  Bill 
has  been  the  conviction  that,  for  some 
time  past,  it  has  been  impossible  in  cer- 
tain parts  of  Ireland  to  get  a  fair  trial. 
We  may  be  right  or  we  may  be  wrong 
in  that  opinion,  but  we  have  constantly 
maintained  it ;  we  advanced  the  argu- 
ment on  the  first  and  second  reading, 
the  argument  has  been  replied  to,  and 
the  House  has  decided  that  our  view 
must  prevail.  Assuming  that  we  are 
right,  and  that  for  some  time  past  it  has 
been  impossible  to  obtain  fair  trials  in 
Ireland,  it  would  be  manifestly  foolish  and 
absurd  on  our  part,  having  regard  to  the 
general  character  of  the  Bill,  if  we  were 
to  pass  a  provision  to  prevent  the  appli- 
cation of  this  clause — by  which  we  hope 
to  give  fair  trial — to  the  case  of  a  crime 
committed  to-morrow,  or  next  week,  or 
the  week  or  the  day  before  the  Act  comes 
into  operation,  and  prevent  the  applica- 
tion of  what  we  consider  a  fair  trial  to 
such  crime.  If  there  is  any  basis  at  all 
for  the  contention  of  the  Gx>vernment, 
you  should  not  exclude  from  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Bill  offences  which  we  main- 
tain are  now  going  unpunished  by  reason 
of  this  difficulty  of  obtaining  a  fair  trial. 
We  ought  to  be  able  to  avail  ourselves 
of  this  clause  in  prosecuting  any  un- 
punished offenders  for  crimes  recently 
committed,  or  persons  who  may  commit 
crimes  before  the  Bill  becomes  law. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,   Birr)  : 
The  general  poliny  adopted  in  pacing 
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Bills  in  this  House  has  always  been  not 
to  make  them  retrospective.  When  you 
do  make  measures  retrospective,  it  is 
desirable  that  you  should  have  sufficient 
grounds  for  so  doing.  Assuming  that 
the  case  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qen- 
tleman  refers  to  were  made  out ;  assum- 
ing— which  we  do  not  admit — that  the 
contention  of  the  Government  that  it  has 
been  impossible  to  obtain  fair  trials  in 
the  past  is  well-founded,  and  that  con- 
victions have  not  been  obtained  where 
they  ought  to  have  been  obtained,  is  it, 
I  ask,  advisable  to  make  your  Bill  not  a 
Bill  for  the  prevention  of  crime,  but  one 
of  vengeance  ?  Is  it  advisable,  I  ask,  to 
let  a  measure  of  this  kind  have  about  it 
a  great  deal  of  the  spirit  of  revenge  ? 
In  the  answers  given  from  the  Front 
Bench  opposite,  in  the  course  of  the  last 
week  or  two,  we  have  heard  that  crime 
is  diminishing  in  Ireland.  The  Govern- 
ment take  glory  for  that  as  if  it  were 
their  doing.  They  admit  that  crime 
is  diminishing  in  Ireland.  The  object 
of  all  criminal  measures  is  to  prevent 
crime — the  object  of  this  Criminal  Bill 
is  to  prevent  crime — but  if  crime  is  dimi- 
jHiUMr  in  Ireland,  that  is  still  another 
why  you  should  not  make  the 
re  retrospective.  It  is  lowering 
naracter  of  the  Bill  to  make  it  re- 
pective.    I  put  it  on  the  ground  of 

*Dlio  policy — if  you  want  to  prevent 
.rime,  let  the  past  be  past.  You  will 
find  that  course  of  action  of  much 
greater  assistance  to  you  than  that  you 
propose.  To  deal  with  retrospective 
crime  you  ought  to  be  satisfied  with  the 
existing  procedure,  instead  of  raking  up 
the  past  after  this  Bill  becomes  law.  It 
is  because  I  think  it  bad  policy  to  make 
this  Bill  retrospective,  and  not  because  I 
want  to  protect  anyone  who  may  de- 
serve punishment,  that  I  support  this 
Amendment.  I  strongly  maintain  that 
it  is  extremely  bad  policy,  wherever  it 
can  be  avoided,  to  allow  a  Bill  to  deal 
with  what  has  already  happened. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  says  it  is  impossible  to  have 
a  fair  trial  in  some  parts  of  Ireland.  I 
deny  the  accuracy  of  that  statement; 
but  even  if  it  were  a  good  reason,  why 
doos  he — when  his  case  is  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  obtain  convictions  in  certain 
parts  of  Ireland,  and  in  certain  parts 
only — make  this  clause  apply  retrospec- 
tively to  the  whole  of  Ireland?  Obviously 


the  course  he  is  taking  is  inconsistent. 
Some  months  ago  the  right  lion,  and 
learned  Gentleman  and  his  Colleague 
attempted  to  get  a  conviction  against 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  and  others  for  advo- 
cating the  Plan  of  Campaign ;  and 
having  failed  in  that  conviction,  al- 
though a  jury  of  the  County  of  Dublin 
was  employed,  and  although  care  was 
taken  that  none  but  men  of  considerable 
substance  got  upon  the  jury,  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  now  de- 
sires, under  this  clause,  to  have  the 
power  to  send  such  a  case,  say,  to  the 
County  of  Antrim.  I  know  the  sort  of 
jury  you  would  get  in  the  County  of 
Antrim  very  well.  Speaking  to  some- 
one very  well  acquainted  with  the  feel- 
ing in  that  county  some  time  ago,  I  was 
assured  that  if  we  were  taken  to  the 
County  of  Antrim  for  trial  the  jurors  of 
that  county  would  only  be  too  anxious 
to  hang  us,  whether  they  had  evidence 
against  us  or  not.  Those  are  the  sort 
of  people  to  whose  tender  mercies  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  de- 
sires to  have  power  to  send  Nationalist 
prisoners  to  for  trial.  I  think  the  state- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman is  inconsistent  with  the  wording 
of  this  clause.     The  clause  says — 

'*  Where  an  indictment  for  a  crime  committed 
in  a  proclaimed  district  has  been  found  against 
a  defendant.*' 

If  the  only  cases  in  which  a  change  of 
venue  is  to  take  place  are  cases  where 
crime  has  been  committed  in  a  pro- 
claimed district,  it  is  evident  that  you 
cannot  properly  give  a  retrospective 
action  to  this  clause.  I  respectfully 
submit  that  crime  committed  in  a  pro- 
claimed district  is  not  crime  committed 
in  a  district  that  is  not  now  proclaimed. 
If  that  is  BO,  it  would  seem  as  if  this 
Amendment  is  not  necessary  at  all.  But 
in  the  discussion  of  the  1st  and  2nd 
clauses  we  found  that  the  words  '^  com- 
mitted in  a  proclaimed  district "  meant 
committed  in  a  district  that  might  after- 
wards be  proclaimed.  That  interpreta- 
tion seemed  to  me  an  abuse  of  the  Eng- 
lish language,  and  if  the  point  were  to 
be  raised  in  an  English  Court  of  Law  I 
have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  that 
would  be  the  view  taken  by  the  Judge. 
We  should  not  trouble  ourselves  about 
it,  because  we  should  know  that  t)io 
monstrous  construction  put  upon  the 
words  by  the  Treasury  Bench  would 
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not  be  confirmed  by  the  Court.  But 
there  is  a  great  difference  between 
Courts  of  Law  in  England  and  Ireland. 
There  is  a  familiar  likeness  between  the 
Courts  of  Law,  and  the  individuals  pre- 
siding in  them,  in  Ireland  now  and  those 
you  had  in  England  some  300  years  ago. 
I  have  not  the  slightest  doubt  that  in 
the  Irish  Courts  the  precise  reading  of 
this  clause  which  we  hear  on  the  Trea- 
sury B^noh  will  be  held.  It  is  that 
which  has  rendered  it  necessary  to  move 
this  Amendment.  The  Amendment  would 
have  been  perfectly  unnecessary  but  for 
the  lead  given  by  the  Treasury  Bench  to 
those  who  will  have  to  administer  this 
Act.  I  think  this  Amendment  should 
be  inserted  in  the  Bill  to  show  that  the 
measure  must  be  administered  in  Ire- 
land as  it  would  be  in  England  or  in 
any  other  civilized  community. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
The  analysis  of  crime  in  Ireland  for  the 
past  six  months  shows  that  the  number 
of  cases  to  which  this  clause  could  be 
applied  must  be  exceediDgly  small.  The 
number  of  prisoners  at  the  Winter  As- 
sizes would  have  conferred  on  the  Go- 
vernment a  power  practically  analogous 
to  that  sought  for  in  this  section.  It 
would  have  enabled  them  to  take  cri- 
minals from  Munster  to  Cork,  from 
Leinster  to  Dublin,  and  from  Ulster  to 
Belfast.  Under  that  arrangement,  the 
Government  once  a-year  are  enabled  to 
change  the  venue  of  trials,  and  therefore 
we  have  practically  a  clear  slate  up  to 
the  last  Winter  Assizes  in  December 
last,  and  we  are  only  concerned  with 
offences  committed  since  the  last  Winter 
Assizes,  and  these,  owing  to  the  almost 
complete  absence  of  crime  in  Ireland, 
are  few  in  number.  The  question  of 
this  clause  being  retrospective,  therefore, 
is  not  of  importance  in  regard  to  the 
number  of  cases  that  are  likely  to  come 
under  it ;  but  the  principle  involved  is 
a  very  serious  matter,  because,  as  my 
hon.  Friend  has  said,  it  practically  re- 
verses the  whole  of  the  policy  of  previous 
legislation,  which  has  been  to  make  Acts 
of  Parliament  apply  to  cases  arising 
after  those  Acts  were  passed,  and  not  to 
anything  of  a  retrospective  character. 
Of  course,  the  argument  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  reply  to  that  is  that  this  is  a 
mere  matter  of  procedure ;  that  they 
create  no  new  offences ;  and  that  it  would 
be  absurd  to  except  from  the  operation 
of  the  improved  procedure  any  offences, 

Mr.  Chance 


whether  committed  before  the  passing 
of  the  Act  or  not,  and  to  prevent  this 
improved  procedure  from  being  availed 
of  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  criminals 
to  justice.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  has  very  properly  put  the  case 
of  a  crime  that  might  be  committed  the 
week  or  even  the  very  day  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  He  says  it  would 
be  absurd  to  rely  on  the  old  broken- 
down  judiciary  in  Ireland  for  the  prose- 
cution of  a  person  for  such  a  crime;  but 
that  is  not  a  fair  argument ;  because,  in 
the  case  of  a  crime  committed  just  before 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  they  would  not 
have  to  rely  on  the  old  broken-down 
judiciary.  They  have  got,  under  Clause  3 
of  this  Act,  a  most  important  qualifi- 
cation of  the  old  machinery.  They  have 
got  the  power  of  empanneUing  a  special 
j  ury  in  any  particular  case,  and  the  Com- 
mittee has  already  refused  to  declare 
that  that  power  shall  be  restricted  to 
offences  committed  subsequent  to  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  It  is  absurd  to  say, 
therefore,  that  in  agreeing  to  this  Amend- 
ment the  Government  would  be  relin- 
quishing the  power  of  punishing  offences 
committed  before  the  passing  of  the  Act, 
or  that  in  dealing  with  those  offences 
they  would  be  compelled  to  fall  back 
upon  the  old  procedure.  I  think  that  is 
a  complete  answer  to  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  upon  that  point.  I 
think  we  are  entitled  to  an  answer  from 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  the  point  raised  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  I  think  we  ought 
to  know  whether  it  is  intended  to 
deal  retrospectively  with  such  cases 
as  that  in  which  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
was  concerned.  One  of  the  last  of  the 
cases  which  may  occur  prior  to  the 
passing  of  this  Act  is  that  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  unless  this  Amendment  is 
accepted  that  case  would  unquestion« 
ably  come  within  the  powers  granted  by 
this  clause.  We  want  an  answer  from 
the  Irish  Government  upon  this  point 
Do  they  mean  to  use  the  powers  of  this 
clause  to  obtain  against  my  hon.  Friend 
a  conviction  which  they  were  unable  to 
obtain  under  the  old  law  ?  They  have 
announced  that  their  policy  will  be  to 
administer  the  Act  so  as  to  punish 
offences  committed  before  the  passing  of 
the  Act,  and  they  would  be  within  the 
lines  of  that  policy  if  they  proclaimed 
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the  County  or  the  City  of  Dublin,  and 
tried  my  hon.  Friend  under  this  clause. 
They  would  be  within  their  rights  in 
doing  that ;  but  I  think  all  would  agpree 
with  me  that  a  fouler  use  of  a  judicial 
process  could  not  be  devised  than  to  use 
the  machinery  placed  in  their  hands  by 
this  clause  in  such  a  way.     I  do  not 
think  any  fair-minded  man  will  venture 
to  suggest  for  a  moment  that  such  a  use 
of  this  power  of  changing  the  venue 
would  be  a  fair,  or  proper,  or  reason- 
able exercise  of  that  power.     That  being 
80,  I  do  think  that  my  hon.  Friend  is 
quite  justified  in  asking  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  us  some  declaration  of  their 
intention  upon  that    point.     Do    they 
mean  to  so  misuse  and  to  abuse  this 
power  of  changing  the  venue  as  to  apply 
it  to  such  a  case  as  that  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  East  Mayo? 
Do  they  mean  to  attempt,  by  hook  or 
by  crook,   whether  by  this   power  of 
changing  the  venue  or  not,  to  obtain 
the  conviction   they  were  not  able  to 
obtain  under  the  old  law?    Do  they 
mean  to  send  my  hon.  Friend  down  to 
Belfast,  or  to  Down,  or  to  send  him  off 
elsewhere,  for  trial  before  a  special  jury  ? 
I   do  think  this  is  a  most  important 
point.     From  one  point  of  view   I  say 
the  Amendment  is  not  of  vital  import- 
ance, because  the  number  of  cases  it 
would  affect  are  limited ;  but  as  regards 
this  course  of  action  generally  it  is  of 
vital  importance,   and  as  regards  the 
operation  of  the  clause  upon  my  hon. 
Friend  it  may  be  of  vital  importance.   I 
do  think  we  are  entitled  to  some  decla- 
ration from  the  Government  as  regards 
the  class  of  case  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred.    We  are  entitled  to  know  whe- 
ther they  do  or  do  not  intend  to  use  this 
power  against  my  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  O'DOELEETY  :  Before  we  go  to 
a  Division  upon  this  Amendment,  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  if  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  would  give 
some  answer  on  the  point  now  raised 
he  would  probably  save  a  discussion  on 
the  next  Amendment.  I  rather  in- 
tended to  deal  with  that  point  on  that 
Amendment.  With  your  permission, 
Sir,  I  would  say  that  if  the  words  **  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act "  are  inserted 
after  the  word  **  found,"  the  two  Amend- 
ments will  be  covered.  I  think  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not 
fairly  interpret  what  I  put  forward.   He 


spoke  of  our  wishing  to  give  immunity 
to  those  offences  committed  between  the 
passing  of  this  Act  and  a  week  or  a  day 
prior  to  it.  I  spoke  of  treating  offences 
under  this  clause  so  far  back  as  the 
finding  of  a  true  bill  by  the  Grand  Jury, 
and  I  should  not  put  such  cases  in  the 
category  of  offences  committed  up  to 
within  a  short  period  of  the  passing  of 
the  Act.  I  referred  to  cases  where  the 
Crown  had  taken  proceedings,  had  gone 
to  the  Grand  Jury,  framed  an  indict- 
ment, and  had,  perhaps,  failed  before 
the  petty  jury.  I  mentioned  that  the 
Crown  had  a  special  jury  to  go  to.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  deals 
with  the  matter  as  though  we  want  to 
prevent  all  retrospective  action  what- 
ever under  this  clause.  I  only  dealt 
with  two  particular  cases.  The  action 
the  Government  can  take  now  in  re- 
spect of  crimes  committed  before  the 
passing  of  the  Act  will  still  be  open  to 
them.  I  only  object  to  their  taking 
action  under  this  clause  in  regard  to 
oases  which  they  could  deal  with  now, 
but  which  they  will  not  deal  with — in 
reference  to  which  they  are  refraining 
from  taking  action  until  they  have  this 
Bill.  I  know  they  are  waiting  for  this 
measure  in  some  cases.  I  wish  to  save 
only  cases  in  which  the  Crown  have 
already  taken  proceedings;  but  in  no 
way  would  the  proposal  save  a  man  who 
has  committed  an  offence  between  this 
and  the  passing  of  the  Act. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  128; 
Noes  214:  Majority  86. — (Div.  List, 
No.  200.)  [4.10.  P.M.] 

Mr.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal,  N.) : 
I  wish  now  to  move  an  Amendment,  in 
line  19,  after  ^*  where,"  to  leave  out  to 
*'  or,"  in  line  20,  inclusive.  My  wish  is 
to  compel  the  prosecution  to  make  a 
motion  for  it  before  they  are  allowed  a 
change  of  venue.  I  contend  that  they 
should  be  required  to  make  their  motion 
to  change  the  venue  before  they  have 
gone  to  the  Grand  Jury  and  had  an 
indictment  found,  even  in  the  future. 
That,  I  think,  is  an  altered  aspect  of 
the  case.  I  admit  that  we  have  disposed 
of  the  question  as  to  whether  or  not  the 
clause  is  to  be  retrospective.  It  is  to  be 
retrospective ;  but  I  say  that  the  Crown 
should  be  compelled  to  give  justice  to  a 
defendant.    If  they  want  to  change  the 
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venue,  they  Bhould  move  for  an  order 
for  such  change  before  they  take  a  man 
before  the  Grand  Jury.  They  have  no 
right  to  double  the  expense  of  the  de- 
fendant, who  may  have  prepared,  and  in 
all  probability  will  have  prepared,  to 
meet  his  accusers  in  one  place,  and  will 
have  in  the  end  to  go  to  another  place  to 
be  tried.  Why  should  the  Crown  be 
allowed  to  obtain  a  change  of  venue 
after  they  have  taken  a  prisoner  before 
the  Grand  Jury?  It  seems  to  me  it 
would  involve  great  hardship  if  they 
are  to  be  allowed  to  send  a  prisoner  up 
for  trial  in  one  place,  and  then,  when 
the  trial  has  really  been  entered  on 
there,  send  him  elsewhere,  after  an  ap- 
plication to  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
to  change  the  venue. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
19,  after  the  word  "where,"  to  leave 
out  to  the  word  **  or,"  in  line  20,  inclu- 
sive.— {Mr.  O^Doherty,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  So  far  as  I  can  understand 
from  the  hon.  Member,  he  says  he  moves 
the  Amendment  on  the  ground  that  if  an 
indictment  is  found  against  a  man,  and 
after  that  the  venue  is  changed,  the  pri- 
soner will  be  put  to  a  considerable  amount 
of  expense.  In  reply  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, I  would  remind  him  that  there  is  a 
clause  in  the  Bill  which  provides  for  the 
payment  of  expenses.  The  costs  that 
would  be  incurred  by  reason  of  the 
change  of  venue  would  be  paid  under 
that  clause.  The  provision  is  similar 
to  one  in  the  Act  of  1 882. 

Me.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) :  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  a  question  upon  this 
Amendment.  I  should  like  to  know 
what  opportunity  will  be  allowed  to  a 
prisoner  to  appeal  to  the  Court  against 
a  proposed  change  of  venue  from  the 
town  where  he  has  made  his  arrange- 
ments to  conduct  his  defence,  and 
what  time  will  be  allowed  him  ? 

Mr.  holmes  :  It  will  be  observed 
that  it  is  provided  in  a  subsequent  part 
of  the  Bill  that  after  an  order  is  made 
to  change  the  venue  an  application  can 
be  made  to  the  Court  within  a  prescribed 
period  asking  it  to  alter  the  decision. 

Mr.  O^Dohirty 


Mr.  MAURICE  HE  ALT  (Cork): 
There  is  nothing  in  the  first  paragraph 
of  the  clause  to  describe  the  procedure. 
If  there  were,  I  should  say  the  answer 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  given  is  a  good  one.  We  think  that 
cases  of  the  kind  which  have  been 
already  described  may  arise.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  may  say 
that  the  decision  on  the  last  Amendment 
disposed  of  the  question  of  the  retro- 
spective action  of  the  clause,  but  take 
this  case — a  man  is  charged  with  mur- 
der, an  investigation  takes  place  before 
the  magistrates  and  he  is  returned  for 
trial.  In  the  general  run  of  cases  there 
is  a  considerable  interval  between  the 
time  a  man  is  returned  for  trial  and  the 
time  an  indictment  is  found.  Is  it  not 
a  monstrous  thing  that  the  Government 
— ^the  Executive— having  along  interval 
of  that  kind  at  their  disposal,  should 
deliberately  wait  until  an  indictment  is 
found,  and  make  their  application  for  a 
change  of  venue  at  the  last  moment? 
The  result  of  that  would  be  to  put  a  man 
to  unnecessary  expense,  and  possibly  to 
prevent  his  getting  those  he  knows  and 
trusts  in  his  own  locality  to  defend  him. 
A  change  of  venue  at  the  last  moment 
might  dislocate  all  his  plans  and  prepara- 
tions. That  being  so,  are  we  not  reason- 
able in  asking  that  the  Crown  should 
not  be  allowed  to  wait  until  the  last 
moment  before  making  the  application 
for  change  of  venue?  Are  we  not 
reasonable  in  asking  that  in,  some 
form  or  other,  some  check  shall  be  put 
on  the  Crown  ?  If  they  make  up  their 
minds  to  put  this  clause  in  operation, 
should  it  not  be  done  at  some  fixed  time 
before  the  trial  begins  ?  I  do  not  think 
anything  more  reasonable  than  that 
could  be  proposed,  and  I  do  not  think 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite  has  given  a  satisfactory  answer 
to  the  point.  Can  any  practical  difficulty 
arise  owing  to  giving  a  prisoner  due 
notice  of  change  of  venue?  I  do  not 
think  so,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  great 
difficulty  may  result  from  the  defectiTS 
manner  in  which  this  clause  has  been 
drafted.  I  do  not  see  that  there  is  any- 
thing in  the  clause  which  would  prevent 
a  Judge  sitting  under  Her  Maj  esty's  Com- 
mission at  Assizes  from  saying  if  he 
chooses  I  will  go  on  with  the  trial.  There 
is  nothing  in  the  section  which  will  prevent 
a  trial  being  delayed  until  a  prisoner 
has  had  an  opportunity  of  taking  the 
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decision  of  the  Court  as  to  whether  the 
order  for  change  of  venue  is  right  or 
not.  Would  it  not  be  reasonable  to  in- 
sert in  the  clause  some  express  Proviso 
that  pending  the  trial  of  this  motion — 
pending  the  hearing  of  this  application 
for  change  of  venue — the  trial  should  not 
proceed?  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  may  say  it  is  absurd  to 
suppose  that  any  Judge  would  think  of 
going  on  with  a  trial  while  a  motion  of 
that  kind  is  pending;  but  strange  things 
sometimes  happen  in  Ireland,  and  for 
myself  I  have  not  complete  confidence 
in  what  Irish  Judges  would  do.  At  any 
rate,  I  desire  that  precautions  should  be 
taken  against  the  discretion  of  the 
Judges.  There  should  be  some  express 
Proviso  preventing  any  miscarriage  of 
justice  inserted  in  the  clause  itself. 
We  say  that  there  is  reason  to  think 
that  if  the  Crown  Counsel  elected  to 
make  a  change  of  venue,  even  on  the 
morning  of  the  trial,  he  would  be  able 
to  do  so.  There  is  a  final  point  which 
I  wish  to  mention  as  regards  the  incon- 
venience that  would  result  from  the 
change  of  venue.  What  is  there  to 
protect  the  prisoner  from  the  trial 
taking  place  at  an  unreasonable  time 
after  the  venue  has  been  changed? 
There  is  not  a  word  in  the  clause  to 
provide  that  any  interval  should  elapse 
between  the  time  when  the  change  of 
venue  is  ordered  and  the  time  when  the 
trial  commences.  We  do  ask  that  the 
prisoner  should  be  protected  in  this  re- 
spect. Some  Proviso  should  be  intro- 
duced to  the  effect  that  a  reasonable  in- 
terval should  elapse  between  the  order 
for  the  change  of  venue  and  the  time  at 
which  the  trial  is  to  take  place.  The 
cases  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land has  referred  to  do  not  bear  on 
this  point.  I  think  we  ought  to  have 
some  more  satisfactory  reply  from  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  :  I  think  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  has  made  a- 
mistake  in  what  he  said  with  reference 
to  the  costs.  I  have  looked  through  the 
16th  clause,  and  I  think  that,  whilst  it 
clearly  provides  for  the  expenses  of  the 
second  trial,  it  in  no  way  makes  pro- 
vision for  the  expenses  incurred  by  the 
change  of  venue.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  admitted  that 
these  expenses  ought  to  be  provided 


for,  but  has  said  that  they  are  provided 
for.  Now,  I  point  out  to  him  that  the 
expenses  already  incurred  are  not  pro- 
vided for.  If  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  consent  to  make  it  per- 
fectly clear  that  they  will  be  provided 
for,  I  will  withdraw  not  only  this  Amend- 
ment, but  my  other  Amendments  down 
to  No.  6. 

Mr.  HOLMES:  What  the  Crown 
undertakes  to  pay  is  the  additional  cost 
incurred  in  consequence  of  the  change 
of  venue.  They  could  not  undertake  to 
pay  all  costs,  but  only  the  additional 
costs  that  arise  by  reason  of  the  change 
of  venue.  If  we  were  to  pay  the  costs 
of  what  have  been  called  the  abortive 
proceedings,  we  should  be  going  further 
than  we  could  be  expected  to  go. 

Mr.  O'DOHEETY  :  I  will  not  press 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
beg  to  move  the  next  Amendment  stand- 
ing in  the  name  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)— namely,  in  page  3,  line  19,  to 
leave  out  **  a  crime,"  and  insert — 

*'  Murder  or  manslaughter,  attempt  to  murder, 
aggravated  crime  or  violence  against  a  person, 
arson,  by  statute  or  Common  Law,  or  firing  at 
or  into  a  dwelling  house." 

This  is  an  Amendment  which  follows 
the  precedent  of  that  moved  yesterday 
on  the  previous  clause,  and  it  limits  the 
classification  to  which  this  change  of 
venue  shall  apply  to  a  particular  class 
of  offences.  Whatever  ground  the  Go- 
vernment could  urge  for  refusing  to 
assent  to  such  a  proposal  in  respect  of 
Clause  3,  I  think  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult to  urge  any  reason  which  would  be 
accepted  by  the  Committee  for  refusing 
to  agree  to  it  now,  because  it  simply 
applies  to  Sub-clause  1  of  this  section 
a  definition  which  the  Government  have 
themselves  declared  to  be  proper  and 
reasonable  in  the  case  of  Sub-clause  2. 
The  Government,  in  drawing  Sub-clause 
2,  have  expressed  their  view  that  the 
power  to  change  the  venue  from  Ireland 
to  England  should  not  apply,  except  in 
the  particular  classification  described  bj* 
the  Amendment.  Now,  that  being  so, 
what  possible  reason  can  they  urge  for 
refusing  to  limit  Sub-clause  1  to  the 
same  class  of  offences  ?  I  really  think. 
Sir,  that  there  will  be  some  difficulty  in 
replying  to  this  argument.  I  could  very 
well  understand  the  Government  to  argue 
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that  in  regard  to  both  Sub- clause  1  and 
Sub-clause  2  the  number  of  offences 
would  be  somewhat  extended.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
suggested  one  offence  yesterday  which 
might,  perhaps,  be  reasonably  included 
in  both  sub-sections — namely,  blowing 
up  with  dynamite.  But  we  are  not  at 
present  discussing  whether  a  particular 
offence  shall  or  shall  not  be  included  in 
the  category,  but  whether  it  shall  be 
limited  to  a  particular  class  of  offence. 
Now,  if  you  admit  that  Sub  section  2 
must  be  limited  to  a  particular  class  of 
offence  I  think  it  follows  that  Sub- 
section 1  must  also  be  so  limited.  No 
reason  exists  why  you  should  extend  the 
provisions  of  Sub-clause  1  one  jot  or 
tittle  beyond  the  limits  of  Sub-clause  2. 
That  is  the  reason  why  I  press  this 
Amendment.  I  have  only  to  say  in 
addition  that  I  think  the  Government 
have  acted  very  wisely  in  limiting  Sub- 
clause 2  in  the  manner  they  have  done. 
As  I  understand  it,  they  have  limited 
the  sub-section  to  crimes  of  what  I  may 
describe  as  a  non-political  character, 
crimes  that  violate  the  moral  law,  and 
which  shock  persons,  no  matter  what  their 
political  views  may  be.  They  have  de- 
clared that  it  is  a  proper  thing  to  limit 
Sub-clause  2  in  this  way,  and  that  it  is 
not  reasonable  or  expedient  that  politi- 
cal offenders  should  be  tried  by  being 
transferred  from  Ireland  to  England. 
If  that  be  so,  surely  it  is  also  reasonable 
and  expedient  that  political  offenders 
should  not  be  transferred  from  one 
part  of  Ireland  to  another.  It  is  not 
an  improper  thing  to  ask  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  not  take  powers  to  try 
political  prisoners  in  Belfast,  for  instance. 
That  would  be  a  far  more  dangerous  and 
improper  venue  than  an  English  one. 
The  principle  on  which  the  Government, 
as  I  understand,  have  proceeded  in  re- 
gard to  Sub-clause  2  ought  to  be  applied 
also  to  Sub-clause  1 . 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  3,  line  19,  to  leave  out  the  words 
"a  crime,"  aud  insert  the  words  "murder  or 
manslaughter,  attempt  to  murder,  aggravated 
crime  or  violence  against  a  person,  arson,  by 
statute  or  Common  Law,  or  firing  at  or  into  a 
dwelling  house."— (Jfr.  Maurice  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
*  a  crime  *  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard    Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight): 

Mr,  Maurice  Healy 


I  think  I  might  almost  appeal  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  as  to 
whether  it  is  necessary  to  repeat  the  dis- 
cussion on  this  Amendment.  The  argu- 
ments brought  forward  in  support  of 
it  yesterday  are  almost  the  same  as  those 
which  could  be  used  in  its  favour  to-day. 
However,  I  will  answer  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy) 
has  said.  The  reason  for  limiting 
what  he  calls  Sub-clause  2  really  does 
not  apply  to  Sub-clause  1.  That  which 
has  been  pointed  out  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  is  really  an  ex- 
ceptional matter.  The  change  of  venue 
from  one  county  to  another,  both  in 
England  and  Ireland,  when  it  has  been 
applied  under  the  old  procedure,  has 
been  applied  to  all  indictable  offences, 
and  it  is  not  necessary  to  alter  that 
practice  now. 

Mr.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  8.)  :  We 
are  always  ready  to  accept,  if  it  be 
possible  to  do  so,  any  suggestion  from 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ensland  (Sir 
Richard  Webster),  because  he  always 
states  a  case  fairly ;  but  we  do  feel  it 
necessary  to  press  this  Amendment.  I 
cannot  conceive  why  the  Government 
should  decline  to  limit  this  particular 
sub-section  to  the  same  offences  as  those 
to  which  they  limit  Sub-seotion  2.  I 
think  I  might  appeal  to  the  common 
sense  of  any  Member  of  the  Committee 
to  say  that  the  Old  Bailey  in  London 
would  be  a  far  more  impartial  tribunal 
than  a  jury  headed  by  Justice  Lawson 
or  Justice  O'Brien.  An  English  Court 
would  probably  be  presided  over  by 
a  Judge  like  Justice  Stephen;  and  I 
would  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that 
when  an  Irishman,  who  was  tried  before 
Justice  Stephen  for  a  dynamite  offence, 
and  who  was  sentenced  to  20  years' 
penal  servitude,  was  asked  whether  he 
had  anything  to  say  as  to  why  sentence 
should  not  be  pronounced,  he  said  he 
had  to  thank  the  Judge  for  the  fair  and 
impartial  trial  which  had  been  accorded 
to  him.  I  do  not  think  that  any  such 
episode  ever  occurred  in  an  Irish  Court, 
and  I  do  not  think  that  any  prisoner  in 
Ireland  could,  with  any  sense  of  decency 
or  fitness,  thank  an  Irish  Judge  for  the 
protection  accorded  to  him.  I  would 
also  remind  the  Committee  of  the  f ed- 
ing  which  exists  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land. Prejudice  has  been  created  against 
us  in  the  English  Metropolis  by  ths 
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libels  which  have  been  circulated  by  the 
London  Press.  But  judging  from  the 
conversations  one  hears  in  railway  car- 
riages, and  so  on,  the  people  of  London 
would  be  looked  upon  by  us  as  angels 
compared  with  those  in  the  North  of 
Ireland.  If,  therefore,  it  is  necessary  to 
exclude  from  the  constituents  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
in  London  the  trial  of  certain  offences, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  exclude  them 
also  from  jurors  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land. This  becomes  doubly  necessary 
when  you  have  trials  by  jurors  who 
would  really  be  grand  jurors.  The 
position  is  this — you  are  sending  to  the 
jury  men  who,  in  addition  to  being 
landlords,  are  bitter  anti-Nationalists, 
and  whose  every  verdict  may  put  money 
into  their  own  pockets.  I  cannot  see 
how  the  Qovemment,  having  applied 
this  limitation  to  Sub-section  2,  can  now 
refuse  to  apply  it  to  the  1st  sub-section. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  23 1 ; 
Noes  130:  Majority  101.— (Div.  List, 
No.  201.)  [4.45  P.M.] 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.), 
in  moving  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  3, 
line  20,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  or  a 
defendant  has  been  committed  for  trial 
for  such  crime,"  said,  that  he  thought  it 
was  only  reasonable  that  an  indictment 
should  be  found  against  a  defendant  in 
the  locality  where  the  crime  was  said  to 
have  been  committed  before  there  was  a 
change  of  venue.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
defendants  were  at  least  entitled  to  that 
protection,  and  he  hoped  therefore  that 
the  Government  would  accede  to  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
20,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  or  a  defend- 
ant has  been  committed  for  trial  for  such 
crime."— (ifr.  T.  M.  Eealy,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  agree  that  an  indictment  may, 
in  some  cases,  be  found  before  there 
is  a  change  of  venue ;  but  the  adoption 
of  this  Amendment  would  necessitate 
the  finding  of  an  indictment  in  all  cases 
in  the  county  where  the  offence  was  com- 
mitted, and  to  that  I  could  not  consent. 

VOL.  COOXV.    [third  series.] 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  The  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  apply  equally  to  cases  where  the 
change  of  venue  is  from  Ireland  to  Eog- 
land,  as  to  cases  where  the  change  of 
venue  is  from  one  county  in  Ireland  to 
another.  I  must  say  I  think  that  if  men 
are  to  be  brought  for  trial  from  Ireland 
to  England,  the  least  guarantee  we  can 
have  for  the  fairness  of  such  a  proceed- 
ing is,  that  the  indictment  should  be  first 
found  by  an  Irish  Grand  Jury.  I  would 
ask  the  Government  whether  they  intend, 
in  the  case  of  English  trials,  that  Grand 
Juries  shall  find  the  bills  in  Ireland  ? 

No  reply  being  given  to  the  question, 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  will  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.), 
in  moving  as  an  Amendment  in  page  3, 
line  22,  after  **  Assize,"  to  insert  ** other 
than  a  Wioter  Assize,"  said :  The  Go- 
vernment have  already  the  power  to 
change  the  venue,  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Winter  Assizes,  to  any  town  in  the 
same  province  wherein  the  crime  was 
committed.  In  the  exercise  of  that  power 
they  have,  for  the  convenience  of  the 
counsel  engaged  in  the  cases,  brought 
unfortunate  people,  together  with  the 
witnesses  to  be  called  on  these  trials, 
from  Waterford  to  Dublin,  a  distance  of 
200  miles.  Having  got  this  extraordi- 
nary power  to  change  the  venue  at  the 
Winter  Assizes,  what  more  do  you 
want?  You  can  hold  the  Winter  As- 
sizes in  any  county  of  a  province  that 
you  please ;  and,  being  able  to  do  that 
already,  it  seems  quite  unnecessary, 
even  for  your  own  purposes,  to  take  the 
additional  power  which  this  clause  would 
confer  upon  the  Government. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
22,  after  the  word  *' Assize,"  to  insert 
the  words  ''other  than  a  Winter  As- 
size."—(Ifr.  T.  if.  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  power  proposed  to  be  con- 
ferred upon  the  Government  by  this 
clause  as  it  now  stands  is  necessary,  be- 
cause it  might  happen  that  the  town 
fixed  upon  for  holding  the  Winter  As- 
sizes is  peculiarly  unsuitable  for  the  trial 
of  a  particular  case.     Belfast,  for  in- 
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ttance,  might  be  the  town  for  the  Winter 
Assize ;  and  not  only  has  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  himself  said  that 
particular  cases  should  not  be  allowed 
to  remain  for  trial  in  Belfast ;  but  I, 
myself,  have  said  that  if  I  had  had  the 
power  to  prevent  it»  I  would  not  have 
allowed  a  particular  case  to  have  been 
tried  in  Belfast.  The  same  thing  may 
be  said  as  to  the  trial  of  particular  cases 
in  the  county  of  Tyrone  and  other  coun- 
ties. As  there  may  thus  be  cases  in 
which  it  is  not  desirable  that  trials  should 
take  place  at  the  Winter  Assize  town 
appointed  for  a  province  I  must  resist 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  There  are  two 
ways  in  which  the  difficulty  raised  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
may  be  met.  One  is  not  to  make  Bel- 
fast a  Winter  Assize  town,  and  the  other 
is  that  if  you  do  make  it  a  Winter  As- 
size town,  and  it  is  undesirable  to  try  a 
particular  case  there,  you  should  then 
postpone  the  trial  of  that  case  to  the 
ordinary  gaol  delivery  in  the  spring. 
Or  you  might  before  December  obtam 
an  order  for  a  change  of  venue  from  the 
Queen's  Bench  Division,  and  then  you 
will  not  be  troubled  by  the  provisions  of 
the  law  with  respect  to  the  Winter  As- 
sizes and  gaol  delivery.  I  would  sub- 
mit with  confidence  to  any  Tory  Mem- 
ber opposite  that  if  you  group  the  five 
counties  of  a  particular  province  into 
one  county  for  the  purposes  of  a  Winter 
Assize,  that  gives  you  all  the  change  of 
venue  you  want.  I  ask,  therefore,  why 
is  this  further  provision  for  a  change  of 
venue  wanted  ?  The  reply  is,  that  there 
may  be  some  cases  which  might  not  be 
properly  triable  in  a  particular  county. 
To  that  I  answer — **Why,  then,  try 
them  in  that  county  ?  " 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALT  (Cork): 
The  very  case  to  which  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land has  referred  is  in  direct  contraven- 
tion of  his  argument  against  this  Amend- 
ment. He  evidently  alluded  to  the  case 
of  the  Walkers,  when  he  said  that  if  it 
had  been  in  his  power  he  would  not 
have  had  them  tried  at  Belfast.  But 
they  were,  in  fact,  tried  at  Armagh,  and 
not  at  Belfast.  Moreover,  they  were 
tried  at  the  Spring  Assizes,  and  it  was 
because  they  were  tried  at  the  Spring, 
and  not  at  Uie  Winter  Assizes  that  there 
was  not  the  power  to  change  the  venue. 
Now,   what  does    the  right   hon.  and 

Mr.  Solin04 


learned  Gentleman  mean?  He  means 
this — that  the  Government  contem- 
plate a  state  of  things  arising  in  Ire- 
land under  which  such  will  be  the  state 
of  turmoil  and  excitement — that  in  a 
whole  province  there  will  not  be  a  single 
spot  where  it  will  be  safe  to  try  a  pri- 
soner. That  is  what  the  argument  of 
the  Government  comes  to.  Therefore, 
it  amounts  to  this — that  the  Government 
have  so  little  confidence,  even  in  their 
special  jury  system  and  their  right  of 
unlimited  **  stand- bye,"  that  they  now 
declare  they  anticipate  a  state  of  things 
will  arise  in  Ireland  under  which  they 
cannot  rely  on  being  able  to  try  pri- 
soners in  any  coimty  of  the  province  in 
which  the  offence  is  said  to  have  been 
committed.  Instead  of  limiting  their 
Bill  to  what,  from  their  point  of  view, 
may  be  its  legitimate  objects,  they  are,  in 
fact,  seeking  to  extend  it  to  all  cases. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  120; 
Noes  230:  Majority  110.— (Div.  list, 
No.  202.)  [5.10  p.m.] 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork),  in 
moving  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  8, 
line  23,  after  **  county  "  to  leave  out  the 
words  ^'or  borough,"  said,  the  clause  as 
it  stands  is  without  meaning ;  it  is  even 
nonsensical.  In  the  boroughs  of  Ire- 
land  there  never  has  arisen  the  smallest 
necessity  for  a  change  of  venue.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  oppo- 
site will,  I  am  sure,  bear  me  out  in  this 
— that  from  time  out  of  mind,  whatever 
may  have  been  the  state  of  things  in  tbe 
counties  of  Ireland,  there  has  always 
been  the  greatest  peace  and  quietness  in 
the  boroughs.  In  a  great  number  of 
cases  during  recent  years  the  Judg^  in 
boroughs  have  been  presented  with 
white  gloves,  in  consequence  of  there 
being  no  prisoners  for  them  to  try.  I 
am  sure  that  if  we  had  a  list  of  the  in- 
stances in  which  this  has  occurred  the 
Committee  would  be  astonished  at  the 
small  amount  of  crime  or  disorder  which 
has  existed  in  these  boroughs.  That 
being  so,  and  such  being  tilie  state  of 
things  existing  in  the  case  of  the  Irish 
boroughs,  what  is  the  necessity  for 
branding  these  places,  which  are  always 
so  free  from  crime,  with  this  disgraceful 
imputation — that  the  Crown  cannot  trust 
their  juries  to  do  justice  in  criminal 
oases.  Or,  why  should  the  Qovem- 
ment  say  that  tiiey  find  it  neoeasaiy 


1418    Mnphydn^  Liahiltty  Act    {Jttnb  8,  1887}      (1880)  Amendmsnt  Bill.    1414 


to  baye  a  change  of  venue  in  order 
to  get  a  fair  trial?      The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman   the  Attorney 
General    for    Ireland    will    not    deny 
the  facts  I  have  stated ;   nor  will   he 
contest  this  further  fact,  that  the  Eze- 
cutiye    Oovernment    of    Ireland   have 
such  a  high   opinion  of,  and  so  much 
confidence  in,  the  jurors  of  Irish  bo- 
roughs, that  they  always  resort  to  those 
boroughs  when  they  want  to  get  an  im- 
partial trial.     It  is  one  of  the  constant 
complaints  of  the  jurors  of  the  City  of 
Cork,   that  while    the  Winter  Assizes 
Act  enables  the  Government  to  fix  trials 
where  they  choose,  they  have  invariably 
selected  the  jurors  of  the  City  of  Cork 
for  discharging  the  functions  of  jurors 
for    the   whole    province   of   Munster. 
They  have,  in  fact,  transferred  to  the 
jurors  of  Cork  the  criminal  work  of  the 
whole  of  Munster  at  the  Winter  Assizes. 
That  being  the  opinion  which  the  Go- 
vernment entertain  of  these  jurors,  why 
should  a  slur  be  cast  on  them  by  saying 
that  tho  Government  think  it  necessary 
to  ask  Parliament  for  power  to  remove 
trials    from    boroughs.      I    think    the 
right    hon.    and     learned    Gentleman 
will    have    great    difficulty  in  defend- 
ing   this    provision,    or    in    showing 
that  there  is  any  reason  for  extending 
to   boroughs  the  provisions  which  are 
applicable  to  counties.  I  must  say,  how- 
ever, that  I  have  placed  this  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  without  any  great 
anticipation  of  its  being  agreed  to ;  for 
tho  attitude  which  the  Government  have 
assumed  seems  to  render  it  very  impro- 
bable that  they  will  assent  to  any  Amend- 
ment proposed  from  this  quarter  of  the 
Committee.     But,  as  the  Representative 
of  an  important  Irish  Borough,  I  did 
not  think  it  right  to  let  the  occasion  pass 
without  protesting  against  the  imputa- 
tion cast  on  the  boroughs  of  Ireland. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
23,  to  leave  out  the  words,  **  or  Borough." 
— {Mr.  Maurice  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'  or  Borough '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  admit  that  what  the  hon. 
Member  has  said  about  the  jurors  in 
boroughs  is  generally  true.  He  has  said 
that  in  his  experience  he  has  never 
known  of  any  necessity  arising  for  a 
change  of  venue  from  boroughs.    But  I 


can  tell  him  of  a  case  within  the  last  10 
months  in  which  it  was  desirable  to  have 
a  change  of  venue  from  a  borough.  I 
allude  to  the  case  of  the  Borough  of 
Belfast.  There  was  extreme  excitement 
there  within  the  period  I  have  named ; 
and  I  was  told  by  the  Crown  Solicitor 
that  it  was  impossible  to  get  convictions 
in  certain  cases.  I  should  have  been 
very  glad  if  the  power  to  change  the 
venue  given  by  this  clause  had  then  ex- 
isted, and  could  then  have  been  used 
with  reference  to  the  borough  of  Belfast. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  cannot 
assent  to  the  Amendment;  but  must 
adhere  to  the  present  provisions  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY :  I  main- 
tain that  there  is  no  necessity  for  this 
provision.  In  the  case  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, it  is  always  in  the  power  of  the 
Crown  to  say — **  We  won't  prosecute  at 
Quarter  Sessions.  We  will  have  the 
case  sent  to  the  Assizes;"  and  when 
this  is  done,  the  County  Court  Judge 
always  sends  the  case  to  the  Assizes. 
But,  if  he  were  to  refuse  to  accede  to  the 
application  of  the  Crown  Solicitor,  the 
Attorney  General  can  enter  a  nolU  pro^ 
sequi,  have  the  case  reheard,  and  have 
it  sent  either  to  the  Winter  or  other  As- 
sizes. The  case  cited  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  as  an  argument 
against  me  is  an  argument  in  my  favour. 
If  he  thinks  that  a  Borough  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions  is  not  a  proper  tribunal 
for  the  trial  of  any  case,  let  him  give 
directions  to  his  subordinates  that  such 
a  case  should  be  sent  to  the  Assizes,  and 
tried  there. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Aves  215; 
Noes  111:  Majority  104. — (Div.  List, 
No.  203.)  [5.30  P.M.] 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  clock,  the  Chairman  left  the 
Chair  to  report  Progress;  Committee 
to  sit  again  To'tnorrotc. 

EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY  ACT  (1880) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  38.] 

{Mr.  William  McDonald,  Mr.  Arthur  0* Connor, 

Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  Clancy.) 

SECOin)    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  wish  to  ask  if  the  Govern- 

2  Z  2 
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ment  have  any  objection  to  the  Reoond 
reading  of  this  Bill  being  taken,  not 
now,  but  at  an  early  date,  with  a  view 
to  the  probability  of  the  Goyernment 
Bill  on  the  same  subject  not  being 
brought  on,  or  not  being  taken  up  in 
time  to  be  passed  this  Session.  The 
Act  of  1880  will  expire  at  the  end  of 
this  year,  or  at  the  end  of  the  then  next 
Session  of  Parliament.  It  is,  therefore, 
absolutely  necessary  that  some  Act  on 
the  subject  should  be  passed — ["  Order, 
order ! "] — I  am  only  making  an  inquiry 
as  to  the  intentions  of  the  Qovemment. 
This  Bill  is  founded  on  the  lines — 
["Order,  order!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  discuss  the  Bill. 

Thb  SEOEETARY  of  STATE  poe 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  may 
say  that  this  Bill  was  only  circulated 
this  morning.  I  have  not  yet  had  time 
to  read  it,  and  I  cannot,  therefore,  say 
what  course  the  Goyemment  will  take 
with  respect  to  it. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Will 
the  G-ovemment  allow  the  Bill  to  be 
read  a  second  time,  if  they  find  that 
they  cannot  proceed  in  the  present 
Session  with  their  own  measure  ? 
["Order,  order!"] 

[No  reply.] 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  Thursday 
2drd  June. 

MOTION. 


'0- 


LOCAL  OOYERNMENT  PROVISIONAL  OBDSBS 

(no.    8)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Long,  Bill  to  confirm  certain 
Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  relating  to  the  Borough  of  Bamley,  tho 
Urban  Sanitary  District  of  Folkestone,  the 
Local  Government  District  of  Garw  and 
Ogmore,  the  Rural  Sanitary  District  of  the 
Newport  (Mon.)  Union,  and  the  Borough  of 
Stafford,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Long 
and  Mr.  Ritchie. 

Bill  pretenied,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  286.] 

House  adjourned  at  one  minute 
before  Six  o'clock. 


Mr,  Arthur  0*  Connor 
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MINUTES.]  —  Public  BaLS  —  CommitUt  — 
Smoke  Nuisance  Abatement  (Metropolis) 
(43),  dieeharged. 

Third  Bioding  —  Hyde  Park  Comer  (New 
Streets)*  (79),  aaiptu$ed. 

SMOKE     NUISANCE     ABATEMENT 

(METROPOLIS)  BILL. 

(The  Lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell.) 

(no.  43.)       COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  a  Committee  read. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL said,  he  had  been  requested  by 
the  GoTernment  to  postpone  the  Com- 
mittee stage  of  the  Bill,  and  of  course 
he  had  no  alternative  but  to  comply  with 
that  request.  The  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time  on  the  9th  of  May,  the  Com- 
mittee was  then  put  off  to  this  day  at 
the  request  of  the  Goyemment^  and  now 
a  further  postponement  was  asked  for. 
The  GoTcrnment  having  assented  to  the 
second  reading,  he  had  no  right  to 
assume  that  they  were  in  the  least 
opposed  to  the  objects  of  the  Bill,  and 
it  was  only  a  question  of  the  way  and 
the  machinery  by  which  those  objects 
should  be  attained. 

Earl  BROWNLOW  said,  that  on  the 
part  of  the  Gt)vemment  he  had  to  thank 
the  noble  Lord.  The  fact  was  the  Bill 
dealt  with  a  matter  of  great  importance, 
and,  having  quite  lately  assumed  the 
responsibility  of  representing  the  Home 
Office  in  that  House,  he  had  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  in  charge  of  the  Bill  to  give 
him  a  little  time  to  master  the  facts  of 
the  case  and  the  questions  that  were  in- 
volved. 

Order  dUeharged;  House  to  be  in 
Committee  on  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Five  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Four  o'clock. 
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MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— Sieofufi^Muftfif - 
Conveyancing  (Scotland)  Acts  Amondmeat' 
[270]. 


141?  Iriihtand  {JuKB  d,  1887} 

Oimmi((«-CriniiiialLaw  Amendment  (Ireland;  County  Cork,  while  undar  the  influence 

[217]  [Fifu^ih  mfl,(]^^.T.  of  drink,    presented    a  reTolver  at  a 

Coniidtred  at  amended— Third  RiadiHg—TntU  number  of  womeu  in  Barrett's  house, 

meiit(No.  2)[I761.  andiMMwrf.  *°  *'"'   OTietlon  ;  and,  if  80,  what  stepa 

PHoviaiosAL  Ohdbh  BiLLs-/i<jMr(-w«ter«  theEsMutive  wiU  Order  in  the  matter  ? 

[260];  Local  GoTorDment  (No.   2)  •  [281];         The    PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 

Local    GoTernraent    (Poor    Uw)    (No.   3)  ■  SECEETART  (Oolonel  King-HabM4M) 

[260] ;  Local  Goverauieot  (Gas)  •  [269],  (Kent,   Isle  of    Thanet)   {who  replied) 

said,  ho  had  received  afBdavite  on  thia 

Q  UERTIOifS.  subject  since  answering  a  (Question  prs- 

viously  put  by  the  hon.  Hember.    As 

' regarded  the  concluding  portion  of  the 

NORTH     AMERICAN     FISHERIES  —  Question,  ho  had  nothing  to  add  to  the 

CANADA  AND  THE  UNITED  STATES  reply  ho  gave  the  hon.  Member  before. 

—THE  FISHERY  DISPDTES-A  NEW         Mr.  HOOPER:  Does  the  right  hon. 

COMMISSION.  and  gallant  Gentleman  remember  stating 

Ma.  GOnELET  (Sunderland)  asked  !?  Itis  .House  three  woets  sinco,  that 

the  UnderSecretery  of  State  for  Foreign  P'.P""'"  ■""''J,  '"J  no  mfotmatien  to 

Affaire,  What  progress  has  been  maJe  '""''/  ."""  *'1T  Tl  "l°»8''/  '» 

toward,    a    settlement    of    the  Anglo-  ''"•"'  ™°^'.f  V     •Manta  made  by 

American  Fisherie.  disputes  since  the  5«  tenant  s  wife  that  she  .nforood  the 

de.patch  of  the  Marques,  of  Salisbury's  ^"''.  ""■'•'■''■f  "i'  'l""  man  was  gu.lly 

propoulsof  the  2Ith  Man;h;  whether  of  th.s  conduct  and  that  she  was  able 

it  is  correct,  as  reported  in  Th,  Ti^,  of  ^  ■'"'»»'■•'»  tte.e  cbargaa  on  oath  ? 

Saturday  Iset,  that  the  Canadian  Oovern-  Under    those    circnmslmcos,   w.ll   the 

ment  has,  on  the  advice  of  the  Imperial  "«"  ^'"f^  S"""'  O'utlmm  warn 

Government,    agreed    to    propose   the  ^'  •"'"■i'uates    not   to    deceive  this 

appointment  of  a  new  Fishery  Oommis-  ^''""  \  «""'«  ''^"'  ""'"'mation  m 
Bion.  to  meet  a  Commission  to  be  ap-       T  "^       '^™/i  tt .  T.ar .  ^t      ■:.    ,. 
pointed   by  the  United    States;    anS,        OoiomL  KING-HAEMAN  sa.d,  the 

Whether,  in  the  event  of  such  an  ar.  •'""»«  b"  gave  on  a  previous  Occasion 

rnngement  being  arrived  at,  it  ia  in-  "".  "".  «■•   P^P"  .«"""=    <<"  >•" 

tended  that  the  Imperial  Government  i""*'"  "'">  ""  •Bgn'"'!  ">  P""«« 

shall  be  represented  by  Special  Com-  ™  "^  P™'™„°f  '•"*?'•  „    ,  „ 
mi„ioner.?                   '     '  Ma.  HOOPER ;  If  the  Head  Con. 

Ths     UNDEE     SEOEETAET    of  '?*''';  "■■■»•'•  «>«'  'bo  woman  ha,d 

STATE  (Sir  Jakes  FEaoue.oi.)  (Man-  ''""''  ."'■'  ™'  "■">?'••  guiKj  i<  this 

Chester,  N.E.) :  No  reply  has  been  re-  =?'"'"'*.  ""  "  ''°'  5"  ■■??  *°  '"SK"' 

ceived  to  the  proposals  of  Her  Majesty's  ""   P"P"  """  '"  ">»   ">»■«  » 

Government,  and  it  would  be  premature  P"""^         ttt^t^  tt. »,,,., ^      ..    . 
to  announce  what  course  may  be  taken.       °°"'"''  KING-HAEMAN  said    he 

Mb.  GOUELEY  said,  that  the  right  "fuot  aware  wbelher  the  Head-Oon- 

hon.  Gentleman  had  not  ana.ered  the  i^blf  i'i  so  or  not ;  hut  it  waa  no  part 

latter  part  of  his  Question.  ''  S""  ''"'?  "   «""  "i""  '"'  ""I" 

Sir   JAMES    FERGUSSON :     Her  "»»™"- 
Majeety's  Government  have  received  no       hush  Land  COMMISSION— GLEBE 
information  which  would  enable  them  LAND  PURCHASERS 

to  say  whether  the  statement  U  correct.        „,    DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
[<hief  Secrstsrv  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND) -MISCONDUCT  ,,  i^j^^j   Whether  it  is  true  that  the 

OF  AN  "EMEKGENCY  MAN."  Lau^  Commission  in  Ireland  has  lately 

Mb.  hooper   (Cork,   S.E.)i  asked  instituted  proceedings  for  arrears  against 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu-  >e*eral  of  the  glehs  land  purohasers ; 

tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  be  has  re-  ind,  whether,  if  so,  he  will  oanse  these 

ceived    any    affidavits    to    sustain    the  proceedings  to  be  suspended  until  the 

allegationthat  an  emergency  man  named  QoTerament  are  in  a  position  to  state 

Denis  Lynch,  engaged  at  the  eviction  of  what  measure  they  intend  to  introduce 

a  tenant  named  Barrett,  at  Monkstown,  br  the  relief  of  these  mtn  ? 
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The  PAULIAMENTAET  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  It  is  the  fact  that  the  Land  Com- 
missioners have  been  obliged  to  com- 
mence proceedings  for  the  recovery  of 
arrears  due  by  certain  glebe  purchasers. 
The  Government  are  extremely  anxious 
not  to  press  unduly  upon  such  purchasers 
in  hard  cases ;  but  they  can  hold  out  no 
hope  of  any  remission  of  the  debt  due  to 
the  State.  The  subject  of  the  globe  pur- 
chasers is  under  consideration ;  and  the 
Government  will  be  prepared  to  make  a 
statement  with  regard  to  it  by  the  time 
when  the  Irish  Land  Law  Bill,  now 
being  considered  in  '*  another  place,"  is 
introduced  into  this  House. 

Mb.  DILLON  said,  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would  not  answer  the 
point  of  his  Question,  which  was  this — 
proceedings  were  now  in  progress  against 
certain  of  these  glebe  purchasers,  piling 
costs  upon  them,  and  threatening  them 
with  evictions  for  sums  which  they  were 
not  able  to  pay ;  and  what  he  wanted  to 
know  was,  whether  the  Government 
would  not  consider  the  desirability  of 
suspending  these  proceedings  until  such 
time  as  they  were  placed  in  possession 
of  the  measures  of  relief  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said,  the 
action  of  the  Land  Commissioners  must, 
of  course,  be  guided  by  the  circumstances 
of  each  case.  In  hard  cases  they  will,  no 
doubt,  suspend  proceedings,  so  far  as 
they  justly  can,  pending  the  promised 
statement  of  the  Government. 

GREENWICH   PARK. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
If  he  will  state  the  total  area  of  Green- 
wich Park  ;  from  how  much  of  the  Park 
the  public  are  excluded,  and  for  what 
purposes ;  whether  any  individual  makes 
any  profit  from  any  of  such  parts  of  the 
Park ;  and,  whether  he  will  state  the 
quantity  of  land  used  with  the  Ranget's 
House;  by  whom  the  land  is  actually 
held;  and  under  what  conditions  as 
tenant  or  otherwise  ? 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plxtnket)  (Dublin  University) :  The 
total  area  of  Greenwich  Park  is  185 
acres  and  24  perches.  The  public  are 
excluded  from  1  acre  3  roods  29  perches, 
occupied  by  the  Royal  Observatory ;  15 
acres  2  roods  1  perch  of  deer  enclosure ; 
1  acre  2  roods  18  porches  of  nursery 
gardens ;  and  3  roods  25  perches  for  the 


reservoir.  Besides  these,  there  is  the 
Ranger's  lodge  and  the  grounds  attached 
to  it,  16  acres  and  28  perches.  This  is 
held  by  Lady  Mayo,  widow  of  the  late 
Earl  of  Mayo,  as  a  "  grace  and  favour  " 
residence.  No  individual  makes  any 
profit  on  any  part  of  the  Park. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  asked,  whether 
any  portion  of  the  last  mentioned  16 
acres  was  sub-let?  He  was  informed 
that  this  was  the  case. 

Me.  PLUNKET  said,  he  did  not  think 
that  was  the  case ;  but  he  would  make 
inquiries  into  the  subject. 

HARBOUR  LOANS— MEMORANDUM   OF 
BOARD  OF  TRADE,  1886. 

Mb.  R.  W.  duff  (Banffshire)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  Board 
of  Trade  Memorandum  of  5th  March, 
1886,  also  Letter  of  19th  of  same  month, 
referred  to  in  Treasury  Minute  of  4th 
May,  on  Harbour  Loans,  recently  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  and  any  corres- 
pondence with  Board  of  Trade  respecting 
said  Minute  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  I  will  consult  the  Board  of 
Trade,  and  if  they  do  not  object,  I  shall 
not  oppose  a  Motion  for  a  Return  of  the 
Memorandum  of  March  5,  1886,  and  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  Letter  to  the  Trea- 
sury of  the  19  th  of  the  same  month ;  but 
as  the  recent  Treasury  Minute  about 
Harbour  Loans  embodied  the  results  of 
a  conference  between  the  various  De- 
partments concerned,  I  see  no  object  in 
laying  subsequent  correspondence  on  the 
Table  of  the  House. 

Mr.  R.  W.  duff  said,  his  point  was 
whether  the  Board  of  Trade  did  not 
think  that  the  collateral  security  asked 
by  the  Treasury  should  be  dispensed 
with  in  certain  cases  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Member  would  find  the  Board  of 
Trade's  view  expressed  in  a  letter  which 
he  had  evidently  full  knowledge  of,  and 
which  was  referred  to  as  the  letter  of 
the  19th  of  March. 

CEYLON— DOCK  ACCOMMODATION  AT 

COLOMBO. 

Sir  roper  LETHBRIDOE  (Ken- 
sington, N.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies,  Whether  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  in  considering  the  question 
of  dock  accommodation  in  Indian  waters, 
have  received  any  Reports  on  the  capa- 
bilities of  the  Colombo  Harbour  for  the 
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construction  of  docks  anitable  for  the  "Lord  LienteDant  of  Ireland,  Whether 

largest  iroDclads ;   whether  the  central  lis  attention  has  been  called  to  the  fol> 

position  of  Colombo  for  Teasels  from  all  owing  paragraph  in  the  Report  of  the 

parts  of  the  Indian  seas,  together  with  Poor  Belief  (Ireland)  Inquiry  Oommia- 

the  completion  of  the  Colombo  Break-  lion,  1887,  page  12: — 

water,  and  the  recent  vote  by  the  Ceylon  "  u  might  be  mppoBed  that  in  these  congested 

Legislature  of  a  sum  of  money   for  the  listHctd  the  majonty  of  the  occupiers  bib  nted 

delences   of  the   port,   have   been    con-  "ider  £4,  and  are  not  liable,  therefore,  for  the 

sidered  in  reference  to  this  question ;  J!yrb™l.^°^wT; JL"^.!^^^^: 

,       L    .1.      Tx     ir   ■     .  »    /-I                  _i  lencB,  howo»ar,  tnat « cnrtom  prevail*  in  some 

and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  ^  ^^„  ,^t^  „„;„„,  „i  ■^^^:^g  together  a 

would  be  diaposed  to   grant   a  subsidy,  »rt»in  namber  ol  small  oooujiiare,  valued  seve- 

or  afford  any  other  encouragement  to  a  rally  under  £i,  ai  tenant  '  in  Co.'  on  the  leat 

Company  providinir  the  funds  for  such  a  ">"■  Th""-  although  they  occapy  di.tinot  hold- 

n     ^        9  "■?•>  ^^^  "ggregate  value  of  the   '  Co.'  tananoy 

purpose  r                                     q™,  „„  ,q.  israieed  to  above  £*,  and  the  landlord  is  ableto 

The   SEGEETABT    of    STATE  (Sir  jvade  his  liability  for  the  enUre  of  the  poor  rate 

Henry  Holland)  (Hampstead) :  A  Se-  which  he  would  have  to  pay  if  the  ratinga  were 

port  has  been  received  by  Her  Majesty's  wpartte.    We  foond  other  oaiei,  noticeably  on 

Government  from  Sir  James  Coode,  who  f""*  ^'^^J^^.  °'  ^"J  ^'^°'  '^"^il  (sdaction 

,.        j.Li^i       vT)       t        11  '1  reipeet  of  poor  ratei  was  allowed  in  the  rent 

designed  the  Colombo  Breakwater,  as  to  ^^  tenant*  aWe  £4,  and  where  the  teoaots 

the  special  suitability  of  constructing  a  ralaed  below  that  amouut  were  aljo  obliged  t« 

graving  dock  fit  to  receive  Her  Majesty's  pay  all  rates.     This  arrangement  appeare  to  ba 

ships  at  Colombo.     For  this  purpose  it  "ppowil  to  the  principle  o!  the  Act  of  ParlU- 

ia  considered  highly  desirable  tfiat  the  ^^IvT^LfWJn  itH\^''VtM'i,iT^S 
,  ,  1  ii°i.'^  1  .  I  1.  ,1.  caaei  tne  rent  nai  bean  reducea  by  the  Land 
harbour  should  bo  completed  by  the  Commisaionera  in  consequence,  stiU,  as  rates 
construction  of  a  uorthera  arm,  which  havea  tendency  to  rise  in  these  years  of  depies- 
has  for  the  present  been  postponed,  tion,  it  is  likely  that  the  tenant,  nboM  root  waa 
The  new  defences  about  to  be  constructed  ^f^^^i  *°^^.  T-'ara  ago,  will  bear  an  undus 
at  Colombo  have  not  been  decided  on  ihwe  of  publio  taxation ; 
with  reference  to  the  proposed  graving  and.  whether  the  Qovernment  propose 
dock;  but  wiU,  of  course,  be  of  ad  van-  to  take  any  steps  with  a  new  of  proteot- 
tage  to  that  project.  An  offer,  on  be-  '"K  ^^^.  tenanta  from  these  alleged  con- 
hiSf  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  to  traventions  of  law  by  certain  land- 
aid  in  the  construction  of  the  graving  „  T,.T,T».«,^,,r„.-^.„  ■,^,^~_ 
dock  was  referred  to  the  Governor  of  ,^^„^,^^^^I,^MENT^T  UNDER 
Ceylon  last  November,  and  was  com-  SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kma-HARMAir) 
municatedbytbeGovernorattheendof  (?^en'.  Isle  of  Thanet) :  Aa  my  atten- 
December  to  the  Colombo  Chamber  of  *'**'i  "^^  '^^^^  particularly  called  to  thia 
Commerce,  but  nothing  further  has  been  ma"er,  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow 
done  in  the  matter  at  present;  and  my  "^^J"  T"^" w  t to  t 
Predecessor,  writing  in  January  last,  ,  «»■  ;■  ?•  ELLIS :  I  would  remind 
told  the  Governor  that,  while  still  the  right  hon  and  gallant  Gentleman 
awaiting  a  reply  to  the  despatch  oi  that  the  Chief  Secretary  stated  that  when 
November,  he  considered  that  the  ques-  ???  question  of  policy  arose  he  would 
tion  of  the  completion  of  harbour  works  himself  answer. 

and  the  construction  of  a  graving  dock  „  ?^»-    Jf  ^^^^E :      Order,     order! 

must  be  postponed   tiU   the   Colonial  Colonel  King-Harman. 

Revenue  could  better  afford  thia  and  Several  Irish  Mskbkbs  (to  Mr.  J.  E. 

other  public  works.      Pending  the  re-  Ellia) :  Go  on. 

ceipt  of  a  reply  from  the  Governor,  1  Mn.  J.  E.  ELLIS :  Mr.  Speaker, 

can  express  no  opinion  as  to  whether  the  Mr.  SPEAKER  :  Order,  order! 

proposed  scheme  can  be  entrusted  to  a  Colonel  KING-HARMAN :  Where 

private  Company ;  hut,  in  auch  case,  nc  tenanU  in  Ireland  are  rated  under  £4  the 

guarantee  could  be  given  by  the  Colonial  landlord  cannot  throw  upon  them  the 

Government.  obligation  of  paying  any  portion  of  the 
poor  rates,  and  if  the  landlord  on  any 

POOR    RELIEF    {IRELAND)     INQUIRE  pretext  attempts  to  contravene  thia  pro- 

COMMISSION,    1887-COMPOUND  iision,  I  am  advised  that  the  existing 

KATINO  OP  OCCUPIERS.  law  is  sufficient  to  protect  the  tenants ; 

Mb.  J.  £.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush'  nor  can   the  landlord  evade  bis  legal 

cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  th<  obligation  by  joining  together  a  number 
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of  occupiers  who  are  rated  seyerallj 
under  £4. 

Me.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked,  whether  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  was  not  aware 
that  in  Glenbeigh  and  other  places  the 
landlords  had  most  shamefully  evaded 
their  legal  obligations  in  this  respect  ? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  said,  he 
was  not  aware  that  any  such  charge  was 
made  in  the  case  of  Glenbeigh.  He  was 
only  aware  of  its  having  been  made 
with  regard  to  Gal  way,  and,  he  believed, 
in  some  parts  of  County  Mayo.  He 
never  heard  of  the  matter  before  with 
regard  to  Glenbeigh ;  but  he  would  in- 
quire, and  give  the  hon.  Gentleman 
what  information  he  could  obtain. 

Me.  EDWAKD  HAERINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  inquired,  whether  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  not 
aware  that  the  practice  prevailed  on  the 
estates  of  Lord  Bantry,  Mr.  Eowland 
Winn,  and  on  several  other  estates  in 
the  South  of  Ireland ;  and,  whether,  as 
a  landlord,  he  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
did  not  know  as  a  fact  that  the  practice 
was  common  in  Ireland? 

Me.  CONYBEAEE  asked  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  whether  there 
were  no  means  of  bringing  these  land- 
lords to  justice,  if  it  could  be  proved  that 
they  had  been  guilty  of  these  illegal 
acts? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  foe 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) replied  that  if  the  hon.  Member 
would  put  him  in  possession  of  any  cir- 
cumstances which  he  thought  would  be 
a  foundation  for  legal  action,  he  would 
very  carefully  consider  the  statement 
put  before  him  and  would  give  an  answer 
upon  it ;  but  he  certainly  could  not  an- 
swer an  abstract  question  of  this  kind, 
of  which  no  Notice  had  been  given. 

Me.  J.  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary,  S.) 
asked,  whether  the  right  hon.  andlearned 
Gentleman  would  be  good  enough  to  look 
over  the  records  of  tho  Local  Government 
Board,  and  to  see  the  Eeport  which  was 
made  before  the  Commissioners  in  the 
case  of 

Mb,  SPEAKEE  :  Order,  order ! 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)— THE  EVIC- 
TIONS AT  BODYKE. 

Me.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his   attention  has    been  called  to  the 

Colonel  King-IIarman 


descriptions  in  The  Pall  Mall  Gasutle  of 
the  evictions  at  Bodyke,  and  in  particular 
to  the  statement  that  one  of  the  bailiffi 
more  than  once  threw  his  crowbar 
through  an  opening  made  in  the  walls 
of  the  houses,  regardless  of  the  fact  that 
there  were  women  and  children  inside ; 
whether  these  men  are  men  of  respect- 
able character ;  or,  if  not,  whether  they 
are  in  any,  and  how  many,  cases  convicts 
or  ex- convicts  who  have  been  in  prison 
for  various  crimes ;  whether  these  men 
are  employed  by  ihe  Sheriffs  or  by  the 
landlords'  agents ;  and,  whether,  in  any 
case,  he  will  order  that  they  shall  be 
kept  under  more  effective  control^  in 
order  to  prevent  murder  from  being 
added  to  the  other  horrors  of  the  evic- 
tions ? 

The  PAELLAMENTAEY  UNDEE 
SECEETAEY  (Colonel  Kiwa-HARicAic) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  I  have  been  unable  to  obtain  the 
information  necessary  to  answer  this 
Question,  owing  to  the  short  Notice 
given. 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE:  I  shall  repeat 
the  Question,  and  I  desire  to  put  it  to 
the  Chief  Secretary,  and  not  to  the 
Under  Secretary. 

NORTH  SEA  FISHERIES  CONVENTION 
1882- THE  EAST  COAST  DRIFT  NET 
FISHERIES. 

SiE  EDWAED  BIEKBECK  (Nor- 
folk, E.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any 
further  communication  has  been  re- 
ceived from  the  Belgian  G-overnment 
relative  to  the  enforcement  of  the  pro- 
visions of  the  North  Sea  Fisheries  Con- 
vention of  1882,  with  the  view  of  pre- 
venting a  recurrence  of  the  depredations 
on  the  East  Coast  Drift  Net  Fisheries ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  wiU  direct  Her 
Majesty's  Eepresentative  at  Brussels  to 
urge  the  Belgian  Government  to  co- 
operate with  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
in  order  to  give  effect  to  the  suggestions 
contained  in  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  appointed  hy  the  President 
of  tho  Board  of  Trade  in  December 
last? 

The  UNDEE  SECEETAEY  op 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Her  Majesty's  Gk>vem- 
ment  have  been  in  communication  with 
that  of  Belgium  on  the  subject  ever 
since  the  Eepor  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
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Committee  has  been  received.  The 
Belgian  Qovernment  have  cordially  en- 
tertained suggestions  for  the  better  pre- 
vention of  infringements  of  the  Conven- 
tion ;  and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  not  fail  to  support  the  chief  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  (IRELAND)— ARTERIAL 
DRAINAGE  —  THE  BARROW  VALLEY 
AND  THE  BANN  DRAINAGE)  —  THE 
SUBVENTION  OF  £50,000. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Whether  the  Government 
have  yet  decided  as  to  the  particular 
mode  in  which  the  £50,000  proposed  to 
be  taken  for  public  works  in  Ireland  is 
to  be  expended ;  and,  whether,  in  view 
of  the  immense  damage  annually  caused 
by  floods  in  the  valley  of  the  Barrow, 
in  insalubrity  induced  thereby,  the  im- 
possibility of  properly  draining  such 
places  at  Fortarlington,  and  other 
centres  of  population,  and  the  strong  re- 
presentations made  by  a  series  of  Com- 
missions and  other  authorities  on  the 
subject,  he  will  cause  arrangements  to 
be  forthwith  made  for  carrying  out  a 
general  scheme  for  dealing  with  the  main 
channel  of  the  Barrow,  from  Mountmel- 
lick  to  Carlo w,  in  the  present  summer  ? 

Mil.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
also  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
witli  reference  to  the  disposal  of  the 
£50,000  to  be  given  to  Irish  works,  and 
to  his  statement  that  the  Government 
would  at  once  direct  the  necessary  sur- 
veys to  be  made,  in  order  to  pnable  them 
to  decide  how  far  they  could  carry  out 
the  recommendations  of  the  Irish  Public 
Works  Commission  in  regard  to  arterial 
drainage.  Is  he  aware  that  two  Govern- 
ment surveys  have  been  made  as  to  the 
Bann  drainage,  that  two  Royal  Commis- 
sions have  reported  in  favour  of  the 
work,  and  is  it  intended  to  make  a  third 
survey  of  the  Bann  now  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr,  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  With  regard  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal  (Mr.  A.  O'Connor),  the  greater 
portion  of  the  £50,000  will  be  devoted 
to  the  development  of  arterial  drainage 
in  Ireland.  It  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  undertake  at  once  the 
surveys  recommended  by  the  Royal 
Commission  as  a  preliminary  to  the 
establishment  of   Conservancy  Boards 


and  the  execution  and  maintenance  of 
drainage  works  in  the  several  river 
basins.  In  addition  to  this,  we  shall 
proceed  with  the  execution  of  such 
works  upon  the  rivers  specially  men- 
tioned in  the  Reference  to  the  Royal 
Commission,  and  of  which  the  Barrow 
is  one,  as  can  be  carried  out  without 
legislation,  pending  the  introduction  of 
a  measure  giving  efiPect  to  the  principal 
recommendations  of  the  Commission 
next  Session.  In  the  present  state  of 
Business  it  would  be  impracticable  to 
legislate  on  the  subject  this  year;  but 
the  Government  are  in  communication 
with  the  Royal  Commissioners,  who  are 
at  present  in  Ireland ;  and  I  can  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  there  will  be  no 
delay  in  commencing  such  operations  as 
can  be  undertaken  with  our  present 
powers,  and,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Com- 
missioners, can  be  advantageously  exe- 
cuted in  the  present  year.  As  it  seems 
unlikely  that  the  whole  £50,000  can  be 
devoted  to  drainage  works  during  the 
year,  we  propose  to  spend  about  £4,000 
on  works  on  the  West  Coast,  commenced 
or  contemplated  by  the  Piers  and  Roads 
Commissioners  appointed  under  the  Re- 
lief Act  of  last  year.  A  sum  of  £5,000 
will  also  be  devoted  to  promoting  the 
improvement  of  the  breed  of  cattle  and 
horses  in  Ireland,  which  is  seriously  de- 
teriorating; and  the  Government  will 
avail  themselves  of  the  agency  of  the 
Royal  Dublin  Society  in  giving  effect  to 
that  purpose.  With  reference  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy),  the  shortness  of  the  Notice  has 
prevented  my  consulting  the  Royal  Com- 
missioners, on  whose  Report  we  are 
acting  in  instituting  the  proposed  sur- 
vey, with  regard  to  it.  The  Government 
accept  the  opinion  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission as  to  the  desirability  of  further 
drainage  operations  on  the  Bann,  and 
the  nature  of  the  work  to  be  undertaken. 
The  real  difficulty  in  the  case  of  the 
Bann  lies  in  the  variety  of  authorities 
whose  concurrence  is  necessary,  and  in 
passing  the  requisite  legislation.  In 
any  case,  however,  it  will  be  necessary 
to  prepare  a  detailed  scheme  for  carry- 
ing out  the  plans  of  the  Commissioners 
before  work  can  be  begun.  The  prin- 
cipal object  of  the  proposed  surveys  is 
the  delimitation  of  the  catchment  basins 
of  the  several  rivers,  with  the  view  to  the 
establishment  of  Conservancy  Boards. 
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This  will  be  necessary  in  the  case  of  the  Tbb  SECRETABY  of  STATE  (lit. 

Bann,  aa  in  that  of  other  rivers.  tf^TTBEWs)    (Birmmgham,    E.)  :     The 

Mk.  T.  U.  HEALY  asked  if  the  right  rower  of  placing  gentlemen   upon  the 

hon.  Gentleman  could  state  bow  much  !!>oinniis8ion  of  the  Peace  ia   vested  in 

of  the  £fiO,000  would  bo  spent  on  the  ;he  Lord  Chancellor  on   behalf  of  the 

drainage  of  the  Bann  ?  :)rown.    The  ordinary  course  is  for  lh« 

Mb.  QOSUHEN  said,  he  was  not  at  [lOrd  Chancellor  to  act  upon  the  recom- 

present  in  a  position  to  give  the  infor-  nendation    of    the   Lora    laieutenaDt, 

mation  asked  for.     Ke  expected  a  reply  irhoso  local  knowledge  and  whose  poai- 

from  the  CommiBsioners,  and  as  soon  as  uon  as  representative  of  the   Crown  in 

he  received  it   he  would  cocemunioate  ^e  count;  point  him  out  as  the  fittest 

with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  and  peraon  to   submit  names  to    the    Lord 

let  him  know  the  precise  amount  which  chancellor  for  his  approval. 
would  be  expended  on  the  drainage  of 

the  Bann.  THE  PARIS  EXHIBITION,   1889. 

MK.P.MoDONALD(Sligo,N.)wishBd  Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton) 

to  know  if  any,  and  how  much,  of  the  leked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

£50,000  would  be  appropriated  to  the  Foreign  Affairs,  What  communications 

improvement  of  harbour  accommodation  have  taken  place  between  the  French 

in  Ireland?  and  English  Qovemment  in  regard  to 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  it  was  not  con-  the  country  taking  part  officially  in  the 

tempUted  to  devote  any  of  the  money  French  Exhibition  of  16S9;  and,  whs- 

to  this  purpose,  except  a  portion  of  the  ther  he  will  lay  these  communicationi 

£4,000,  which  it  is  proposed  to  devote  to  before  the  House  ? 

certain  piers,  roads,  and  harbours  on  the  The     UNDER     8ECRETAKY     or 

West  Coast.  STATE  (Sir  Jameh  FEEOosaoir)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  I  have  abeady  informed 

EGYPT  —  THE    SOODAN     CAMPAION,  the  House  that  the  Correapondence  will 

1B86— THE  KHBDrVB'8  BHONZE  STAR,  be  laid  upon  the  Table.     It  ia  in  the 

Colonel     BBIDGEMAN     (BoUon)  Pinters'  hands. 

WAR  OFFICE  —  TRANSFER    OF    LIEC 
TENANT    GORDON    TO    TUB    ROYAL 
ENGINEERS. 
Sir   henry  TYLER   (Great  Ya^ 


asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 

Whether  the  British  and  Indian  Troops, 

and  the  New  South  Wales  Volunteers, 

employed  in  the  Soudan  in  1885,  will  ^^ 

receive  the  Khedive's  bronze  star   foi     mouth)  asked  the  SM7e"My''^f'State'"for 


their  services? 

Thb  SECRETARY  or  STATE  (Mr, 
E.  Stanhope]  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle) :  Her  Majesty  has  approved  oi 
aU  the  troops  (including  the  Indiar 
Contingent  and  the  New  South  Walei  ^^^ 
Yoluntcers)  who  have  received  medali 
for  service  in  the  Soudan  in  18B4,  1886, 
and  1886  wearing  the  bronze  star  whicl: 
His  Highness  the  Khedive  is  about  t( 
confer. 


THE  UA0I8TEACY  (ENGLAND  ANI 
WALES)  —  LOEDS  LIEUTENANT  01 
COUNTIES. 

Mb.  J.  ROBERTS  (Flint,  &c.)  askec 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homi 
Department,  Whether  the  Govemmen 
have  power  through  the  Lord  Chancellor 
or  otherwise  if  they  think  fit,  to  placi 

Sntlemen  on  the  Commission  of  thi 
ace  for  Counties,  independently  of  th< 
action  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  th< 
county  ? 

Jfr.  Ooich«K 


War,  Whether,  in  consequence  of  ths 
transfer  recently  of  Lieutenant  Gordon 
from  the  Eoyal  Marine  Artillery  to  the 
Royal  Engineers,  Lieutenant  Gordon 
takes  rank  before  the  193  officen 
have  obtained  their  commissions  in 
the  Boyal  Engineers  since  FebruarT, 
1883;  whether  those  193  officers  have 
each  been  placed  one  step  lower  in  the 
corps  of  Royal  Engineers  as  the  result 
of  that  transfer ;  whether  there  is  any 
precedent  for  such  a  transfer  in  such  a 
manner  to  the  corps ;  whether  the 
transfer  of  Lieutenant  Gordon  was  mads 
with  the  assent  of  the  Deputy  Adjutant 
General  Royal  Engineers,  and  on  the 
recommendation  of  His  Royal  Highness 
the  Commandsr  -  in  -  Chief  ;  by  what 
Minister,  as  Secretary  for  War,  tbs 
transfer  was  approved  ;  and,  in  what 
manner  this  transfer  waa  legalized,  in 
the  absence  of  any  proTisions  in  the 
Boyal  Warrant  permitting  saoh  a  oonn* 
to  be  pursued  ? 
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Ths  SECHETAUT  of  STATE  ( Mr. 

E.SxANHOPB)(LincolnBhiro,HoTiicaetle]:  "Circalw. 

Mj  answer  to  the  first  two  Queetions  of  "  Koyal  Irielt  Constabalarjr  Offlcs, 

my  hon.  Friend  ie   yes.     There  is    no  "DubHn  Cutle,  Ulh  Maj,  1887. 

precedent  for  such  a  transfer.     It  was  "  Queen's  Jubilee. 

made    with  the  asaent   of  the   Deputy  "Thslmpector  Oeneral  hu  receired  appli- 

Adjutant  General  Hoyal  Eneineerfi,  and  o*ti<»n»  bom  membere  of  the  Force  in  eevenl 

on   the  recommendation  of  His  Boyal  fon-itiea  for  pernawion  to  ™iie  •  hod  in  cele- 

H'    I,            4.V     /-I  _         J       ■     n-L'   e      Ti  bratioo  of  the  Queen « Jiibiloe.     He  hai  freely 

ighnesB  the  Commander-in-Chief.     It  conwnted  in  euch  cases  to  Bubscriptiona  being 

was  approved  by  my   Predecessor  and  raised,  on  the  understanding  that  the  officers 

by  myself.      The  grant  of  Army  rank  is  or  men  ehonld  contribate  as  individoals,  and 

legally  a  matter  of  Royal  prerogative,  l^at  no  person  ia  authority  should  organise  the 

B«.  I  m,j  ,.j  g„.„ii,  a..i  .hi.  o„,  s„.^r.°£;;ti",r.';i;,?s£^°.SJ 

IS    entirely    exceptional;    and    that   the  himsalf,  vet,  as  he  has  been  applied  to  upon  the 

corps   of  Royal  Engineers  gladly  wel-  aubject,  he  thinks  that  it  will  probably  meet 

come  among  them  the  nephew  of  so  die-  the  wishes  of  such  members  of  the  Force  u 

tinguished  an  officer  as  General  Gordon,  ^"j"  ^  .contribute  to  "uggeet  a  course  by 

°  which  their  moo ef«  shoaldgo  to  locma  general 
Constabulary  Fund  rather  than  that  it  should 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  YEAR  be  divided  into  a  district  or  local  fond.     He 

OF  HER  MAJESTY'S  REIGN— LONDON  "»!^?.'  "'""  S'^'^  T^*"'  ?«>?"»«  that  any  sub- 
scriptions ffivan    by    members   of    the  Force 

SCHOOL  CHILDREN  IN  HYDE  PARK.  should  be  forwarded  through  district  officers  to 

S,»EICHABDTEMPLE{Woy,,.ter,  SL^TS. teTiiTll A"„ Zl 

Jiveaham)  asked   the  Secretary  of   Htate  gented  to  act  as  treasurer  for  '  the  Royal  Irish 

for    tho     Home   Department,    Whether  Constabulary  Jubilee  Fund.'     With  the  view 

arrangements  under  the   cognizance  of  of  securing  that  the  subscriptions  should  be 

Government  are  being  made  for  securing  perfectly  volunta^,  the  Inspector  Gener^  di- 

thesafetyofthelarge''numberofLondoS  Z^^^^t^^^'^^^^V^rZ.^l.'^i^^ 

school    children,     amounting   to    many  event  ol  the  project  being  taken  up  by  the 

thousands,  whom  it   is  proposed  to  as-  Force,  either  generally  or  in  a  more  or  lets  ex- 

semble  by  voluntary  effort  in  Hyde  Park  tended  manner,  a  committee  of  the  subscribers 

for  the  Jubilee  Celebration  on  the  2 let  Xl^ ^^w'^TiSt'^'ilMti"" 

T                 I    -p           ■!_    1      .11  1.    .I.         .  Object  to  whicli  toe  money  might  DO  aevotea. 

June;  and,  if  BO,  what  Will  be  the  nature  '              ..„>/.„         ,    ., 

of  the  arrangements?  ■*■  ^^^^'  ^-'P^t^'  Q™"™!  = 

TuE  SECRETAKY  of  STATE  (Mr.  whether  the  applications  above  referred 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  am  ^  ^  having  been  received  by  the  In- 
informed  by  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  gp^tor  General  have  been  made  by  the 
Police  that  he  has  received  a  communi-  ^^^^^  q,  merely  by  the  ofBcers  of  the 
cation  from  the  Secretary  to  the  Ohil-  Force,  and  how  many  such  applications 
dren'a  Jubilee  Committee,  and  that  the  tave  been  received;  and,  whether  it  is 
necessary  police  arrangements  wiU  ao-  the  fact  that  the  district  officers  are  re- 
cordingly  be  made,  due  regard  being  quiring  to  have  the  names  of  the  sub- 
given  to  the  fact  of  the  assembly  of  so  gcribers  and  the  amounts  given  by  each  ; 
many  young  persons.  His  Boyal  High-  a^d,  if  ao,  whether  he  will  direct  that 
ness  the  Banger  and  the  Chief  Commia-  t^e  above  Circular  shall  be  acted  upon 
sioner  are  both  members  of  the  Com-  strictly,  and  that  no  application  what- 
mittee,  and  are  aasisting  with  their  g^er  shall  be  made  to  either  officers  or 
••i^'^^s-  men  in  the  matter? 

The   PARLIAMENTAET  TJNDEB 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY- CELE-  SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kraa-HiEMAS) 

BRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  YEAR  OP  (Kent,   Isle  of  Thanet)   (who  replied) 

HER  MAJESTY'S  EEIGN-CIRCULAR  ?"d  :    The    Circular    alluded    to    was 

™         .       ~.,  ^  «^.— ,„  ,  issued  by  the  Inspector  General  in  con- 

OriHEINSPECTOEOBNEEil..  „^„„J     „,     ^(„e„„t.Bons     .hick 

Mb.  CONYBEABE  (Cornwall,  Cam-  reached  him    at   various   times,   both 

^orne)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  verbally  and   through  the  Press,  and 

[jord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  finally  on  application,  on  the  subjoct 

le  is  aware  that  a  letter,  in  the  follow-  made  by  two  County  Inspoctors  rcpr^- 

□g  form,  has  been  issued  to  the  Boyal  eenting  the  officers  and  men  of  their 

Constabulary  in  Ireland : —  counties.    There  does  not  appear  to  be 
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any  reason  to  doubt  that  the  district 
officers  will  observe  the  instructions  con- 
veyed in  the  Circular.  The  Government 
see  no  necessity  to  give  the  direction 
suggested. 

Mb.  CONYBEi^RE :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  allow  me  to  lay  before 
him  a  letter  giving  details  of  cases  in 
which  the  instructions  have  been  evaded, 
and  will  he  take  action  upon  it  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  Cer- 
tainly, if  the  hon.  Member  will  send  the 
letter  to  the  Chief  Secretary  it  shall  be 
attended  to. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford,  N.) : 
Can  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man explain  how  it  was  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  stated  on  Tuesday  that  no 
such  Circular  was  ever  issued  ? 

Colonel  KENG-HARMAN:  Cer- 
tainly, Sir  ;  the  Question  asked  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Camborne  Division 
of  Cornwall  (Mr.  Conybeare)  was  whe- 
ther a  Circular  had  been  issued  by  the 
Inspector  General  to  the  different  police 
stations  in  Ireland  calling  upon  the  men 
to  subscribe  funds  for  the  purchase  of  a 
horse  and  jaunting  car  as  a  Jubilee 
offering  to  Her  Majesty.  No  such  Cir- 
cular was  ever  issued. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Then,  Sir,  the 
Chief  Secretary's  statement  was  a  mere 
quibble. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  I  con- 
sider the  interruption  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  be  disorderly  and 
uu-Parliamentary,  and  I  ask  him  to 
withdraw  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Do  I  under- 
stand you  to  rule,  Sir,  that  the  word 
•*  quibble  "  is  un-Parliamentaiy  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  consider  that  the 
interruption  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  disorderly  and  un-Parlia- 
mentary,  and  I  ask  him  to  withdraw  it. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Is  it  the  inter- 
ruption I  am  to  withdraw  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  ask  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  withdraw  the  ex- 
pression he  used. 

Mr,  T.  M.  HEALY :  Yery]  well,  Sir. 
ICrtes  of'  Withdraw  ! "  and  "  Name !  "] 

Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  withdraw  the  expres- 
sion of  which  I  complain  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Is  it  the  word 
"quibble?" 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  said  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  been  guilty  of  a 

Colonel  King'Harman 


quibble.  He  must  withdraw  that  ex- 
pression. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  If  the  word 
"quibble"  is  un-Parliamentarj,  I  will 
withdraw  it. 

Mr.  speaker  :  This  is  a  matter  of 
some  importance.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  interrupted  a  Question  asked 
by  another  hon.  Member  in  a  disorderly 
manner,  and  he  said  that  a  statement 
made  by  a  right  hon.  Member  of  this 
House  was  a  quibble.  I  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  to  withdraw  that 
expression  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Yes,  sir. 

WAR    OFFICE    (ORDNANCE    DEPART- 
MENT)— THE  43-TON  GUN. 

Major  RASOH  (Essex,  S.E.)  asked 
the  Surveyor  General  of  the  Ordnance, 
Whether,  on  or  about  28th  August, 
1885,  a  third  43-ton  breach-loading  gan 
broke  down  at  the  proof  butts,  Wool- 
wich, in  the  metal  in  the  middle  of  the 
breach ;  and,  whether  both  design  and 
specification  for  all  such  guns  have  been 
radically  changed;  if  so,  was  that 
change  necessary,  if  it  was  (including 
change  in  specification),  does  he  still 
adhere  to  his  statement  that  the  43-ton 
guns  in  question  are  serviceable  ? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Northcote)  (Exeter):  No  43- ton  gua 
broke  down  at  the  proof  butts  at  Wool- 
wich on  or  about  the  28th  of  August, 
1885.  On  the  26th  of  August  a  rent 
slide  failed ;  but  this  did  not  put  the 
gun  out  of  action,  and  a  new  vent  slide 
was  fitted  on  in  half  a  minute.  Changes 
have  been  made  both  in  the  design  and 
specification  of  the  12-inch  breach- 
loading  guns  since  their  original  design 
in  1881,  and  these  changes  were  neces- 
sary. Two  additions  are  being  made  to 
Marks  I.  and  II.  12-inch  brea(£-Ioading 
guns,  with  the  view  of  bringing  them 
into  conformity  with  the  steel  g^sof 
new  design.  They  are  being  ohase- 
hooped,  and  that  part  of  the  bore 
specially  attacked  by  the  gas  is  being 
lined.  The  g^ns  are  believed  to  be  per- 
fectly serviceable. 

WAR    OFFICE-ARMY    MEDICAL    DE- 

PARTMENT—SURGEON    MAJOR 

SANDFORD    MOORE. 

Dr.  TINDAL  ROBERTSON 
Brighton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
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for  War,  Whether  he  wonld  have  anj  fact ;  but  I  ma;  poiat  out  to  the  hon. 

ohjection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  tht  Member  that  an;  sheep-farm  land  which 

House  the  Beport  of  the  oaee  of  Sur-  ie  added  to  deer  forest  is  by  that  action 

geon  Major  Sandford  Moore,  aubmitted  made  mere  free  to  be  dealt  vith  for  the 

to  him  by  the  Medical  Director  Qene-  iuorease  of  crofter  holdiogis  than  if  it 

ral  ?  remained  in  sheep  farm  ;  but,  in  any 

The  SECHETAHY  of  STATE  (Mr,  case,  the  Government  have  no  power  to 

E.8TANROPE)(Liiioolnshire,HomoBBtIe):  interfere    in    matters  relating    to  the 

The   production  of  this  Report  would  Crofters  Act  of  last  year,  these  beinff 

create   a  very  undesirable  precedent ;  exclusively  in  the  hands  of  the  Crofter 

and  I    regret,   therefore,    that   I    am  Commission,  and  of  the  Courts  of  Lav 

unable,  in  the  interests  of  the  Service,  on  appeal  from  the  Commission, 
to  meet  the  wishes  of  my  hon.  Friend. 

.  DNITED    STATES  —  EMIGRATION    OF 

WAR  OFFICE— CELEBRATION  OF  THE  HIGHLAND    CROFTERS. 

JUBILEE  YEAR  OF  HER  MAJESTY'S  ^E-  "^   MACDONALD   (Ross    and 

REIGN  —  EXTRA    QUEEN'S  CADET-  Cromarty)  asked  the  Under  Seorefaiy  of 

SHIPS,  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether  any 

Db.   TINDALEOBEETSON  offlcialC^wpoadence  has  taken  place 

(Brighton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  J»te'y  between  our  Ambaasador  in  the 

for  War,  If,  in  commemoration  of  Her  S^'i?^-.^^^!,?  .^^  "  repreeentativo  of 

Majesty's  Jubilee,  be  wUl  recommend  *??  ^"^^t^  ^^'^^''.  «0"">ment,  with  the 

that  a  few  extra  Queen's  cadetehipa  be  "^fe  "/  i^^^^g  f"'  the  emigration 

granted  during  the  present  year  ?  ?\?'8?''?°*  «"^«"  =  whether  the  latter 

The  SECEETABT  of  STATE  (Mr  '"'"^'^'^a  "^^-^  "e  sending  of  emigrants 

E.8TANHOPB)(Linoolnflhire,Hornoa8tle}:  V°   ^^^^  }'/^y   *«   become   a  public 

The   establishment  of    Queen's  cadets  "''^8''  ^'"^'^,  !^^  regarded  by  his  coun- 

is  limited,  and  the  nominations  granted  Ij?  ''?,  *°  "5,'"™^!?  ^''t  i  and   whether 

have  hitherto  been   found  euffident  to  *^^  ^?««=^  Correspondence  will  be  laid 

meet  the  claims  of  aU  who  were  eligible  "^2°  *^''^5?ll^t,^^  *  a?^°S™  a  ^^ 

for  the    boon.      Under    these  cirfum-  «J/«     Jl^^^^      l^^^^^J-^  *" 

stances,  His  Eoyal  Highness  the  Com-  ^^^7^  (Sir  James  Feeqcbsok)  (Man- 

mander-in-Chief  does  not  see  any  suffi-  °''^''*^/'    ^^'l  I     Oorreepondence    has 

cient  ground  for  recommending  an  in-  P^aed  with  reference  to   immigration 

crease  in  the  number  of  Queen's  cadet-  *?  i""*  F"***^  States,  but  not  with  spe- 

ships  in  connection  with  the  Jubilee.  "'"^  reference  to  Highland  crofters      It 

was    intimated  by  the  Minister  of  the 

_                      _            ,  United  States  that  immigrants  sent  out 

DEEE  FORESTS  (8COTLAND)-GARBAT  by  Governmental  agency,  or  likely  to 
BEN  WYVIS.  become  a  public  charge,  would  not  be 
De.  E.  MACDONALD  (Boss  and  acceptable.  The  Correspondence  wiU 
Cromarty)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  bs  laid  upon  the  Table. 
Whether  he  has  any  further  informa- 
tion regarding  the  intended  addition  of  POST  DFFICE-OELEB RATION  OP  THE 
the  sheep  farm  of  Garbat  Ben  Wyvis  to  JUBILEE  YEAR  OF  HER  MAJESTY'S 
the  extensive  deer  forest  of  Mr.  Shool-  BEIQK— THE  OFFICIALS, 
bread ;  whether  he  ie  aware  that  the  Ms.  ATKINSON  (Boston)  asked  the 
proposal  has  caused  intense  diasatis-  Postmaster  General,  If  he  will  give 
faction  throughout  the  West  High-  [>ostal  and  telegraph  of&cials  an  oppor- 
lands;  and,  whether,  in  order  to  allay  lunityto  participate  in  the  Jubilee  Cele- 
the  popular  excitement,  the  Govern-  lirationsof  theSlst  inetantbyarraoging 
ment  can  take  any  eteps  to  delay  the  for  a  partial  suspension  of  their  work, 
proposed  afforesting  until  the  Crofter  is  is  the  case  on  Good  Fridays  and 
Land  Commission  had  visited  the  die-  Sundays  ? 

trict  ?  The  P0STMA8TEE  GENEEAL  (Mr. 
The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H .  A.  Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  I  have 
Macdoralo)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An-  already  given  orders  that  on  the  day 
drew's  UniversitieB) :  Having  received  ixed  for  the  celebration  of  Her  Ma- 
no  Notice  of  this  Queetion,  I  am  unable  ieety'e  Jubilee  the  Post  Office  arrange- 
to  answer  in  regard  to  the  questions  of  nente  throughont  the  Kingdom  shall 
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be  such  as  to  afford  to  the  postal  and 
telegraph  officials  as  much  relief  as  pos- 
sible. In  the  Metropolis  there  will  be 
one  early  and  one  late  delivery  of  letters, 
and  corresponding  collections,  instead  of 
numerous  collections  and  deUveries ;  also 
one  deb'yery  and  one  collection  of  par- 
cels. Many  of  the  post  offices  will  be 
closed  altogether.  In  the  country  there 
will  be,  for  the  most  part,  one  delivery 
and  one  collection  of  letters  and  parcels, 
and  the  rural  postmen,  after  completing 
their  delivery,  will  be  allowed  to  return 
at  once  to  their  starting  points,  as  on 
Ohristmas  Day.  Throughout  the  coun- 
try generally  the  post  offices  will  be 
closed  for  postal  purposes  after  the  first 
delivery  until  the  time  for  the  making 
up  of  the  evening  despatches.  I  regret 
that,  owing  to  the  exigencies  of  the 
Service,  complete  relief  cannot  be  given 
to  the  telegraphists  on  the  day  of  the 
Jubilee. 

IMPERIAL  DEFENCES-KING  GEORGE'S 
SOUND  —  THE  COLONIAL  CON  - 
FERENOE. 

Mr.  BADEN-POWELL  (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  it  is  true,  as  reported 
in  the  newspapers,  that  at  the  recent 
Colonial  Conference  the  War  Office  raised 
objections  to  assisting  in  providing  for 
the  defence  of  King  George's  Sound; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  can  state  the  rea- 
sons for  these  objections  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
Yes,  Sir ;  the  matter  is  easily  explained. 
The  list  of  coaling  stations  now  being 
defended  was  framed  originally  by  the 
Royal  Commission  on  the  Defence  of 
British  Possessions  Abroad.  That  Com- 
mission went  very  completely  into  the 
whole  question,  and  selected  a  certain 
number  of  stations,  which  it  described  as 
of  first-rate  importance,  and  the  defences 
of  which  it  recommended  should  be  at 
once  undertaken.  King  George's  Sound 
was  not  included.  That  case  was  con- 
sidered, but  was  decided  to  be  of  se- 
condary importance.  This  list  was  ap- 
proved by  the  Treasury,  and  laid  before 
Parliament.  A  lar^e  sum  still  remains 
to  be  spent  before  me  defences  even  of 
these  first-class  stations  are  complete; 
and  the  War  Office  accordingly,  when 
represented  at  the  Colonial  Conference, 
did  not  feel  justified  in  promising  to 
furnish  at  once  an  expensive  armament 


for  King  George's  Sound — first,  beeaois 
to  include  any  place  not  upon  the  list 
would  necessarily  have  entailed  large 
expenditure  in  other  cases  aimiladj 
situated;  secondly,  because  it  would 
have  had  neither  Treasury  nor  Parlia- 
mentary sanction ;  and,  thirdly,  beoauie 
it  would  have  recognized  a  principlt 
against  which  the  Treasury  has  always 
contended — that  the  Imperial  Gt>veni- 
ment  should  bear  any  share  in  the  ex- 
penditure necessary  for  the  land  defence 
of  Australia. 

COAL  MINES  REGULATIONS— COL- 
LIERY   ACCIDENT   IN  LANARKSHIRB. 

Mr.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  he  is  aware  that 
another  fearful  colliery  accident  has  oc- 
curred in  Lanarkshire,  resulting  in  ths 
loss  of  three  livds  and  seriously  injuring 
others ;  and,  whether  he  will  order  an 
inquiry  to  be  made  into  its  oause  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Er. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  hare 
just  received  a  Eeport  from  the  Inspec- 
tor of  the  district,  who  has  already  in- 
quired into  this  accident.  He  infomu 
me  that  the  accident  was  due  to  the 
neglect  of  the  engine-man,  who  failed  to 
put  in  a  key,  whereby  the  winding  dram 
got  disconnected  from  the  engine,  and 
the  cage,  with  the  men  in  it,  ran  down 
the  pit.     The  engine-man  is  in  custody. 

JUBILEE  THANKSGIVING  SERVICE 
(WESTMINSTER  ABBEY)  —  ACCOM- 
MODATION  FOR  MEMBERS  OF  THIS 
HOUSE. 

Mr.  GOUELEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he 
will  inform  the  House  what  arrange- 
ments he  has  succeeded  in  making  for 
the  purpose  of  according  to  Members  of 
the  House  who  are  widowers  or  bache- 
lors, privileges  akin  to  those  which  hare 
been  granted  to  Members  who  have 
wives,  whereby  the  former  may  be  per- 
mitted to  attend  the  Jubilee  ceremony  at 
the  Abbey  accompanied  by  lady  rela- 
tives ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  am 
sure  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  under- 
stand that  I  sympathize  with  him  in  his 
desire  that  Members  of  the  House  who 
are  so  unfortunate  as  to  be  widowers  or 
bachelors  should  have  the  privileges 
akin  to  those  which  are   granted  to 
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Members  who  have  wives.  The  Oom- 
mittee  to  whom  this  question  has  been 
referred  have  not  found  it  possible  at 
present  to  endue  them  with  the  same 
privileges.  I  will  now  state  to  the 
House,  as  far  as  the  arrangements  have 
yet  gone,  what  is  proposed  to  be  done. 
The  Lord  Chamberlain  has  arranged  to 
find  places  for  Members  of  Parliament, 
accompanied  by  their  wives,  who  have 
sent  in  their  names  to  the  Speaker's 
Secretary,  or  will  do  so  before  Saturday, 
the  1 1th  instant,  and  a  space  in  the  North 
Transept  of  the  Abbey,  containing  570 
seats,  will  be  numbered  and  reserved 
for  Members  of  this  House.  Provision 
will  be  made  for  the  Speaker,  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means.  Ministers,  ex- 
Ministers,  and  Privy  Councillors  to  sit 
as  far  as  may  be  possible  together  in  the 
front  seats.  The  remainder  of  the  seats 
will  be  allotted  by  ballot  to  those  Mem- 
bers who  have  sent  in  their  names  by 
the  11th  instant.  It  is  expected  that 
levie  dress  will  be  worn  by  Ministers, 
ex -Ministers,  and  Privy  Councillors; 
but  for  other  Members  of  the  House  the 
dress  will  be  optional.  The  House  will 
remember  that  all  these  arrangements 
are  solely  in  the  hands  of  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  by  the  House. 
This  is  all  the  information  I  am  able  to 
ffive  the  House  at  the  present  moment ; 
out  the  list  is  not  yet  complete.  Two 
days  remain  during  which  Members 
may  send  in  their  names;  and  as  the 
seats  at  the  disposal  of  the  Lord  Cham- 
berlain and  the  Committee  are  exceed- 
ingly limited  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
state  more  than  I  have  done  at  the  present 
time.  The  Committee  will  meet  on  Mon- 
day to  make  their  final  arrangements. 

BUSINESS    OF    THE    HOUSE-COAL 
MINES,  &o.  REGULATION  BILL. 

Mr.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  terrible  disaster  at 
Udston  Colliery,  and  the  still  more  re- 
cent accident  at  Motherwell,  he  will  so 
arrange  the  Business  of  the  House  as  to 
allow  the  Coal  Mines,  &c.  Regulation 
Bill  to  be  proceeded  with  not  later  than 
10  o'clock  this  evening? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  he  fully  entered  into  the  desire  of 
the  hon.  Member  and  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  took  an  interest  in  this  very 
important  matter ;  but  he  was  not  able 


to  say  more  than  he  said  on  Tuesday, 
that  if  a  discussion  could  be  taken  after 
half-past  11  or  12  to-night,  he  would  be 
very  glad  if  that  could  be  done ;  but  to 
report  Progress  on  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  at  10  o'clock 
would  be  impossible. 

An  hon.  Membeb  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  consent  to  take  the  Bill 
at  so  late  an  hour. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  was  en- 
tirely in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  who 
took  an  interest  in  the  question.  The 
Qovernment  desired  that  the  Bill  should 
be  proceeded  with,  subject  to  the  under- 
standing that  hon.  Oentlemen  who  took 
an  interest  in  the  matter  should  have  an 
opportunity  for  such  discussion  as  was 
thought  necessary. 

Mr.  mason  said,  that  he  was  anxious 
the  Bill  should  be  taken  to-night  at  any 
hour,  and  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  would  assure  them  this  would  be 
the  case,  so  that  Members  interested  In 
the  Bill  might  remain  in  their  places. 

Mr.  BURT  (Morpeth)  hoped  that 
unless  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  could  see  his 
way  to  afford  an  opportunity  for  a  rea- 
sonable discussion,  he  would  state  the 
Bill  would  not  go  on  at  all. 

E-nCTIONS  (IRELAND)— EVICTIONS  AT 
BOD  YKE  —  ALLEGED  MISCONDU  CT 
OP  THE  CONSTABULARY. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  a 
Question,  of  which  he  had  been  unable 
to  give  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  private 
Notice.  He  desired  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  his  attention  been 
called  to  a  statement  in  The  Fall  MaU 
Oazetts  of  that  evening,  with  reference 
to  the  evictions  which  were  being  carried 
on  at  Bodyke,  and  which  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 

«  It  is  true  that  Pat  Walsh's  mother,  of  80, 
'  was  bludg^ned  in  his  house  as  she  sat  in  her 
chair  by  a  member  of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary, who  formed  one  of  the  volunteer  storming 
party,  and  she  has  at  this  moment  the  marks  of 
the  baton  in  the  shape  of  a  bad  black  eye.*' 

[Laughter.']  Some  hon.  Members  might 
augh;  but  he  regarded  the  matter  as 
too  serious  for  laughter.  The  report 
continued — 

''She  (Mn.  Walsh)  is  bedridden,  and  was 
lifted  up  by  her  daughter-in-law  to  be  evicted, 
and  the  two  blue  braises  above  and  below  her 
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left  eye  upon  her  poor  old  wrinkled  face,  form  aooident,  I  wish  to  ask  the  SeoretaiT  ot 

the  most  pitiable  .ight  imaginable.    While  her  state  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 

•on  wa«  led  off  to  gaol  in  handcans,  she  sat  in  ii,._  i,^  „jii  __„_„:-„  „ii  j.t  „  _______  _i.:.k 

a  chair  on  the  r^  waiUng  and  locking  her  ^«'  he  will  exerciee  all  the  powera  which 

wounded  and  aching  head  backwards  and  for-  Viscount  Uross  Act  enables  him  to  nw 

wards  in  her  hands."  in  reference  to  the  inquiry — that  is  to 

He  wished  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary,  "y-   whether  he  wiU  appoint  persons 

Whether  he  would  take  immediate  steps  o'  special  knowledge  to  assist  the  In- 

to  punish  the  constable  for  his  brutal  «P«otor  in  the  mvestieataon  under  Sertwm 

conduct,  and  prevent  any  recurrence  of  ?'  Sub-Mction  1,  of  the  Act ;  whether 

such  a  state  of  things  ?  •»«  ^o"lf  jo'  *^?*  purpose   appoint  a 

The    chief    SEORETAEY    (Mr.  representative  of  theLanarkshire  Miners 

A.    J.   Balfotjb)  (Manchester,  E.)  :    I  ^^^'onj   whether  he  wiU  exercise  the 

know  nothing  about  the  attack  aUeged  power  vested  m  him  of  reqmrmg  the 

to  have  taken  place,  nor  have  I  seen  iMpeotor  to  caU  for  documentary  evi- 

Th*  Fall  MaU  GautU  of  to-day ;  but  I  ^^?'^^  ."  *?  ^}^  **?*  inspection  of  ^s 

am  sorry  to  say  that  scenes  have  taken  ™.\?^' J"^  '^'*°'®  °'  in  part ;  whether  he 

place,  in  the  course  of  the  resistance  to  ^l  aUow  representatives  of  the  men  to 

the  police  at  Bodyke,  of   a  most  dis-  '^"'*  the  scene  of  the  accident  m  com- 

graceful  character.  P*?y  ^^^  ?«'  Majesty's  Inspector,  as 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :   I  wish  to  7?".  ,"  ,*i®   07°®"»    manager,    and 

^r  Si-iSn  u.?"^  b  j;.'  '^i^'^i  o.  STATE  ,1^ 

able  to  give  him  Notice,  Whether  it  is  MAiTHEW8)(Birmmgham,E0: 1  informed 

true  that  the  police  at  Bodyke  have  S®  ^^^'  Member,  or  some  other  hon. 

acted  as  baliflfs  and  been  the  first  to  Member,  two  or  three  days  ago,  that  I 

enter  the  houses,  instead  of  the  officers  Hadissued  directions  that  representatives 

of  the  Sheriff;  and,  whether  it  is  true,  ^^  *^®  men  should  accompany  the  In- 

as  we  have  frequently  been  assured,  that  specter,    and   have  an  opportunity  of 

no  such  conduct  wiU  be  tolerated ;  and  «®«}»/  *H  *^at  had  gone  on  in  the  pit, 

whether,  if  this  statement  be  true,  the  and  forming  their  own  opinion  and  oon- 

Chief   Secretary  will  take    immediate  ^J^^^^^  ."P°^.,^*;     With  regard  to  the 

steps  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  such  Commision,  it  is  not  yet  signed.      My 

iUe^ral  action  ?  present  intention  is  that  it  shall  consist, 

Mb.  a.  J.   BALFOUR:    I  have  no  according  to  the  Statute,  of  an  Inspector 

doubt.  Sir,  that  if  the  poUce  went  into  ?,^  Mines,  assisted  by  Gentlemen  of  the 

the  houses  in  consequence  of  these  houses  Scotch  Bar.     I  will  consider  the  sug- 

being  illegally  defended,  they  acted  in  Restion  of  the  hon.  Member  as  to  haymg 

accordance  with  their  duty.  *°y  additional  Member  upon  Uie  Com- 

mission ;  but  I  do  not  think  it  desirable 

CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IPJELAND) -THE  that   the    Commission    should    be    too 

RETURN  FOR  APRIL  AND  MAY.  large.     The  range  of  the  inquiry  will 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcastle-  be  the  very  fullest  that  the  law  permits. 
upon-Tyne)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  :  May  I 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oentle- 
Wby  the  Return  of  reported  outrages  man  whether  it  is  not  a  fact  that  among 
in  Ireland  of  April  and  May,  which  the  the  whole  body  of  the  miners  of  Lanark- 
Chief  Secretary  promised  before  the  shire  there  is  a  strong  desire  that  they 
Whitsuntide  holidays,  was  not  yet  in  should  be  represented  by  a  member  of 
the  hands  of  the  Members  ?  the  Union  on  the  Commission,  to  assist 

The    CHIEF    SECRETARY    (Mr.  the  Inspector  ? 

A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Manchester,  E.) :  It  is  [No  reply.] 
at  the  printers.      I  do  not  know  why  it 

has  not  been  issued,  but  I  will  inquire  NOTICE    OF  RESOLUTION. 

into  the  circumstances.  

'    COAL   MINES   REGULATION— THE  BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE— CRIMINAL 

UDSTON  COLLIERY  ACCIDENT.  LAW  AMENDMENT  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done-  notice  of  instruction. 

gal,  E.) :  With  reference  to  the  inquiry  Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 

to  be  made  into  the  Udston  Oouiery  wish.  Sir,  to  give  Notice  that  to-morxow, 

Mr,  Cimyheare 
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at  half- past  4  o'clock,  I  shall  move  an 
Instruction  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 
Bill,  the  effect  of  which  will  he  to  name 
a  period  at  which  the  Committee  will 
report  the  Bill  to  the  House. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (NewcasUo- 
npon-Tyne) :  Mr.  Speaker,  by  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House,  I  should  like  to 
make  an  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. Surely  this  is  an  extremely 
short  Notice  for  a  proposal  of  so  ex- 
tremely strong — which  is  the  least 
offensive  word  I  can  find — a  description. 
The  House  has  been  sitting  since  last 
Monday,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Colleagues  must,  I  presume, 
have  made  up  their  minds  as  to  the 
course  they  intended  to  pursue ;  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  it  would  have  been 
more  consistent  with  the  great  import- 
ance of  the  proposal  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  makes,  and  more  re- 
spectful to  the  House,  if  he  had  given 
us  a  longer  time  to  consider  his  proposal. 
I  do  hope  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
see  his  way  to  postpone  the  Resolution 
for  one  more  Sitting — until  Monday. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  sure, 
Sir,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  must  have  expected  the  Go- 
vernment to  make  a  proposal  of 
this  character ;  for,  in  answer  to  a  Ques- 
tion addressed  to  me  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr. 
E.  Robertson)  on  Tuesday  last,  I  dia,  in 
effect,  give  Notice  that  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  make  a  pro- 
posal of  this  kind  to  the  House.  It  has 
not  been  possible  for  the  Government  to 
arrive  at  any  definite  decision  on  the 
question  until  to-day  ;  and  they  will  put 
the  form  and  terme  of  their  Notice  on  the 
Paper  in  the  course  of  the  evening, 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY :  May  I  ask  at 
what  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
poses to  make  this  Motion  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  At  half-past  4 
o'clock,  the  usual  time.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  aware  of  the  fact  that  all 
Motions  in  regard  to  the  Business  of  the 
House  are  taken  before  the  Orders  of 
the  Day  are  entered  upon. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  : 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
now  state  what  is  the  period  he  refers  to  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  No,  Sir ;  I  can- 
not. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
As  to-morrow  is  not  a  Government  day, 
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it  would  certainly  be  more  convenient  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  give  the 
terms  of  his  Motion,  because  surely  we 
are  entitled  to  at  least  24  hours'  notice, 
so  that  hon.  Members  might  be  able  to 
give  Notice  of  Amendments  to  the 
Motion. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  terms  of  the 
Motion  will  be  handed  in  to  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table  before  the  close  of  the  Com- 
mittee this  evening  in  ample  time  for 
hon.  Gentlemen  to  be  fully  informed  of 
its  purport. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  How  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH:  From  the  Clerk 
at  the  Table. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Are  we  to 
understand,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  will 
be  possible  for  Members  to  obtain 
copies  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Notice  to-night? 

Me.  speaker  :  It  is  not  customary 
to  give  copies  of  Motions. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY :  That  being  so, 
I  would  again  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man what  the  Government  intend  to  do  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  will  give  an 
answer  at  the  close  of  the  Committee 
this  evening. 

Me.  CONYBEARE  (ComwaU,  Cam- 
borne) wanted  to  know  whether  the 
Notice  given  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  be  considered  regular  in 
view  of  the  great  importance  of  a  Mo- 
tion of  this  character,  and  the  natural 
desire  of  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of 
the  House  to  prepare  Amendments 
which  would  be  impossible  on  so  short 
a  Notice  ? 

Me.  SPEAKER:  There  is  nothing 
irregular  in  the  course  proposed. 

ORDERS    OF  TEE  BAY. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  (IRE- 

LAND)  BILL.— [Bill  217.] 
{Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour y  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews,  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Mr.   Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.) 
COMMITTEE.    [ProyrtfM  Sth  Jtme.'] 

[fifteenth  night.] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Special  Juey  and  Removal  of  Teial. 

Clause  4  (Change  of  place  of  trial). 

Me.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork),  in 
moving  as  an  Amendment,  in  page  3, 
line  23,  after  **  district,"  to  insert — 
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"  And  there  has  previously  been  a  trial  for 
such  crime  in  the  county  or  borough  in  which 
the  same  was  committed,  at  wMch  trial  the 
jury  has  disagreed/* 

Baid:  The  object  of  this  Amendment  is 
to  prevent,  as  far  as  possible,  the 
extreme  hardship  in  this  provision.  It 
will  be  in  the  mind  of  the  Committee 
that  we  have  already  passed  Clause  3 
which  provides  that  where  an  indict- 
ment for  a  crime  committed  in  a  pro- 
claimed district  has  been  found,  or  a 
defendant  has  been  committed  for  trial, 
and  the  trial  is  to  be  by  a  jury  before  a 
Court  in  Ireland,  other  than  a  Court  of 
Quarter  Sessions,  the  High  Court  shall, 
on  the  application  of  the  Attorney  Ge- 
neral or  by  the  defendant,  direct  that 
the  trial  shall  be  a  special  jury.  That 
being  so,  it  is  only  reasonable,  if  the 
Oovemment  are  to  have  the  power  of 
changing  the  venue  in  the  way  suggested 
by  this  clause,  that  there  should  be  some 
provision  to  restrict  the  power  to  change 
the  venue  to  cases  in  which  there  has 
already  been  a  trial  and  the  jury  have 
disagreed.  Let  me  point  out  that,  as  the 
clause  now  stands,  the  Executive  will  be 
able  to  drag  prisoners  from  one  end  of 
Ireland  to  the  other—from  the  County 
of  Kerry,  for  instance,  to  Ulster  and 
viee  verxd.  There  was  a  somewhat 
similar  provision  in  the  Crimes  Act  of 
1 882,  but  the  only  case,  as  far  as  I  be- 
lieve, in  which  it  was  exercised,  is  one 
with  which  the  Committee  will  be 
familiar  owing  to  the  constant  allusions 
which  have  been  made  to  it  in  this 
House — namely,  a  case  in  which  a  num- 
ber of  Irish  -  speaking  Connemara 
peasants  were  removed  from  Mayo  to  be 
tried  in  Cork,  and  in  that  case  there  had 
previously  been  a  disagreement  on  the 
part  of  the  jury.  Surely  it  is  only 
reasonable  to  ask  the  Government, 
before  we  give  them  the  powers  pro- 
vided in  this  section,  that  there  should 
be  circumstances  which  will  bear  some 
parallel  with  those  of  the  Act  of  1882, 
and  that  it  shall  be  shown  that  some  at- 
tempt has  already  been  made  to  secure  the 
administration  of  justice  in  the  county 
where  the  offence  was  committed.  I 
entreat  Her  Majesty's  Advisers  to  give  a 
fair  consideration  to  the  reasonable 
Amendment  I  now  propose. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  23,  after  the  word 
'*  district/'  insert  the  words  "  and  there  has 
prj\'iously  been  a  trial  for  such  crime  in  the 

Mr,  Maurice  Mealy 


county  or  borough  in  which  same  was  com- 
mitted, at  which  trial  the  jury  has  disagreed.*' 
— {^Mr.  Maurice  Healy,) 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  po» 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  Amendment  moved  by  the 
hon.  Member  is  to  the  effect  that  there 
must  have  been  a  previous  trial  and  a 
disagreement  on  the  part  of  the  jury 
before  the  venue  can  be  changed — ia 
fact,  that  there  has  been  an  abortive 
trial.  The  object  of  the  Government  is 
to  provide  that  the  venue  may  be 
changed,  because  there  is  reason  to  sus- 
pect that  a  fair  and  impartial  trial 
cannot  be  had  in  the  district  in  which 
the  crime  has  been  committed,  and  if 
we  restrict  the  operation  of  the  clause 
to  cases  in  which  there  has  been  a  pre- 
vious trial  our  object  might  be  alto- 
gether defeated.  For  thoBe  reasons  we 
cannot  assent  to  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  MAUEICE  HEALY :  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  seems  to 
forget  the  powers  which  the  Government 
will  have  of  ordering  persons  to  stand 
by  whose  motives  they  have  reason  to 
suspect.  I  think  it  will  be  altogether 
impossible,  under  such  circumstances,  to 
place  12  men  in  the  box  who  would 
agree  to  acquit  a  prisoner.  Such  an 
apprehension  is  altogether  preposterous, 
and  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man must  have  a  very  low  opinion  indeed 
of  the  intelligence  of  this  Committee, 
or  he  would  not  venture  to  make  sudi  a 
suggestion.  I  quite  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that  an 
abortive  trial  is  a  most  unsatisfactory 
thing.  It  is  most  desirable,  when  a  man 
has  been  tried  by  a  jury,  that  the  joiy 
should  find  whether  he  is  guilty  or  inno- 
cent ;  but  we  must  not  lose  sight  of  the 
extraordinary  powers  which  are  given 
to  the  Government  by  Section  3.  Under 
these  powers,  I  cannot  see  that  there  is 
the  slightest  danger  of  such  a  mishap 
as  an  abortive  trial  occurring.  Unfor- 
tunately, however,  notwithstanding  the 
low  estimate  which  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  seems  to  have  of  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  Assembly  he  was  address- 
ing, the  Government  are  sufficiently 
powerful  to  pass  their  Bill  by  the  use  of 
the  closure. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOE  (Tipperary,  8.)  : 
AU  that  is  asked  in  this  Amendment  ii 
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that  a  trial  shall  have  taken  place  in  the 
district  where  an  offence  has  been  com- 
mitted, before  the  venue  can  be  changed 
to  any  other  part  of  the  country.  It  has 
already  been  pointed  out  what  was 
done  in  the  case  of  the  Mayo  conspiracy. 
In  that  case  a  trial  took  place  where 
the  offence  was  committed,  and,  that 
trial  having  proved  abortive,  the  venue 
was  changed  to  Oork.  The  result  was 
a  second  disagreement,  but  the  prisoners 
were  put  upon  their  trial  again,  and, 
having  to  go  to  Mayo  in  order  to  bring 
up  their  relatives  and  witnesses,  they 
certainly  had  not  a  fair  chance  of  obtain- 
ing an  acquittal.  It  is  quite  evident 
from  the  non-acceptance  of  the  Amend- 
ment that  the  Government  have  no 
desire  to  procure  even  an  appearance  of 
justice.  Such  provisions  as  these  must 
destroy  all  confidence  on  the  part  of  the 
people  in  the  administration  of  the  law. 
If  the  Government  really  desire  to  make 
progress  with  their  Bill,  they  would 
show  a  disposition  to  accept  reasonable 
Amendments  of  this  kind.  But  it 
appears  to  me  that  they  have  no  desire 
even  to  observe  the  slightest  semblance 
of  j  ustice. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Mb.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) :  In 
reference  to  the  Amendment  No.  16  on 
the  Paper,  standing  in  my  name,  the 
object  of  which  is  to  extend  the  jurisdic- 
tion to  any  division  of  the  High  Court, 
I  do  not  propose,  at  this  stage,  to  move 
it,  because  I  think  the  matter  may  be 
more  adequately  dealt  with  on  the  11th 
clause,  which  defines  the  mode  of  pro- 
cedure for  offences  against  the  Bill.  Nor 
do  I  intend  to  move  the  Amendment  No. 
18,  which  gives  a  discretionary  power 
to  the  High  Court,  because  I  think  that 
that  Amendment  is  covered  by  No.  19 
which  stands  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  late 
Attorney  General  for  England. 

SiE  CHAELE8  RUSSELL  (Hackney, 
8.) :  My  Amendment  proposes  to  leave 
out  all  the  words  of  the  first  sub-section 
from  the  word  '*  Ireland,"  in  line  25. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  There  is  an 
Amendment  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Donegal  (Mr.  Mac 
Neill)  which  will  come  before  that. 

Mr.  mac  neill  (Donegal,  S.) :  I 
propose  to  move,  in  page  3,  line  24,  an 
Amendment  to  provide  that  the  appli- 
cation for  the  change  of  venue  shall  be 


made  in  open  Court.  I  think  that  it  is 
necessary  to  provide  that  such  an  appli- 
cation should  not  be  made  in  Chambers, 
but  that  it  should  be  made  in  public,  so 
that  the  nature  of  the  application  would 
be  quite  open  and  clearly  understood. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
line  24,  after  the  word  **  application," 
to  insert  the  words  ''  in  open  Court." 
— (ilfr.  Mao  Neill) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  Government  feel  bound 
to  oppose  the  Amendment,  which  would 
introauce  an  entirely  new  practice  in 
these  cases.  It  is  our  intention  to  follow 
the  usual  course  of  practice. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL :  All  I  desire  is 
that  the  public  should  be  able  to  judge  of 
the  propriety  of  the  application  as  well 
as  the  Attorney  General. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
This  opens  an  entirely  new  question. 
Does  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man say  that  he  is  to  go  in  private  to  a 
Judge  of  the  High  Court,  and  perhaps, 
sitting  over  a  glass  of  punch,  apply  for 
an  order,  and  that  the  public  are  to 
have  no  information  about  it  ?  We  know 
that  at  present  barristers  are  able  to  go 
to  the  Judges  privately  in  regard  to 
some  of  the  matters  concerning  the  pro- 
cedure of  the  Court ;  but  it  is  a  mon- 
strous proposition  to  provide  that  a 
serious  application  of  this  nature  in 
questions  affecting  the  lives  and  liberties 
of  the  Irish  people  should  be  made  pri- 
vately, even  to  a  Vacation  Judge. 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  do  not  suppose  it 
is  at  all  likely  that  an  application  would 
be  made  to  a  Judge  over  a  glass  of 
punch ;  but  what  I  say  is,  that  a  Motion 
of  this  kind  may  be  made  with  per- 
fect propriety  if  it  is  made  in  accord- 
ance with  the  ordinary  practice  of  the 
Court,  and  the  Government,  therefore, 
cannot  consent  to  alter  the  clause. 

Mb.  mac  neill  :  We  ought  to  be 
able  to  judge  of  the  propriety  of  the 
application  as  well  as  the  Attorney 
General.  The  words  "The  High  Court" 
do  not  mean  the  High  Court  of  Justice 
sitting  with  all  the  dignity  of  Judges 
on  the  Bench;  but  it  means  a  single 
Judge  sitting  in  his  own  chambers,  in 
his  own  study,  and  acting  at  any  time  of 
the  day  or  night.    Under  such  circom* 
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staDces,  is  the  Attomej  G-eneral  or  his 
representative  to  be  at  liberty  to  walk 
ia  and  obtain  an  order  by  simply  saying 
— **  See,  Judge ;  give  me  this  order." 
Sach  a  provision  means  a  total  absence 
of  any  public  investigation  in  reference 
to  the  application,  and  there  is  a  possi- 
bility that  an  order  may  be  given  for  a 
change  of  venue,  which  would  not  have 
been  granted  if  there  had  been  notice 
given  to  the  public.  If  a  Motion  were 
made  in  open  Court  it  would  also  pre- 
vent an  appeal  to  the  High  Court  to 
discharge  or  vary  the  order.  I  fail  to 
see  why  the  proceedings  under  this 
Coercion  Bill  should  not  be  fair  and 
above-board,  and  the  Irish  Members  are 
determined  to  do  their  best  to  prevent 
anything  being  done  in  a  surreptitious 
or  underhand  manner.  The  Attorney 
General  knows  perfectly  well  that  this 
is  to  be  a  secret  application.  The  defi- 
nition of  the  expression  '*  The  High 
Court "  is  simply  that  it  is  to  mean  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland,  and  I 
ch&Uenge  the  Attorney  General  to  tell 
the  Committee  what  the  real  object  of 
this  provision  is. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  (Hack- 
n^Jf  S.) :  I  have  now  to  move  in  page  3, 
line  25,  to  leave  out  after  the  word 
"Ireland,"  the  following  words  :— 

^'And  upon  his  certificate  that  he  believes 
that  a  more  fair  and  impartial  trial  can  be  had 
at  a  Court  of  Assize  in  some  county  to  be  named 
in  the  certificate,  shall  make  an  order  as  of 
course  that  the  trial  shall  be  bad  at  a  Court  of 
Assize  in  the  county  named  in  the  certificate. 

"  The  defendant  or  any  defendants,  if  more 
than  one,  may  in  the  prescribed  manner  and 
within  the  prescribed  time  apply  to  the  High 
Court  to  discharge  or  vary  any  such  order  for 
the  removal  of  a  trial,  upon  the  ground  that 
the  trial  can  be  more  fairly  and  impartially 
had  in  a  county  other  than  the  county  named 
in  the  order  of  removal,  and  thereupon  the  High 
Court  may  order  that  the  trial  shall  be  had  in 
that  county  in  which  it  shall  appear  that  the 
trial  can  be  most  fairly  and  impartially  had." 

If  the  Committee  consent  to  the  omis- 
sion of  those  words,  I  propose  to  sub- 
stitute words  to  provide  that  the  High 
Court,  on  application  by  or  on  behalf  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 

"  Or  of  the  defendant,  may  for  good  cause 
order  that  the  trial  shall  bo  had  in  some  other 
county  or  b6rough." 

Now,  the  Government,  in  framing  the 
Bill,  have  obviously  thought  that  this 
question  of  the  change  of  venue  may  be 

Mr.  Mae  Neill 


one  of  very  g^eat  consequence,  and  I  am 
quite  prepared  to  admit  that  if  it  is  of 
great  consequence  in  the  interests  of  the 
Crown,  which  interests  are  supposed  to 
be  and  ought  to  be  the  interests  of  the 
public,  it  is  equally  a  matter  of  great 
interest  to  the  accused.     It  is   a  veiy 
serious  matter  that,   without  any  safe- 
guard or  protection,  a  man  charged  with 
an  offence,  not  according  to  the  ordinary 
Criminal  Law  and  the  administration  of 
the  ordinary  Criminal  Law,    shall  be 
deprived  of   the  venue   in  which  the 
offence  has  been  committed,   and  that 
his  trial  shall  be  removed  to  an  entirely 
different  place  altogether,   away  from 
his  friends,  and  where  it  may  be  difficult 
for  him  to  procure  evidence  which  may 
be  of  the  greatest  possible  importance 
to  him.   The  Government,  in  the  way  in 
which  they   have   framed   the    clause, 
show  that  they  consider  the  matter  to 
be  one    of    consequence;    but    as  the 
clause  stands  the  question  is  to  be  de- 
cided on  the  mere  ipse  dixit  and  at  the 
will  of  the  Attorney  General  in  the  first 
instance.   All  that  the  Attorney  General 
has  to  do  is  to  instruct  some  counsel  or 
solicitor  on  his  behalf  jto  make  an  appli- 
cation to  the  High  Court,  and  on  his 
certificate  that  he  believes  a  more  fair 
and  impartial  trial  can  be  had  in  some 
other  place  than  that  in  which  it  would 
in   the  ordinary    course    be    had,    the 
learned  Judge  before  whom  the  appli- 
cation  is  made   is,    according    to    the 
clause  as  it  stands,  entirely  deprived  of 
any  judicial  discretion  whatever  in  the 
matter.      By  this  clause  the  Judge  is 
bound  to  make   the  order  on    an  ap< 
plication     being     made    to    him,    and 
on    the    production    of    the    certificate 
of  the  Attorney  General  that  he  thinks 
it  right  a  change  of  venue  should  take 
place.     Now,  I  say  that  this  is  an  un- 
becoming course  of  proceeding  with  re- 
gard to  the  Judge  himself.     I  know  it 
may  be  said  that  there  is  a  right  of  ap- 
peal given  by  the  next  part  of  the  clause. 
The  next  part  of  the  clause  says  that 
after  an  order  of  the  Judge  has  been 
made  upon  an  ex  parte,  or  it  may  be  upon 
a  secret  application,  and  under  circum- 
stances which  may  prevent  any  informa- 
tion being  given  to  the  Judge  upon  which 
he  might  be  able  to  exercise  his  judg- 
ment, the  defendant  against  whom  the 
order  has  already  been  made  shall  have 
conceded  to  him  the  right  within  a  pre- 
scribed time,  and  in  a  preaoribed  ouuuieri 


1449 


Criminal  Law 


(June  9,  1887  (    Amendment  {^eland)  BiU.      1450 


to  apply  to  the  Court  to  vary  the  order. 
Now,    I    want   to    know    what   is   to 
be   eaid   against   the   proposition  con- 
tained in  my  Amendment,  which  is  the 
natural,  the  simple,  the  straightforward, 
and  the  just  principle  to  be  adopted  in 
such  a  matter — namely,  that  the  original 
application  shall  be  made  by  the  Attor- 
ney General,  or  by  the  defendant,  in 
open   Oourt,    and   that   thereupon    the 
Court  may,  for  good  reason,  order  that 
the  trial  shall   be  had  in   some  other 
county  or  borough.     What  can  be  the 
object  of   resisting    so   reasonable    an 
Amendment?    If  the  right  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  the  Chief  Secretary  has  no  desire 
to  prejudge  the  question  in  accordance 
with  any  suggestion  which   may  have 
been  made  to  him,  I  would  ask  him,  in 
fairness  and  in  reason,  what  is  to  be  said 
against  that  proposition  ?    If  the  Attor- 
ney General  desires  to  change  the  venue, 
let  him  make  an  application  ; .  but  let  it 
be  made  in  open  Court  on  due  notice, 
and  let  him  satisfy  the  Court  that  he  has 
good  grounds  for  making  it.     In  that 
case,  no  doubt,  it  would  be  granted ;  but 
if  he  is  unable  to  show  good  grounds, 
why  should  he  have  his  order  upon  an 
ex  parte  statement,  without  the  persons 
accused  having  an  opportunity  of  show- 
ing cause  against  it  ?     Of  course,  if  the 
Government  intend  to  offer  a  non  pos- 
8umu8  to  every  Amendment   proposed, 
whether  that  Amendment  is  reasonable 
or  unreasonable,  or  in  the  direction  of 
justice  or  not,  it  would  save  a  good  deal 
of  time  if  they  would  say  so  at  once. 
Personally,  I  repudiate  altogether  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  means  to  convey  any 
such  desire,  and  if  not,  then  I  claim  that 
no  answer  whatever  can  be  made  to  this 
Amendment.     I  know  that  a  great  many 
things  have  been  stated  inside  this  House, 
and  still  more  outside,  in  regard  to  the 
obstruction  of  this  Bill ;  but  I  am  certain 
that  there  has  not  been  a  single  Amend- 
ment  advanced   from    this    Bench  for 
which  the  strongest  reasons  have  not 
been  adduced.   For  my  own  part,  I  have 
not  voted  for  one,  nor  spoken  on  behalf 
of  one,  which  I  did  not  consider  to  be  of 
a  substantial  and  bond  fide  character.  If 
they  do  not  wish  to  have  the  whole  force 
of  public  opinion  directed  against  this 
wretched  measure  the  Government  ought 
to  evince  some  desire  to  maintain,  at 
least,  an  appearance  of  fairness,  and  to 
consider  favourably  proper  and  reason- 
able Amendments. 


Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  3,  line  25,  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  the  word  *'  Ireland,'*  to  the  end  of  line  37, 
and  insert  the  words,  *'or  of  the  defendant, 
may  for  good  cause  order  that  the  trial  shall 
bo  had  in  some  other  county  or  borough,*'— 
(5ir  Charles  Htusell,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
'  and  upon  his  certificate  that  a  '  stand 
part  of  the  Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
has  called  upon  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
answer  the  appeal  which  has  been  made 
to  him ;  but  as  there  are  technicalities 
which  are  connected  with  the  matter 
which  it  is  desirable  to  explain  my  right 
hon.  Friend  has  asked  me  to  reply.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  has  spoken 
under  the  idea  that  some  suggestion  has 
been  made  that  the  Amendments  moved 
from  the  Front  Bench  opposite  have 
been  of  an  obstructive  character.  Now, 
Sir,  we  are  far  from  entertaining  any 
feeling  of  that  kind,  and,  so  far  as  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  himself  is 
concerned,  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
Amendments  which  he  has  moved  have 
been  of  a  reasonable  character,  and  have 
been  Amendments  which,  beyond  all 
doubt,  require  discussion.  Indeed,  I  have 
all  along  admitted  not  only  the  reason- 
able character  of  the  Amendments  from 
the  Front  Bench,  but  also  that  many  of 
those  which  have  been  proposed  in  other 
quarters  have  been  reasonable.  The 
present  Amendment  moved  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  unquestionably 
raises  a  subject  which  it  is  desirable  to 
have  discussed  and  decided  by  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and,  therefore,  as  briefly  and 
as  clearly  as  I  can,  I  will  explain  the 
reasons  which  have  induced  the  Govern- 
ment to  ask  for  a  change  of  venue  in  the 
terms  of  this  clause.  I  admit  that  if  the 
object  of  the  clause  were  simply  to  make 
a  change  in  the  machinery  for  bringing 
about  the  change  venue — if  that  were 
the  only  object  of  it,  the  Amendment 
would  not  only  be  a  reasonable,  but  a 
fair  and  proper  one.  In  other  words, 
if  it  were  simply  intended  to  introduce 
into  Ireland  the  machinery  which  exists 
in  England  imder  Palmer's  Act,  the  mode 
suggested  by  the  Amendment  might  be 
fittingly  adopted — namely,  that  either 
the  prosecutor  or  the  defendant,  in  open 
Court,  should  make  an  application  for  a 
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change  of  venue,  and  tHat  at  the  end  of 
the  discussion  the  Judge  should  give  his 
decision.  But  we  have  proceeded  all 
along  on  the  basis  that  in  certain  parts 
of  Ireland  exceptional  circumstances 
have  arisen,  and  it  is  not  proposed  now 
to  amend  the  machinery  of  the  law,  but 
to  amend  the  law  itself.  When  we 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  circum- 
stances of  Ireland  require  that  the 
Crown  should  have  the  means  of  chang- 
ing the  venue,  we  looked  about  for  the 
means  by  which  that  amendment  of  the 
law  should  be  carried  out,  and  we  found 
that  the  circumstances  bore  a  consider- 
able analogy  to  those  under  which  the 
Crimes  Act  of  1882  was  passed.  In 
that  case  tho  Legislature,  having  regard 
to  the  circumstances,  have  laid  down 
certain  provisions  of  the  law,  and  we 
have  a  right  to  consider  that  what  they 
did  was,  at  all  events,  primd  facie  reason- 
able, although  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  strongly  opposed  to  the  action  then 
taken.  What  was  done  in  that  case  was 
to  provide  that  the  Attorney  General,  by 
a  mere  certificate,  without  certifying  any 
facts,  should  have  power  to  apply  for  a 
change  of  venue,  and  should  get  an 
order  of  the  Court  sanctioning  such 
change  of  venue.  In  other  words,  there 
was  a  final  thing  done  on  the  mere 
certificate  of  the  Attorney  General.  The 
Attorney  General  was  to  give  a  certificate 
that  a  change  of  venue  was  required,  and 
thereupon  the  order  of  the  Court  was  to 
be  made.  On  full  consideration  of 
the  subject  we  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  was  not  desirable  to  follow  pre- 
cisely and  exactly  the  precedent  of  the 
Act  of  1882,  but  that  the  powers  con- 
ferred by  that  measure  should  be 
amended  in  the  interests  of  the  ac- 
cused persons  themselves.  What  is  the 
process  which  at  the  present  time  we 
say  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  ?  We  say 
that,  in  the  first  place,  a  certificate 
shall  be  applied  for  by  the  Attorney 
General  stating  that  he  believes  a  more 
fair  and  impartial  trial  can  be  had  at  a 
Court  of  Assizes  in  some  county  to  be 
named  in  the  certificate.  I  know  it  will 
be  stated  that  a  certificate  is  a  matter  of 
form ;  but  I  do  not  believe  that  such  a 
certificate  will  be  a  matter  of  form  at 
all.  It  is  alleged  that  the  action  of  the 
Attorney  General  will  be  governed  by 
the  Executive,  and  that  he  will  not  be 
guided  by  his  own  conscience  and  views 
of  right  in  directing  a  change  of  venue. 

Mr.  Solmu 


I  will  only  say  that  no  application  will 
be  made  for  a  certificate  without  a  most 
careful  consideration,  and  after  taking 
into  account  what  the  Attorney  General 
ought  to  certify,  and  whether  a  fair  and 
impartial  trial  can  be  had  in  another 
county.    Not    only  must    the    circum- 
stances be  such  as  to  raise  a  doubt  whe- 
ther a  trial  in  the  county  where  the 
offence  was  committed  would  be  fair 
and  impartial,  but  also  whether  there  is 
another  place  where,  beyond  all  doubt, 
the  case  could  be  tried  more  fairly  and 
impartially.     If    the    allegations    con- 
tained in  the  certificate  are  right,  it  will 
be  only  reasonable  and  proper  that  the 
venue  should  be  changed.     As  to  the 
argument  that    the   Attorney   General 
would  be  governed  by  the   Executive, 
and  that  he  would  not  exercise  his  own 
conscientious  judgment  in  the  matter, 
let  me  ask  what  earthly  motive  the  At- 
torney General  can  have  for  certifying 
what  he  has  no  reason    to    believe- 
namely,   that  good  ground   exists  for 
changing  the  place   of  trial  where  in 
reality  there  is  no  such  ground?    Per- 
sonally, the  Attorney  General,  who  bears 
the  character  of  prosecutor  in  Ireland, 
can  have  nothing  whatever  to  g^ain.   Al- 
though the  circumstances  of  the  ease 
may  be  attended  with  a  considerable 
amount  of  difficulty,  it  cannot  be  asserted 
that  any  person  who  may  occupy  the 
position  of  Law  Officer  of  the  Crown 
will  have  any  motive  to  attempt  to  do 
anything  unfair  in  regard  to  a  change 
of  venue.     However    impartially  and 
conscientiously  an    Irish    Law   Officer 
acts,  he  is  always  subjected  to  the  most 
violent  attacks ;  and,  therefore,  he  has 
every  reason  to  induce  him   to  avoid 
doing  anything  unfair.    If  the  Attorney 
General  ever  has  any  temptation  at  all, 
it  is  to  do  less  than  his  duty  rather  than 
more.     He  knows  that  he  may  incur 
odium  for  doing  less  than  his  duty ;  but 
he  has  no  temptation  whatever  to  do 
more.     And  let  me  tell  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  that,  so  far  as  the  Executive 
are  concerned,    the    Attorney  Generel 
will  be  altogether  free  from  their  con- 
trol or  influence.     He  may  be  mistaken 
in  the  judgment  at  which  he  arrives; 
but  what  he  will  do  will  be  done  upon 
his  own  account,  and  he  cannot  be  made 
responsible  by  any  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment   for    the    way  in  which   he 
exercises  his  judgment.    That  being  so, 
and  the  venue  having  been  changed  by 
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the  order  of  the  High  Oourt,  it  is  then 
provided  by  this  section  that — 

'*If  the  accused  has  reason  to  believe  that 
the  trial  could  be  more  fairly  and  impartially 
had  in  a  county  other  than  the  county  named 
in  the  order  of  removal  he  may,  in  the  prescribed 
manner  and  within  the  prescribed  time,  apply 
to  the  High  Court  to  discharge  or  vary  such 
order;  and  thereupon  the  High  Court  may 
order  that  the  trial  shall  bo  had  in  that  county 
in  which  it  shall  appear  that  the  trial  can  be 
most  fairly  and  impartially  had." 

That  is  the  machinery  we  are  providing 
in  this  clause.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  asks — **  Why  do  not 
you  go  to  the  Court  in  the  way  in  which 
it  is  now  approached  and  make  a  direct 
motion  in  open  Court  that  the  venue 
be  changed'?''  In  that  case,  he  says, 
it  is  not  likely  that  the  Judge 
would  direct  a  change  of  venue  without 
good  cause.  He  would  require  sub- 
stantial evidence  of  a  convincing  cha- 
racter, which  could  only  be  given  by  a 
long  series  of  facts,  to  show  that  it  was 
impossible  or  improbable  that  a  fair  trial 
could  be  had  without  a  change  of  venue. 
The  circumstances  of  the  case  may  be 
perfectly  clear  to  the  Crown  and  to  per- 
sons outside  the  Court ;  but  it  would  be 
difficult  to  prove  them  in  the  way  the  law 
requires  in  a  Court  of  Justice.  Such 
evidence,  I  maintain,  would  not  be 
forthcoming  in  a  disturbed  district.  The 
same  causes  which  would  render  a  change 
of  venue  desirable  would  operate  in  pre- 
venting the  Crown  from  obtaining  that 
evidence,  and,  as  a  necessary  consequence, 
the  Court  would  refuse  to  make  an  order. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  application  could 
only  be  based  on  general  hearsay.  It 
would  be  obviously  impossible  to  give 
facts  to  show  that  the  jurors  of  a  par- 
ticular county  were  not  likely  to  do  jus- 
tice, and  under  those  circumstances  the 
Court  would  be  practically  coerced  into 
refusing  the  application.  It  is  perfectly 
well  known  that  there  are  certain  coun- 
ties in  Ireland  in  which  difficulty  exists, 
and  in  which  jurors  refuse  to  do  their 
duty  when  a  certain  class  of  criminals  is 
brought  before  them.  But  how  could 
that  fact  be  proved  in  the  way  in  which 
a  Court  of  Justice  would  require  it  to 
be  proved?  Information  has  been  re- 
ceived again  and  again  that  jurors 
have  been  intimidated ;  but  it  is  impos- 
sible to  get  together  such  evidence  as 
would  enable  a  Court,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, to  grant  a  change  of  venue. 
In  point  of  fact,  the  same  reasons  which 


exist  in  a  county  in  regard  to  preventing 
jurors  from  doing  their  duty  would  pre- 
vent the  Crown  from  obtaining  evidence 
to  satisfy  the  Court  that  a  change  of 
venue  was  necessary.  Therefore,  if  it 
is  desirable  to  have  a  change  of  venue  at 
all  we  must  alter  the  mode  of  procedure. 
Let  me  point  out  that  up  to  the  present 
moment  the  Crown  has  never,  except  in 
one  or  two  instances,  succeeded  in  getting 
the  venue  changed.  But  although  that 
difficulty  exists  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown,  I  do  not  think  any  difficulty 
exists  in  any  part  of  Ireland  which 
would  prevent  an  accused  person  from 
showing  that  a  change  of  venue  would 
be  an  injury  to  him.  I  think  that  that 
can  be  clearly  and  easily  shown.  He 
would  be  surrounded  by  a  number  of 
persons  whose  sympathies  would  be  with 
him,  and  who  would  be  willing  to  come 
forward  and  state  any  fact  which  would 
clearly  show  that  a  change  of  venue 
would  be  an  injury  to  him,  and  they 
could  show  it  in  the  form  of  an  affidavit 
in  a  way  to  satisfy  the  Court  that  to 
make  an  order  for  a  change  of  venue 
would  be  injurious  to  the  interests  of 
the  defendant.  As  the  clause  now  stands, 
if  the  defendant  applies  to  the  Court  to 
vary  or  discharge  the  order  for  the  re- 
moval of  the  trial,  the  onus  will  not  be 
placed  upon  the  Crown  of  showing  that 
it  is  impossible  to  get  a  fair  and  impar- 
tial trial ;  but  the  accused  person,  whose 
case  might  be  prejudiced  by  a  change  of 
venue,  will  never  experience  any  difficulty 
in  obtaining  evidence  to  show  that  the 
change  would  be  injurious  to  his  inte- 
rests. As  to  the  right  of  appeal  against 
the  certificate  of  the  Attorney  General 
for  a  change  of  venue,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  says  there  is  no 
analogy  for  a  provision  of  this  nature. 
There  is,  however,  an  analogy  in  a  well- 
known  class  of  cases  —  namely,  civil 
actions,  which  often  involve  issues  quite 
as  important  as  may  be  involved  in 
some  of  the  offences  under  this  mea- 
sure. In  civil  actions  the  plaintiff  selects 
his  o.wn  venue ;  but  the  defendant  is 
entitled  to  have  it  changed  on  show- 
ing that  it  is  expedient  to  do  so  in 
the  interests  of  justice.  Therefore, 
there  is  an  analogy  for  this  mode 
of  procedure  in  what  takes  place  in 
reference  to  a  large  class  of  cases  that 
are  now  tried  by  a  jury.  I  may  add  that 
experience  shows  that  when  a  defendant 
applies  for  a  change  of  venue  on  the 
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^ounJ  that  passion  or  prejudice  may 
bo  excited  aprainst  him  in  a  particular 
locality  the  Crown  has  always  granted 
the  application,  except  where  there  was 
reason  to  believe  that  it  was  made 
merely  for  vexatious  purposes.  I  have 
pointed  out  that  at  present  there  cannot 
be  any  effective  change  of  venue  except 
by  means  of  such  machinery  as  this,  and 
we  must  choose  between  the  machinery 
of  the  Act  of  1 882  and  that  which  is  now 
suggested.  Our  proposal  is  to  alter  the 
machinery  of  the  Act  of  1882  in  a  man- 
ner favourable  to  the  accused.  We  allow 
an  appeal  to  the  defendant.  The  Go- 
vernment have  most  carefully  considered 
the  matter — not  only  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary,  but  the  other 
Members  of  the  Government — and  for 
these  reasons  I  trust  that  the  Committee 
will  not  accept  the  Amendment  which 
has  been  moved  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend. 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  fowler  (Wol- 
verhampton, E.):  I  am  not  going  to 
discuss  the  precedent  of  the  Act  of  1882, 
for  I  altogether  repudiate  any  argument 
based  on  that  Act.  I  repudiated  them 
yesterday,  and  I  will  not  waste  the  time 
of  the  Committee  by  repudiating  them 
again.  At  the  same  time,  I  frankly 
admit  to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  the  present  clause  is  a 
great  improvement  on  the  Act  of  1882. 
The  Act  of  ]882  simply  places  it  in  the 
power  of  the  Attorney  General  to  obtain 
a  change  of  venue  without  giving  the 
defendant  the  power  of  appeal,  whereas 
the  present  proposal  confers  that  power. 
I  should  like  to  follow  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  through 
his  argument,  because  it  seems  to  me 
that  it  leads  to  a  contrary  conclusion  to 
that  which  he  has  arrived  at,  and  on  his 
own  bases  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  late  Attorney 
General  is  perfectly  justified.  The 
position  of  the  matter  is  this.  The 
defendant,  as  a  matter  of  right,  is 
entitled  to  be  tried  in  the  county  where 
the  ofEence  has  been  committed.  The 
analogy  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  has  given  as  to  a 
change  of  venue  in  a  civil  cause  does 
not  apply.  Any  right  which  the  de- 
fendant in  a  civil  action  may  have 
must  depend  upon  the  general  law. 
That  has  no  relation  to  the  rights  which 
prisoner  or  prosecutors  may  have  in 
criminal  trials.      I  presume   that    the 
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right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  will  not  dispute  the  fact  that 
at  present  any  prisoner  charged  with  a 
criminal  offence  is  entitled  to  have  the 
place  of  trial  in  his  own  coanty. 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  quite  admit  that ; 
but  by  the  Common  Law  in  civil  actiooB 
the  defendant  had  the  same  right. 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  FOWLEB:  The 
allegation  is  that,  in  certain  counties  in 
Ireland,  it  is  impossible  to  obtain  a  fair 
trial;  and,  therefore,  the  Oovemment 
ask  to  have  the  venue  changed  in  order 
that  justice  may  be  done.  For  the 
sake  of  argument,  let  me  assume  that 
to  be  the  case,  and  that  there  is 
a  necessity  for  a  change  of  venae. 
Does  that  justify  the  present  clause? 
The  Government  have  been  fond  of  as- 
serting that  the  law  of  Ireland  ought  to 
be  the  same  as  that  in  this  country. 
Now,  some  30  years  ago,  owing  to  its 
being  found  impossible  to  obtain  a  fair 
trial  in  the  case  of  a  celebrated  murder 
in  the  county  of  Stafford,  Lord  Camp- 
bell introduced  a  Bill  into  Parliament  to 
enable,  under  such  circumstances,  the 
place  of  trial  to  be  changed ;  but  that 
Act  placed  the  power  of  gpranting  such 
change  of  venue  in  the  hands  of  an  im- 
partial tribunal.  Lord  Campbell  did  not 
vest  in  the  prosecutor,  or  in  the  prisoner, 
a  right  to  determine  where  the  case  was 
to  be  tried ;  but  he  vested  the  authority 
in  the  hands  of  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench.  Now,  the  enacting  a  pro- 
cedure which  deprives  a  man  of  his 
right  to  be  tried  under  the  Common 
Law  in  the  place  where  the  alleged 
crime  was  committed  is  a  very  serious 
step;  and,  therefore,  in  the  case  I 
refer  to,  the  Legislature  determined 
that  it  should  not  be  vested  in  either 
of  the  parties  to  the  case,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  that  it  was  a  judicial  decision, 
to  be  arrived  at  by  a  properly  quali- 
fied judicial  tribunal.  I  will  not  argue 
the  question  whether  a  fair  trial  can  or 
cannot  be  had  in  Ireland.  I  am  assuming 
the  premisses  of  the  Government,  and 
that  a  case  has  arisen  in  which  a  change 
of  venue  should  take  place;  but  my 
point  is  that  an  independent  tribunal 
— namely,  the  High  Court  of  Justice- 
should  decide  whether  it  should  take 
place  or  not.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  says  that  there  might 
be  great  inconvenience  and  great  delay ; 
but  he  cut  the  ground  from  under  his 
feet  when  he  said  that  under  this  very 


1457 


Criminal  Law  {Juhb  9,  1687}     Amendment  {Ireland)  BiU.    1456 


clause  the  defendant  will  have  a  right  of 
appeal,  because  the  granting  of  an  ap- 
peal would  give  rise  to  much  gp'eater 
delay.  I  do  not  charge  the  Government 
with  any  intention  to  act  unjustly  in  the 
matter.  They  say — **  What  we  propose 
is  that  the  Attorney  General  shall  have 
the  right  to  change  the  venue  on  his  own 
certificate,  he  being  one  of  the  parties  in 
the  case."  I  impute  no  motive  to  the 
Attorney  General ;  but  it  is  certainly  his 
duty  to  obtain  a  conviction  if  he  can,  and 
the  Government — and  I  think  nobody 
will  see  it  more  clearly  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  himself— must  have  been  struck 
with  this  injustice  which  has  prevailed 
in  previous  legislation.  They  evidently 
recognize  the  unfairness  of  leaving  the 
matter  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  At- 
torney General,  because  they  now  pro- 
pose that  the  defendant,  in  a  prescribed 
time  and  in  a  prescribed  manner,  may 
apply  to  the  Court  to  confirm  or  set 
aside  the  order  for  the  change  of 
venue.  In  other  words,  the  Court  must 
make  a  formal  order  for  a  change  of 
venue ;  but  on  an  appeal  against  such 
formal  order  the  question  may  be  fully 
argued.  It  will  be  said  that  by  this 
means  the  Government  arrive  at  the 
same  terminus  by  a  different  train.  No 
doubt  that  is  so ;  but  they  throw  the 
onus  upon  the  prisoner  of  proving  that 
the  venue  ought  not  to  be  changed, 
whereas  the  onus  should  rest  upon  the 
prosecutor,  seeing  that  the  Government 
are  attempting  to  deprive  a  man  of  his 
legal  right  of  having  it  proved  that  the 
venue  ought  to  be  changed.  There  is  an- 
other reason ;  and  that  is  the  matter  of 
costs.  You  throw  upon  a  poor  defendant 
the  costs  of  an  expensive  legal  appeal ; 
whereas,  in  the  other  case,  the  wealthy 
prosecutor — liamely,  the  Crown — would 
have  to  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Court  that  there  was  a  necessity  for  a 
change  of  venue.  In  fact,  in  many 
cases  of  this  kind,  it  might  not 
be  necessary  for  the  defendant  to  ap- 
pear at  all ;  because  I  take  it  that  the 
High  Court  in  Ireland  would  not  con- 
sent to  make  an  order,  even  upon  the 
ex  parte  application  of  the  Attorney 
General,  if  it  was  not  satisfied  with  the 
evidence  brought  forward  in  the  case. 
In  such  case  the  cost  of  the  application 
would  be  thrown  upon  the  Crown  in- 
stead of  being  placed  upon  the  man  who 
is  defending  his  rights.    I  would  put  it 


to  the  Government  whether,  if  they  are 
anxious  to  get  on  with  the  Bill,  it  is  not 
desirable  that  they  should  accept  the 
Amendment,  which  would  certainly 
sweep  away  a  large  portion  of  the 
clause?  Nor  is  there  anything  in  it 
except  in  regard  to  the  mode  of  pro- 
cedure, for  we  both  arrive  at  the  same 
end.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  admits  that  it  is  not 
enough  to  make  the  order,  but  he  says 
that  the  order  must  be,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, put  as  a  matter  of  course.  We 
say — "I)o  not  make  it  a  matter  of  course, 
but  let  the  Attorney  General  go  to  the 
Court  with  his  evidence  to  show  that  a 
fair  trial  cannot  otherwise  be  obtained." 
We  might,  then,  be  content  to  allow  the 
rest  of  the  clause  to  go ;  and,  therefore, 
not  only  in  the  interest  of  justice,  but 
to  save  the  time  of  the  Committee  in 
discussing  the  Bill,  I  trust  the  Govern- 
ment will  accept  the  Amendment.  I  do 
not  think  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  will  be  inclined  to 
meet  all  the  Amendments  with'  a  non 
possumus.  He  has  not  done  so  hitherto, 
but  he  has  accepted  several  Amend- 
ments which  I  have  had  the  honour  to 
propose.  I  certainly  do  not  look  at  the 
question  from  the  standpoint  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He  thinks 
that  there  should  be  a  Bill ;  I  think  that 
there  should  be  none  at  all ;  but  if  there 
is  to  be  a  Bill,  it  is  not  desirable  to  make 
it  unnecessarily  harsh.  Therefore,  I 
ask  the  Government  to  accept  this 
Amendment  as  an  improvement  in  the 
law,  as  he  proposes  to  amend  it,  and  as 
an  analogy  to  the  law  which  prevails  in 
this  country  in  precisely  similar  circum* 
stances.    . 

The  chief  SECRETARY  foe  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoue)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  The  Government  would 
only  be  too  glad,  if  they  could,  to  accept 
the  Amendment,  and,  indeed,  any  course 
proposed  to  the  Committee  so  temperately 
as  that  which  has  just  been  proposed  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite.  But  there  is  the  greatest 
practical  difficulty  in  the  way  of  the 
Government  in  accepting  it,  and  they 
feel  themselves  precluded  from  doing  so, 
because  they  not  only  see  very  grave 
objections  to  such  a  course,  but  having 
regard  to  the  effective  character  of  the 
clause,  and  on  that  ground  alone,  they 
feel  compelled  to  refuse  the  appeal  which 
has  been  made  to  them.    I  do  not  pro- 
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>ose  to  speak  at  any  length  upon  a  sub- 
,  ect  which  has  been  so  ablj  dealt  with 
)y  my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes) ;  but  there  are  one  or  two 
points  upon  which  I  think  I  may  say  a 
few  words.  The  hon.  and  learned  G-en- 
tleman  who  moved  the  Amendment  (Sir 
Charles  Russell)  referred  to  the  hard- 
ship on  the  prisoner  of  removing  him 
and  all  his  witnesses  to  another  part  of 
the  country  on  account  of  the  expense  ; 
but  so  far  as  the  witnesses  are  concerned, 
and  that  is  really  the  material  part,  hon. 
Members  must  be  aware  that  we  have 
made  provision  in  the  Bill  of  such  a 
nature  that  the  prisoner  will  not  suffer 
in  that  matter,  seeing  that  the  costs  of 
the  witnesses  will  be  defrayed  by  the 
State.  The  right  hon.  O^ntleman  who 
has  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
said  that  by  the  clause  as  it  stands  the 
onus  of  disproof  is  thrown  upon  the 
defendant ;  that  by  so  doing  he  will 
be  involved  in  costs  which  ought  to  be 
borne  by  the  Grown,  and  that  we  are 
compelling  a  poor  peasant  to  undergo 
great  expenditure  in  order  to  defend 
himself.  But  let  me  point  out  that  if 
that  objection  is  valid  at  all,  it  is  equally 
valid  against  the  clause  as  it  would 
stand  if  the  Amendment  were  carried. 
If  the  clause  were  amended,  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  proposes  to 
amend  it,  the  course  of  procedure  would 
be  this.  The  Attorney  General  would 
move  for  a  change  of  venue.  That  pro- 
posal would  be  resisted  by  the  prisoner, 
and  the  cost  of  resisting  it  would  have 
to  be  borne  by  the  defendant  in  exactly 
the  same  manner. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  No ;  not  at  aU. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  If  the  appli- 
cation  were  not  resisted  by  the  defendant, 
it  would  be  because  the  change  of  venue 
was  right. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Not  at  aU. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Will  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  allow  me  to  con- 
tinue my  observations  ?  What  I  main- 
tain is  that  the  two  cases  lie  exactly  on 
all  fours,  and  that  in  each  every  element 
of  hardship  is  got  rid  of.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  pointed  out  that 
under  Palmer's  Act  the  exact  machinery 
he  wishes  to  introduce  in  this  Bill  is 
actually  in  force,  and  that  the  Court  is  re- 
quired to  pronounce  upon  the  merits  of 
uie  case.  But  is  there  no  distinction  to 
be  drawn  between   what  happens  in 
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England  and  what  happens  in  Ireland  ? 
In  England,  if  it  is  found  that  a  change 
of  venue  is  necessary,  it  arises  from 
special  circumstances  relating^  to  the 
crime,  or  to  the  persons  charged  with 
the  commission  of  the  crime.  Therefore, 
it  is  required  that  such  circumstances 
should  be  proved  in  Court,  and  conse- 
quently the  rules  of  evidence  must  apply, 
and  it  is  competent  for  the  tribunal  to 
give  a  sound  and  accurate  opinion.  Bat 
that  is  not  the  case  when,  to  use  an 
Irishism,  we  are  dealing  with  an  abstract 
condition  which  is  not  the  moral  condi- 
tion of  the  whole  of  the  country.  That 
is  a  matter  which  a  Court  of  Law  bound 
by  the  strict  rules  of  evidence  is  not  com- 
petent to  decide,  and  experience  has  uni* 
versally  shown  that,  whatever  may  be  the 
opinion  of  Judges  and  competent  per- 
sons, you  have  never  been  able  to  obtain 
a  change  of  venue,  or  been  able  to  show 
that  the  condition  of  a  particular  county 
was  such  that  a  fair  and  impartial  triid 
could  not  be  obtained.  It  cannot  be 
seriously  maintained  that  the  failure  of 
the  change  of  the  venue  under  the  exist- 
ing law  is  due  solely  to  the  fact  that 
every  observer  of  events  outside  the 
Court  turned  out  to  be  mistaken.  The 
real  reason,  as  has  been  ably  pointed  out 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  for  the  proposal  we 
make  is  that  the  Court  will  be  precluded 
from  taking  that  kind  of  view  of  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case  which  every  prac- 
tical man  would  take  who  is  not  bound 
by  the  rules  of  evidence,  but  would  be 
guided  by  a  common-sense  view  of  the 
facts  of  the  case.  Therefore,  if  we  look 
at  the  question  from  a  practical  point  of 
view — if  we  know  that  a  fair  and  impar- 
tial trial  by  jury  is  impossible  unless 
there  is  a  change  of  venue,  I  apprehend 
that  we  must  take  the  machinery  we 
suggest,  unless  we  are  to  fall  back  upon 
the  worse  and  more  partial  machinezy 
which  was  agreed  to  by  the  House  in 
1882.  The  system  which  we  now  sug- 
gest has  been  tried  in  a  harsher  form 
than  we  now  propose,  and  no  substantial 
injustice  has  ever  been  suffered. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  That  is  a  mon- 
strous statement. 

Me.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Therefore, 
seeing  that  it  will  be  possible  in  every 
case  to  make  an  appeal  and  require  legal 
evidence  to  be  given  that  a  change  of 
venue  is  necessary,  and  that  when  the 
principle  of  change  of  venue  was  tried 
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in  a  harsher  form  than  we  now  suggest 
no  inconvenience  resulted,  the  Govern- 
ment  are  of  opinion  that  no  object  is  to 
be  gained  by  assenting  to  the  Amend- 
ment, and,  therefore,  they  must  oppose 
it. 

Mb.  BRADLATTGH  (Northampton) : 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gendeman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  went 
much  further  than  the  clause  of  the  Bill. 
The  clause  in  the  Bill  anticipates  an  ap- 
plication to  the  High  Court ;  it  does  not, 
I  presume,  mean  that  the  application  to 
the  High  Court  should  be  a  farce.  Would 
it  not  be  more  easy  to  enact  that  the  At- 
torney General  by  his  own  fiat  should 
fix  the  venue  wherever  he  pleases  ?  It 
would  then  have  been  easy  to  add  that 
the  defendant  might  then  go  to  the  High 
Court  and  apply  to  have  the  venue  fixed 
elsewhere  for  reasons  stated,  because  it 
is  the  presumption,  under  the  clause, 
that  the  High  Court  would  really  hear 
the  application  and  will  do  something 
upon  it.  But  when  I  listened  to  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  I  found  that  nothing 
of  that  kind  was  intended ;  and  I  also 
found  that  it  was  intended  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  for  reasons 
known  only  to  himself,  should  certify 
that  a  trial  in  a  particular  case  should 
only  be  had  in  the  place  he  chooses  to 
name,  and  therefore  there  is  no  necessity 
for  the  interference  of  the  Court.  The 
fact  that  a  change  of  venue  has  been 
ordered  by  the  Court  would  arouse  a 
prej  udice  against  the  man  who  is  required 
to  apply  to  the  Court  by  way  6f  appeal 
to  vary  or  discharge  the  order  already 
made.  I  can  understand  the  argument 
of  the  Government,  if  they  mean  that 
the  Attorney  General  ought  to  have  the 
right  to  fix  the  venue  wherever  he  pleases. 
That  is  an  argument  which,  although  I 
might  not  have  been  disposed  to  accept 
it,  would  have  been  perfectly  clear ;  but 
here  you  go  through  the  farce  of  making 
the  High  Court  a  party  to  what  the  At- 
torney General  does  without  affording 
the  slightest  possibility  of  examination 
by  the  Court.  I  have  had  some  experi- 
ence as  to  the  change  of  venue  in  criminal 
proceedings,  although,  of  course,  I  do  not 
compare  my  knowledge  with  that  of  the 
Legal  Advisers  of  the  Crown ;  but  where 
notice  has  to  be  given  by  the  Attorney 
General  to  the  defendant  or  prisoner  of 
an  application  that  is  about  to  be  made, 
he    must  furnish  the  defendant  with 


copies  of  the  affidavits  on  which  the 
application  is  to  be  based.  It  then  rests 
with  the  defendant  to  say  whether  on 
such  affidavits  he  is  content  to  leave 
the  matter  to  the  Court,  or  whether 
he  will  answer.  But  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  says — "We  cannot  give  evi- 
dence in  support  by  affidavits."  Affi- 
davits in  reference  to  a  change  of  venue 
are  generally  made  on  information  of 
belief.  I  have  had  some  experience  of 
such  affidavits,  and  I  undertake  to  say 
that  I  never  heard  any  application  made 
to  any  Court,  except,  perhaps,  in  Ireland 
— for  I  know  very  little  of  that  country, 
and  I  am  afraid  that  peculiar  things 
are  done  there — but  certainly  I  never 
heard  any  application  made  to  any 
Court  in  England  in  which  some  of  the 
paragraphs  did  not  begin  with  the  words 
— **  I  have  been  informed  and  verily 
believe."  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  says  that 
we  ought  not  to  go  to  that  length ;  but 
that  we  ought  to  set  aside  all  the  rules 
of  evidence.  If  that  is  so,  why  not  return 
a  verdict  at  once  without  any  prosecution 
at  all  ?  Give  to  the  Courts,  which  are 
usually  governed  by  the  rules  which 
regulate  evidence  in  matters  affecting  a 
change  of  venue  in  criminal  trials,  a  very 
wide  and  liberal  discretion.  At  present 
the  Courts  hold  themselves  bound  by  the 
strict  rules  of  evidence  both  in  regard  to 
one  side  and  the  other,  and  outside  legal 
technicalities  it  cannot  be  denied  that 
the  discretion  they  enjoy  is  invariably 
exercised  fairly  and  impartially.  Then, 
if  you  are  to  have  the  High  Court  intro- 
duced into  your  clause  at  all,  give  them 
the  opportunity  of  exercising  their  dis- 
cretion in  the  first  instance.  If  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  intend  that  the  defen- 
dant should  have  any  appeal  at  all,  if 
they  had  followed  the  precedent  of  the 
Act  of  1882— a  precedent  which  I  cer- 
tainly should  have  voted  against  if  I  had 
been  permitted  at  that  time,  but,  unfor- 
tunately, my  right  to  vote  was  denied 
me— if  they  had  followed  that  precedent 
their  Bill  would  be  illogical,  because 
they  say  that  the  defendant  has  a  right  to 
be  heard,  and  the  only  thing  they  do  is  to 
put  upon  him  the  extra  cost  of  securing 
a  hearing.  He  is  without  the  affidavits 
which  ought  to  justify  the  making  out 
of  an  order,  but  he  is  put  to  the  cost  of 
preparing  affidavits  to  justify  the  Court 
in  discharging  the  order.    I  did  not 
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quite  understand  the  whole  of  the  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland.  He  said 
that  the  Government  had  been  compelled 
to  adopt  the  present  fashion  of  enact- 
ment in  consequence  of  certain  techni- 
calities which  he  said  he  would  explain. 
I  listened  for  those  technicalities  most 
attentively,  but  I  failed  to  hear  them. 
What  was  it  I  did  hear  ?  I  heard  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  allege 
that  the  Gt)vemment  found  it  impossible 
to  get  the  evidence  they  wanted.  That 
is  not  a  technicality ;  but  we  are  told 
that  because  the  Government  find  it  im- 
possible to  get  the  evidence  they  want, 
it  is  necessary  that  the  High  Court 
should  make  an  order  for  a  change  of 
Tenue  on  the  mere  certificate  of  the 
Attorney  General.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  asks  what  earthly  object 
the  Attorney  General  would  have  in  cer- 
tifying incorrectly.  Of  course,  he  per- 
sonally could  have  no  object  whatever, 
and  it  is  ridiculous  to  suppose  that  the 
mere  costs  would  be  any  inducement,  even 
to  a  pettifogging  practitioner,  to  make 
an  application  which  was  not  justified  by 
a  sense  of  justice. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Oh,  dear  no. 

Me.  BEADLAUGH  :  I  am  sorry  to 
hear  it,  but,  at  any  rate,  I  acquit  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  of 
any  such  desire  on  his  own  part.  If  the 
certificate  of  the  Attorney  General  is 
to  determine  the  change  of  venue,  do 
not  let  the  High  Court  come  in  at  all. 
Let  the  clause  run  that  the  Attorney 
General  by  his  fiat  may  name  some 
county  where  he  considers  a  fair  and 
impartial  trial  may  take  place.  I  say 
nothing  about  the  cost ;  that  is  com- 
paratively a  trifiing  matter ;  but  of  course 
if  the  defendant  is  required  to  appeal 
it  would  be  necessary  to  employ  counsel 
to  argue  legal  technicalities,  and  that 
expense  would  be  saved  if  the  Legislature 
were  to  provide  that  the  fiat  of  the 
Attorney  General  should  in  Ireland  be 
equivalent  to  an  order  granted  in 
England  upon  a  writ  of  certiorari.  As 
the  clause  now  stands  the  Government 
virtually  say  that  the  Court  is  not  to  be 
trusted  with  the  power  of  fixing  the 
place  where  the  trials  take  place,  but 
that  the  judgment  of  the  Attorney 
General  is  much  better.  That  means 
that  while  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  Attorney  General  his 
judgment  is  to  overrule  everything  else  ; 
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but  it  is  to  be  a  very  different  thing 
when  the  Attorney  General  ceases  to  be 
the  Legal  Adviser  of  the  Gt}vemnient  and 
happens  to  become  a  Judge.  The  Attorney 
General,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  is  to  be  the 
only  Judjj^e  in  the  mysterious  manner 
known  to  himself,  but  utterly  incom- 
prehensive  to  other  people  outside.  The 
Government  ought  to  submit  to  one  of 
two  things.  They  ought  either  to  say, 
*'  It  muBt  rest  with  the  Attorney  General 
where  the  case  is  to  be  tried,"  in  which 
case  he  would  issue  his  fiat  directing  the 
trial  to  be  had  in  a  particular  county,  or 
the  application  should  be  made  in  open 
Court,  and  fully  argued  before  the 
Judge  who  is  to  hear  it.  In  my  opinion, 
all  formal  side  Bar  rules  ought  to  be 
swept  away.  I  do  not  know  whether 
they  exist  in  Ireland.  [Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy:  Yes ;  they  do.]  Then  I  am  very 
sorry  to  hear  it,  and  all  I  have  to  say 
is  that  it  is  one  of  the  many  things  that 
exist  in  Ireland  which  ought  to  be 
got  rid  of.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  says  that  there  is 
only  a  sentimental  hardship  upon  a 
prisoner  in  the  course  proposed  to  be 
adopted  under  this  clause.  [Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour  :  No  ;  I  do  not  say  that.]  I 
am  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
do  me  the  justice  of  saying  that  I  have 
no  wish  to  misrepresent  him.  I  under- 
stood him  to  say  that  he  would  deal  with 
the  question  of  occasional  hardship  to  a 
prisoner,  and  I  further  understood  him 
to  contend  that  there  was  really  no 
hardship  whatever,  except  one  of  senti- 
ment. Of  course  I  may  be  wrong ;  but 
I  am  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
not  think  that  I  desire  to  fasten  upon 
him  the  use  of  a  form  of  words  which  he 
repudiates.  As  to  the  question  itself,  in 
my  view  there  is  very  serious  hardship 
inflicted  upon  the  prisoner.  It  would  be 
a  very  wicked  wish  to  wish  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  might  be  a  pri- 
soner, so  that  he  would  be  able  to  appre- 
ciate the  position ;  but  I  am  quite  certain 
that  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  found 
himself  in  that  position,  he  would  know 
that  there  was  a  great  deal  more  to  con- 
sider than  a  mere  question  of  cost  in 
regard  to  being  tried  200,  300,  or  400 
miles  away  from  the  place  in  which  he 
had  been  arrested.  The  question  is  not 
always  one  of  the  simple  cost  of  taking 
the  witnesses  where  they  are  to  be 
examined  on  the  trial ;  but  there  is  very 
frequently  the  much  higher  cost  of  the 
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pain  and  trouble  of  finding  evidence  at 
all,  and  of  procuring  witnesses  who  are 
able  to  say  what  the  facts  of  the  case 
are.  If  you  change  the  venue  in  the 
way  this  clause  proposes,  you  surround 
the  prisoner  with  people  with  whom  he 
has  never  been  brought  in  contact  be- 
fore, and  he  has  no  facilities  whatever 
for  producing  evidence  that  would  tell 
in  his  favoar.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
you  try  a  man  in  the  county  where  the 
alleged  offence  has  been  committed  he  is 
able  to  take  care  of  himself,  as  I  myself 
know  from  experience.  I  have  been 
subjected  to  prosecution;  but,  fortu- 
nately, I  have  always  been  able  to  take 
care  of  myself.  But  an  ignorant  peasant, 
a  vicious  man,  if  you  will,  with  no  know- 
ledge of  legal  technicalities  or  the  Law 
of  Evidence,  will,  undoubtedly,  under  the 
provisions  of  this  clause,  be  placed  in 
a  position  of  very  considerable  diffi- 
culty. 

Mk.  FOREEST  FULTON  (West 
Ham,  N.) :  I  must  say  that  when  I  first 
saw  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir 
Charles  Bussell)  my  inclination  was  to 
support  it ;  but  on  further  consideration, 
and  especially  after  hearing  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  Q-eneral  for  Ireland,  I 
have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  there 
is  one  important  fact  which  has  been 
lost  sight  of  which  has  decided  me  to 
vote  against  it.  If  we  were  discussing 
an  abstract  question  as  to  what  the 
course  is  which  we  ought  to  pursue,  I 
should  say  that  we  ought  to  follow  the 
practice  laid  down  in  Palmer's  Act,  and 
that  there  should  be  a  direct  applica- 
tion to  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  either 
by  the  Crown  or  the  prisoner.  But  I 
cannot  forget  that  this  clause  is  intro- 
duced under  special  circumstances,  and 
that  it  if^  to  have  no  effect  whatever  ex- 
cept in  a  district  which  has  been  already 
proclaimed,  and  proclaimed,  let  it  be 
bornei  n  mind,  by  the  Executive  autho- 
rity directly  responsible  for  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  [Laughiir  from  the 
Irish  Members,']  I  am  perfectly  well 
aware  that  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
regard  an  assertion  of  that  kind  as 
perfectly  ridiculous;  but,  nevertheless, 
the  fact  remains  that  we  are  now  con- 
sidering a  Bill  which  presumes,  at  any 
rate,  that  there  are  districts  in  Ireland 
80  disturbed  in  their  character  that  it  is 
necessary  to  proolfum  them;  and  when 


once  you  arrive  at  the  fact  that  these 
powers  are  not  to  apply  at  all  except  to 
a  district  already  proclaimed  I  think  you 
will  get  rid  of  a  good  deal  of  difficulty. 
Under  such  circumstances,  allow  me  to 
call  attention  to  the  words  of  the  Amend- 
ment, which  propose  to  give  the  defen- 
dant the  power  to  move  to  have  the  trial 
fixed  outside  the  proclaimed  district. 
The  idea  of  supposing  for  a  moment 
that  any  person  charged  with  an  offence, 
and  that  offence  of  an  agrarian  cha- 
racter, would  ever  desire  to  move  the 
trial  out  of  a  proclaimed  district  is 
simply  absurd.  No  doubt,  it  does  ap- 
pear hard,  at  first  sight,  that  the  onus 
of  proof  should  be  upon  the  defendant, 
and  that  the  defendant  should  be  called 
upon  to  apply  to  the  High  Court  to  get 
the  original  order  rescinded.  But  it 
must  be  recollected  that  in  principle  this 
is  exactly  the  course  which  is  pursued 
under  Palmer's  Act,  and  that  whatever 
expense  is  entailed  in  consequence  is 
thrown  upon  the  defendant.  An  order 
for  a  change  of  venue  having  been 
made,  it  is  for  the  defendant  to  show 
that  that  change  of  venue  will  be  un- 
fair to  him ;  and  in  that  case  he  is 
required  to  appear  personally  or  by 
counsel  to  argue  the  question,  and  in 
such  a  case  exactly  the  same  costs  are 
thrown  upon  the  defendant  as  he  would 
be  compelled  to  incur  if  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  South  Hackney  were  adopted. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  proposal  now 
made  by  the  Government  is  a  very  con- 
siderable improvement  upon  the  practice 
laid  down  in  the  Act  of  1882  ;  and,  per- 
sonally, I  am  of  opinion  that  if  the 
High  Court  decides  that  a  particular  case 
ought  not  to  be  tried  in  a  proclaimed  dis- 
trict the  Court  would  never  think  of  re- 
moving the  trial  from  the  most  Southern 
extremity  to  the  most  Northern.  It  cer- 
tainly appears  to  me  that  no  hardship 
will  be  involved  in  the  case  of  the  de- 
fendant having  to  instruct  counsel  to 
resist  the  application  of  the  Attorney 
General ;  and,  having  regard  to  the  fact 
that  before  an  application  of  this  kind 
can  be  listened  to  at  all  the  district 
must  have  been  proclaimed,  I  think 
there  is  no  reason  to  fear  that  the  judg- 
ment of  the  Court  would  not  be  in 
favour  of  directing  that  the  trial  shall  take 

Elace  in  a  locality  where  the  trials  shall 
e  fair  and  impartial.  For  these  reasons 
I  cannot  support  the  Amendment. 
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Mb.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  (Denbigh- 
ehire,  E.) :  The  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  sat  down  has  given  one 
of  the  most  extraordinary  reasons  I  ever 
heard  for  supporting  the  provision  con- 
tained in  this  clause.  He  says  that  he 
had  intended  to  support  the  Amendment, 
but  that  he  declines  now  to  do  so  because 
the  provision  is  only  to  apply  in  a  pro- 
claimed district  Now,  wno  is  to  decide 
what  is  to  be  a  proclaimed  district  ?  It 
is  to  be  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  or,  in 
other  words,  Dublin  Castle.  As  for  my- 
self, I  entirely  repudiate  the  precedent 
of  1882.  We  are  none  of  us  infallible — 
not  even  the  youngest  of  us — and  we  all 
know  that  a  good  many  things  have  hap- 
pened since  1 882.  Surely  if  the  argument 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  who 
spoke  last,  or  the  argument  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  applies  at  all,  it  will  apply  just 
as  strongly  against  the  clause  as  it  at  pre- 
sent stands.  We  lawyers  know  what  the 
legal  costs  are  of  resisting  a  legal  appli- 
cation of  this  kind,  and  we  know  also 
what  the  costs  are  of  making  a  counter 
application.  There  is,  however,  another 
consideration  which  ought  not  to  be  lost 
sight  of;  and  that  is  that  costs  may,  under 
this  particular  clause,  be  entailed  in  re- 
gard to  an  application  which  ought  to 
hare  been  ^together  unnecessary : 
whereas  if  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  (Sir  Charles  Russell) 
is  adopted,  it  will  not  be  necessary  for 
the  defendant  to  appear  at  all,  and  there- 
fore he  need  not  incur  any  costs  whatever. 
I  should  like  to  know  whether  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  really  knows 
what  an  order  under  this  clause  would  cost 
the  defendant  ?  Does  he  know  what  the 
cost  is  of  a  simple  appearance  in  the  case 
of  an  order  which  is  regarded  as  a  matter 
of  course  ?  The  only  argument  urged 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General,  and  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary, 
seems  to  me  to  be  the  strongest  possible 
argument  in  favour  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  Amendment.  They 
both  contend  that  it  is  improper  to  ob- 
tain legal  evidence  in  favour  of  a  change 
of  venue  in  cases  contemplated  by  the 
clause;  but  that  the  application  must 
be  based  upon  moral  evidence.  Now, 
what  I  contend  is,  that  if  it  is  impossible 
to  obtain  legal  evidence  in  support  of  the 
application,  that  is  the  strongest  argu- 


ment that  can  be  urged  in  favotir  of  the 
Amendment.  If  the  Amendment  is  not 
accepted,  I  am  really  disposed  to  think 
that  the  best  plan  would  be  to  take 
the  course  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  and  in 
trials  which  come  under  this  clause  to 
take  the  verdict  first  and  hear  the  evi- 
dence afterwards. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  I  am 
glad  to  find  that  there  is  at  least  one 
hon.  Member  who  sits  on  the  Tory 
Benches  opposite  who,  on  the  first  view 
of  this  clause,  would  have  been  disposed 
to  vote  against  those  who  may  be  called 
the  professional  advisers  of  this  Bill.  I 
regret  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Forrest  Fulton)  has  seen  fit 
to  change  the  opinion  he  originally 
entertained,  and  I  lament  that  he 
should  now  restrict  his  purview  of  this 
clause  to  cases  in  which  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant and  the  Privy  Council  of  Ireland 
shall  have  proclaimed  a  district.  It  is 
quite  evident  to  my  mind  that  the  pro- 
clamation of  a  district  can  have  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  circumstances 
of  the  case.  So  far  as  depriving  a  pri- 
soner of  his  riffht  to  a  fair  trial  is  con- 
cerned, especiiuly  where  an  allegation  is 
made  that  an  unfair  trial  is  likely  to 
take  place,  if  hon.  Members  will  look  at 
the  provisions  of  this  Bill  they  will  see 
that  it  is  altogether  within  the  discretion 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  declare  whe- 
ther a  district  is  to  be  proclaimed  or 
not ;  and,  so  far  as  the  costs  are  con- 
cerned, if  a  defendant  makes  an  appeal 
he  is  only  to  be  allowed  costs  after  all 
the  expenses  have  been  incurred.  What 
is  to  be  the  position  of  a  man  who  has 
been  brought  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  for  resisting  the  payment  of  a  rent 
of  £4  or  £5  a-year  ?  How  can  a  man  in 
such  a  position  incur  the  cost  of  bring- 
ing up  the  witnesses  who  would  be 
necessary  to  support  his  case.  There- 
fore this  provision  would  be  an  absolute 
nullity.  How  is  it  possible  that  he 
should  incur  the  cost  of  taking  wit- 
nesses from  Donegal  to  Cork?  The 
clause  says  that — 

'^  It  is  expedient  to  amend  the  law  relatinif 
to  the  place  of  trial  of  oflfences  committed  in 
Ireland,  for  Becuring  more  fair  and  impartial 
trials,  and  for  relieving  jurors  from  danger  to 
their  lives,  property,  and  business," 

and  the  Attorney  General  emphasised 
the  fact  that  this  provision  is  only  to 
be  carried  out  because  suoh  dangers 
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now  exist.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  went  on  to  say  that,  so  far 
as  he  is  personally  concerned,  he  has 
always  acted  in  an  independent  ca- 
pacity. So  far  as  his  independence  is 
concerned,  I  know  nothing  whatever  of 
it ;  that  is  a  matter  for  his  own  inner 
conscience ;  and  it  is  not  one  of  which 
the  House  of  Commons  can  judge  in  any 
shape.  He  told  us  that  personally  he 
was  prepared  to  exercise  these  powers 
with  the  greatest  impartiality ;  but,  un- 
fortunately, we  know  how  such  powers 
have  been  exercised  in  other  instances. 
There  have  been  three  examples  very 
recently.  What  occurred  in  the  trial  at 
Sligo  ?  The  people  declared  that  the  jury 
panel  was  packed,  and  when  a  public 
meeting  was  held  to  protest  against  the 
steps  which  had  been  carried  out  in  re- 
ference to  the  trial,  the  Mayor  of  Sligo, 
standing  on  the  steps  of  the  Town  Hall, 
was  attacked. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  is  entering  into  mat- 
ters which  have  no  real  relation  to  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  am  sorry  if  I  have 
transgressed ;  but  I  was  really  anxious 
to  show  what,  under  this  provision,  the 
Attorney  General  might  be  able  to  do. 
Let  me  call  attention  to  a  case  of  a  pro- 
secution that  occurred  in  Cork  under  the 
Dynamite  Act,  when  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral availed  himself  of  his  right  to  chal- 
lenge 20  of  the  jury,  whereas  the  pri- 
soners could  only  challenge  six.  What 
was  the  course  pursued  by  the  Crown  in 
that  particular  case  ?  The  Government 
left  out  the  word  ** felony"  in  the  in- 
dictment in  order  that  they  might  reduce 
the  number  of  challenges  allowed  to  the 
prisoners  to  six ;  and  in  so  doing  they 
committed,  wilfully  and  maliciously,  an 
act  which  the  lowest  and  meanest  mind 
would  not  commit.  I  challenge  the  At- 
torney General  to  rise  in  his  place  and 
state  whether  that  was  not  the  fact. 

Mb.  HOLMES:  I  cannot  say  what  was 
done  in  that  particular  case,  because  I 
had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the  em- 
pannelling  of  the  jury;  but  I  am  informed 
by  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
that  there  was  a  technical  mistake  in 
omitting  from  the  indictment  the  word 
**  feloniously."  Moreover,  that  techni- 
cal flaw  resulted  in  the  fact  that  the  in- 
dictment was  quashed. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Yes ;  upon  an 
application  by  the  prisoner. 


Mr.  chance  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  only  involved 
himself  in  further  difficulty.  The  charge 
was  a  most  serious  one,  and,  in  the 
end,  it  was  shown  that  the  Crown 
had  indicted  a  man  for  an  offence 
which  was  a  statutory  felony;  but  the 
omission  of  the  word  ''felony"  was  so 
fatal  an  error  that  the  indictment  was 
quashed.  I  leave  English  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  that  side  of  the  House  to  judge 
whether  by  these  tactics  the  position  of 
the  Crown,  as  Public  Prosecutor,  was  not 
disgracefully  abused.  I  am  further  re- 
minded that  in  the  case  to  which  I  am 
calling  attention  the  prisoner  was  en- 
titled to  a  copy  of  tne  affidavits,  but 
it  was  not  until  he  stood  in  the  dock 
that  he  even  heard  the  indictment 
against  him  read.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  seems  to  have  a 
somewhat  short  memory ;  but  there  was 
another  case  in  which  his  Colleagpie  who 
is  now  sitting  beside  him  (Mr.  Gibson) 
acted  for  him — namely,  the  trial  of  my 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Dillon),  for  having 
put  forward  the  Plan  of  Campaign.  In 
that  case  the  venue  was  changed  to 
Dublin,  in  the  belief  that  the  Crown 
would  be  readily  able  to  secure  12  sub- 
servient jurymen,  and  in  his  burning 
solicitude  for  a  fair  trial  the  Crown 
Prosecutor  directed  no  less  than  28 
jurors — respectable  citizens  of  Dublin — 
to  stand  aside,  while  he  allowed  to  the 
defendant  the  right  of  challenging  six 
only.  We  all  know  how  these  powers 
are  exercised,  and  the  groaa  abuse  of 
them  is  one  of  the  reasons  which  induce 
me  to  support  the  Amendment.  We  are 
now  told  that  it  will  be  sufficient  to 
justify  the  Court  in  assenting  to  a  change 
of  venue  that  there  should  be  a  statement 
made  upon  evidence,  which  may  simply 
amount  to  general  hearsay.  The  At- 
torney General  seems  to  forget — ^his 
memory,  I  am  afraid,  is  very  short — 
that  not  long  ago  one  of  his  own 
nominees,  in  a  case  in  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  was 
concerned,  made  statements  which 
were  subsequently  shown  to  be  alto- 
gether destitute  of  foundation.  So 
also,  in  applications  under  this  clause 
for  a  change  of  venue,  the  statement 
that  the  Crown  may  have  a  difficulty  in 
securing  a  fair  and  impartial  trial  may 
be  the  most  misleading  assertion  that 
can  be  imagined.  Nor  must  it  be  for- 
gotten that  the  Crown  has  enormous 
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funds  at  its  disposal.  Indeed,  it  is  no- 
torious that  in  connection  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  the  Crown  spends 
upwards  of  £300,000  a-year  more  in 
Ireland  than  is  spent  in  England  ac- 
cording to  the  same  extent  of  popula- 
tion. Not  only  is  that  the  case,  but  the 
Irish  Executive  utilizes  the  Secret  Ser- 
Tioe  Fund  for  the  commission  of  crime 
and  outrage  in  Ireland,  instead  of  check- 
ing it.  Who  are  the  persons  who  will  be 
prosecuted  under  this  measure  ?  Priso- 
ners whose  only  crime  will  be  that  they 
have  defended  their  miserable  cabins ; 
that  they  have  protected  their  aged  and 
infirm  parents  from  the  brutality  of  the 
police,  and  defended  their  wives  and 
daughters  from  outrage — prisoners  who 
have  no  resources  whatever,  but  against 
whom  the  whole  power  and  majesty  of 
the  law  will  be  arrayed.  Heference  has 
been  made  to  civil  actions,  but  in  such 
oases  you  do  not  find  the  intervention  of 
the  Crown,  the  action  being  one  that  is 
simply  between  the  parties.  Further 
than  that,  when  the  venue  is  changed, 
the  defendant  has  the  same  number  of 
challenges  as  the  prosecutor,  and  is  not 
placed  at  the  disadvantage  of  knowing 
that  the  Grown  can  select  12  men  to  try 
the  case  from  whom  a  conviction  is 
almost  a  matter  of  certainty.  I  am 
sorry  that  there  are  Members  of  this 
Committee  who  are  prepared  to  justify 
the  action  of  the  Irish  Executive.  I 
trust  that  there  are  Members  of  the  Tory 
Party  who  will  examine  the  matter  for 
themselves,  and  will  hesitate  before  they 
consent  to  give  a  blind  and  silent  vote. 
Let  me  say  one  word  as  to  the  difficulty 
of  placing  evidence  before  the  Court. 
Under  a  Tory  Code,  settled  by  a  Tory 
Commission,  appointed  by  a  Tory  Go- 
vernment in  1879,  provision  was  made 
which  placed  the  defendant  and  the 
prosecutor  on  a  footing  of  equality 
whenever  an  application  for  a  change  of 
venue  might  be  made.  It  cannot  be 
pretended  that  in  1 879  Ireland  was  less 
disturbed  than  it  is  now,  and  if  the  diffi- 
culties which  existed  in  1879  were  not 
insupportable  I  do  not  see  why  they 
should  be  insupportable  now. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) : 
I  am  glad  to  find  that  it  is  conceded  by 
hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  that  this  is  an  important  issue. 
It  was  quite  an  agreeable  change  to  hear 
an  hon.  and  learned  Member  on  the 

Mr.  Chance 


other  side  of  the  House  express  his 
views  upon  the  matter  instead  of  those 
Law  Officers  of  Ireland  of  whom  we  had 
become  absolutely  tired,  and  there  has 
been  not  only  a  uniformity  of  argument, 
but  an  absolute  imformity  in  reg^ard  to 
the  persons  who  have  reason  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  express  it.  So  far 
as  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  is 
concerned,  his  achievements  to-day  sur- 
pass anything  he  has  hitherto  attempted, 
and  he  has  quite  outshone  himself.  HiB 
statement  was  that  under  Palmer's  Act, 
whenever  an  application  has  been  made 
for  a  change  of  venue,  the  Court  has 
always  refused  the  application,  the  real 
fact  being  that  it  has  always  been  im- 
possible to  give  a  satisfactory  reason  for 
a  change  of  venue  whenever  an  applica- 
tion of  the  Grown  has  been  seriously 
challenged.  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  is  to  be  a  party  with  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  proclaiming  a  district,  and 
the  moment  a  district  is  proclaimed  you 
say  that  he  is  to  have  a  right  to  say  that 
there  shall  be  a  change  of  venue.  I  am 
glad  to  find  that  the  proposal  is  one 
which  in  the  abstract  is  resisted  even  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  West 
Ham  (Mr.  Fulton),  and  I  am  sure  that 
the  arguments  upon  which  it  is  based 
by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  are  alto- 
gether unsound. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
My  hon.  Friend  says  that  he  is  tired  of 
hearing  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown. 
I  cannot  say  that  I  share  in  that  feeling, 
for  there  is  one  Irish  Law  Officer  whom 
we  have  not  yet  had  an  opportunity  of 
hearing  at  all — ^the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland.  I  think  it  is  an  insult  to  the 
Irish  Members  that  that  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  should  have  been  required 
to  remain  silent  on  the  Tory  Benches, 
while  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
who  knows  absolutely  nothing  about  the 
Bill,  should  be  put  up  time  atter  time  to 
give  legal  information  to  the  House. 
So  far  as  the  question  of  costs  is  con- 
cerned, I  am  afraid  that  whoever  drafted 
the  Bill  has  kept  in  a  provision  by  which 
what  may  be  called  a  species  of  fat  is  to 
be  provided  for  outside  members  of  the 
Irish  Bar,  who  are  to  act  as  devils  to  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  and  re- 
ceive odd  briefs.  Beference  has  been 
made  to  the  fact  that  a  provision  of  this 
kind  was  contained  in  the  Act  of  1882 ; 
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but  it  has  not  been  stated  that  that  pro- 
TiBion  was  passed  at  a  moment  when  the 
Irish  Members  had  been  kicked  out  of 
the  House.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  was 
agreed  to  when  the  Irish  Members  had 
been  suspended,  and  with  all  its  imper- 
fections undiscussed  and  undebated,  and 
without  one  single  Irish  Member  having 
had  an  opportunity  of  saying   a  word 
upon  it.     If  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury carries   his  own   Motion   for   the 
closure^  the  same  farce  will  be  enacted 
again,  and  any  provision  the  Govern- 
ment like  to  insist  upon  will  be  carried 
without  debate  and  without  discussion. 
If  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddiugton  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
were  here,  I  would  ask  him  whether,  in 
his  present  zeal  for  economy,  he  thinks 
it  right  that  Irish  barristers  should  be 
enabled  to  pocket  substantial  fees  simply 
for  going  into  Court  and  making  motions 
which  must  be  carried  as  a  matter  of 
course?    In  this  Jubilee  Year  of  Her 
Majesty,    are    you    going    to    be    so 
princely  in  regard  to  fees  and  pickings 
for  Irish  counsel  that,  as  a  matter  of 
course,    you   will  give   them  a  fee  of 
two  guineas  where  one  would  suffice? 
No  doubt  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land occupies  a  position  which  requires 
a  lot  of  keeping  up,  but  it  must^be  borne 
in   mind   that  this  is  an    expenditure 
which  does  not  go  into  his  pocket,  but 
into  the  pocket  of  outside  and  inferior 
men,  who  deserve  no  consideration  what- 
ever.    Unless  the  House  wishes  to  add 
something  to  the  already  bloated  pockets 
of  the  Irish  Law  Officers,  I  do  not  see 
why  it  should  not  be  sufficient  to  declare 
that  the  fiat  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  should  be  sufficient,  and  that  the 
order  for  a  change  of  venue  should  be 
made  as  a  matter  of  course.  It  must  not 
be  forgotten  that  in  many  cases  these 
crumbs  which  may  fall  from  the  table 
of  Dives  will  only  &nd  their  way  into  the 
pockets  of  the  Lazaruses  who  act  as  the 
jackals  of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, a  class  of  animals  for  whom  no- 
body has  an  overwhelming  amount  of 
respect.    I,  therefore,  trust  that  the  Go- 
vernment will  see  their  way  to  omit  this 
part  of  the  Bill,  and  that  they  will  pro- 
vide that  the  simple  fiat  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  shall  be  sufficient  to 
justify  a  change  of  venue. 

Me.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) :  As 
far  as  I  can  undertand  the  object  of  the 
clause,  it  is  to  procure  a  fair  and  impar- 

VOL.  COOXV.    [thikd  skbies.] 


tial  trial ;  but  so  far  as  the  impartiality 
is  concerned,  everything  is  to  be  left  to 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  and 
all  the  facts  of  the  case,  instead  of  being 
left  to  both  sides,  are  to  be  left  to  one 
side  only.     It  seems  to  be  a  sufficient 
answer  to  any  proposition  made  by  the 
Government  to  say  that  it  is  to  be  carried 
out  by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
and  n6  one  is  to  question  the  angelic 
character  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  at  any  rate  until  he  happens  to 
leave  the  Government,  when,  of  course,  he 
will  be  replaced  by  some  other  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  will  be  en- 
titled to  the  same  angelic  description.  For 
the  purpose  of  explaining  my  view  of  the 
matter,  let  me  assume  a  case.     The  Go- 
vernment think  it  proper  to  prosecute 
me  for  some  offence  and  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  undertakes  the  pro- 
secution in  the  ordinary  way.     Now  I 
presume  that  when  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral of  Ireland  goes  into  Court,  he  forgets 
altogether  that  he  is  a  Member  of  the 
Government,  ^nd  he  has  no  regard  for 
that  fact  either  in  the  course  of  the  trial 
itself,  or  in  preparing  for  it.    In  that 
case,  he  will  simply  occupy  the  position 
of  counsel  and  will  do  his  best  for  his 
clients,  and  the  first  thing  he  desires  to 
do  is  to  secure  an  impartial  trial.    It 
may  be  the  view  of  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  that  an  impartial  trial 
can  only  be  had  in  the  County  of  Down, 
but  that  may  not  be  the  view  of  the  late 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  who  may 
have  been    retained.     Then    I  cannot 
understand  why  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  whose  relations  with  the  Go- 
vernment are  practically  at  an  end  the 
moment  he  goes  into  Court,  should  have 
rights  and  privileges  which  are  not  to  be 
enjoyed  by  the  counsel  for  the  defence. 
It  seems  to  me  that  if  any  advantage  is 
to  be  given  at  all  it  ought,  in  fairness 
and  on  principle,  to  be  given  to  the  man 
who  has  to  defend  himself  against  an 
accusation.    What  I  ask  for  in  this  case 
is,  that  the  two  counsel  engaged  in  it 
shall  have  identically  the  same  rights 
and  the  name  privileges ;  whereas  under 
the  clause  as  it  stands,  Uie  Government 
and  their  supporters  desire  to  give  in  a 
trial  before  a  Superior  Court  an  advan- 
tage to  one  counsel  only,  because  he 
happens     to     be     a    Member    of   the 
existing  Government,  to  the  disadvan- 
tage of   the  prisoner,   and  a  privilege 
which    would  not  be    given    to    any 
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counsel  if  he  did  not  happen  to  repre- 
sent the  Attorney  Genercd  for  Ireland. 
That  seems  to  me  to  be  grossly  unfair  so 
far  as  the  administration  of  justice  is 
concerned.  And  now  let  me  deal  with 
the  second  part  of  the  clause.  It  is 
quite  clear  that  in  the  majority  of  pro- 
secutions under  this  measure  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  cannot  attend 
to  them  himself,  and,  therefore,  he 
cannot  be  personally  conversant  with 
the  conditions  under  which  a  particular 
trial  may  take  place  in  any  particular 
district,  so  as  to  be  able  to  say  of  his 
own  knowledge  that  a  fair  and  impartial 
trial  cannot  be  had.  He  has,  therefore, 
to  depend  upon  the  knowledge  of  some- 
body else.  I  am  quite  prepared  to  admit 
that  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
himself  is  an  angelic  character  in  the 
highest    degree.    I    do    not    say  that 

i'ocosely,  but  I  allow  that  he  is  a  fair, 
Lonourable,  and  upright  man.  It  is 
clear,  however,  that  he  can  know 
nothing  personally  of  the  conditions 
under  which  a  trial  can  be  instituted. 
Then,  on  whom  does  he  rely?  He  is 
bound  to  rely  upon  the  Crown  Prose- 
cutor ;  and  the  Crown  Prosecutors,  like 
other  bodies  of  men,  may  be  good,  bad, 
or  indifferent.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  for 
Bome  years  a  Crown  Prosecutor  who 
had  more  to  do  with  political  trials  than 
anybody  else  was  Mr.  Geore^e  Bolton. 
I  simply  mention  the  name  of  that  gen- 
tleman, because  it  is  so  well  known  to 
the  House,  and  the  course  taken  by  him 
in  reference!  to  the  administration  of 
justice  in  Ireland  is  well  known.  Well, 
if  this  Bill  is  passed,  as  I  have  no  doubt 
it  will  be,  Mr.  George  Bolton  is  a  man 
who  will  give  the  information  to  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  upon 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman is  to  issue  his  certificate,  and 
make  his  declaraction  that  a  fair  and 
impartial  trial  cannot  be  had.  There 
are  other  George  Boltons  in  Ireland, 
for  the  Crown  Prosecutor,  as  a  rule,  is 
attached  to  Dublin  Castle,  and  he  is 
bound  to  have  a  bias  in  favour  of  one 
particular  side,  and  a  very  strong  bias 
too.  Now,  I  say  distinctly  that  if  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  is  to 
obtain  his  information  from  gentlemen 
like  Mr.  Bolton,  whose  bias  is  notorious, 
and  who  is  still,  I  believe,  one  of  the 
Crown  Prosecutors  in  Ireland,  although 
he  has  been  condemned  by  every  Go- 
vernment who  has  been  in  Office  for  the 


last  five  years,  although  he  is  a  gentle- 
man who  has  peen  proved  up  to  the  hilt 
to  have  indulged  in  improper  practices, 
although  it  is  notorious  that  he  has  been 
a  dishonest  Crown  Prosecutor — and  be- 
cause he  was  a  dishonest  Crown  Prose- 
cutor the  Government  removed  him  from 
a  portion  of  his  duties — nevertheless,  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  will  not 
deny  that,  under  this  Bill,  he  may  have 
to  rely  upon  statements  made  by  a 
gentleman  of  that  character,  in  order 
to  justify  him  in  issuing  a  certificate 
that  a  fair  and  impartial  trial  cannot  be 
had  in  a  particular  locality.  As  a  mat- 
ter of  fact,  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  is  bound  to  fall  back  upon  the 
Crown  Prosecutor ;  and  here  we  have  a 
case  in  which  a  Crown  Prosecutor  has 
been  proved,  both  by  the  late  and  the 
present  Government,  to  be  dishonest. 
Yet  it  is  upon  the  information  supplied 
by  a  Gentleman  of  that  character  that 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  is  to 
have  the  privilege  of  removing  a  trial 
to  whatever  part  of  Ireland  he  may  think 
proper.  Viewing  it  as  a  matter  of  jus- 
tice and  principle,  how  can  any  hon. 
Member  in  this  House  defend  the  claim 
which  is  made  by  the  Government,  that 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  acting 
under  the  conditions  I  have  described, 
is  entitled  to  have  this  privilege,  while 
a  similar  privilege  is  to  be  denied  to  the 
late  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  no 
matter  how  good  the  case  he  may  be 
able  to  bring  forward,  and  however 
clearly  he  could  establish  that  a  trial  in 
a  particular  district  would  not  be  a  fair 
and  impartial  trial  so  far  as  his  client  is 
concerned  ?  I  was  somewhat  surprised 
to  hear  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  West  Ham  (Mr.  Fulton)  say  that  at 
one  time  he  felt  disposed  to  vote  for  the 
Amendment,  because  one  does  not  ex- 
pect an  hon.  Member  on  that  side  of  the 
House  to  vote  for  any  Amendment, 
good,  bad,  or  indifferent,  proposed  from 
this  side.  But  when  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  rose  to  explain  his 
views,  what  was  the  defence  he  made 
for  his  altered  action  ?  He  told  us  that 
if  this  clause  were  to  be  applied  to  the 
whole  of  Ireland  he  would  vote  for  the 
Amendment.  His  only  excuse  for  re- 
fusing to  take  that  course,  beyond  the 
angelic  character  of  the  Attorney  GFe- 
neral  for  Ireland,  is  the  fact  that  it  va 
only  to  be  applied  to  a  part  of  Ire- 
land. 
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Mb.  F0ERE8T  FULTON :  I  bog  the  Tsb    ATTORNEY   GENERAL   wb 

hoa.  and  learned  Q en tieman's  pai^on  ;  IRELAND  (Mr.  Holuzs)  (Dublin  Uni- 

wliat  I   said  was,  that  this    power  of  veraitj) :  It  eeems  to  me,  and  I  think 

changing  the  venue  is  only  to  be  exer-  no  one  will  deny  the  propoaition,  that  in 

oiaed  in  the  case  of  a  proclaimed  diatriot.  the  interest  of  the  public,  the   Crown, 

Mh.  MOLLOY  :   Quite  bo  ;  but  that  and  anyone  who  ia  anxious  to  see  jus- 

doea  not  alter  the  case  one  iota.     If  it  tice  fairly  and  impartially  administered, 

isunjuat  and  wrong  to  apply  this  prin-  every  trial  ahould  take  place  where  the 

dple  tothewholeof  Ireland,  it  is  equally  most  fair  and  impartial  trial  can  be  had. 

unjuat   and  wrong  to  apply  it  to  part.  The  Government  are  of  opinion  that  a 

It  cannot  be  denied  that,  even  in  regard  trial  can  be  more  fair  and  impartial  in 

to    the  proclamation   of  a  district,  the  one  place  than  in  another,  and  that,  in 

Lord  Lieutenant  ia  to  act  largely,  if  not  my  opinion,  ia   a  good   ground  for  re- 

eotirely,  upon  the  advice  of  the  Attorney  moving  a  trial.      Aasuming  that  we  all 

General  for  Ireland,  and  if  the  Attorney  desire    that    triala    ahould    take  place 

General  for  Ireland,  for  purpoaea  of  hie  under  the  most  fair  and  iinpatttal  oir- 

own,  chooaas  to  proclaim  a   particular  cumstanoea,  it  ia  perfectly  sufficient  for  a 

district,  that  fact  doea  not  render  the  certificate  to  be  made  that  a  more  fair 

application  of  thia  principle  one  whit  and  impartial  trial  can  be  had  in  one 

the  leas  unjust.     If  it  is  unjuat  to  apply  place  than  in  another, 

it  to  the  whole  of  Ireland,  it  ia  mani-  Ub.  KAUBICE    HEALY  :    I  have 

festly  unjuat  to   apply  it  to  part.     If  never  questioned  the  proposition  which 

privileges  are  to  be  given  to  counaelon  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman 

the  one  side,  it  ia  only  equally  right  haa  laid  down  that  the  form  provided 

that  they  should  be  given  to  counael  on  under  this  section  ia  a  sufficient  form, 

the  other  side,  and  for  these  reasons  I  What  I  complain  of  is   that  it   is  too 

shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  resist  the  clause  snfKcient.    I  entirely  take  iasue  with  the 

to  the  utmoat  of  my  power.  right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  as  to 

Question  put  what  the  policy  of  this  clauae  ahould  be. 

The  Committee  divided  :-Ayes  177;  I  entirely  deny  that  what  ^e  Govern - 

Noes  142  :  Majority  35.-(Div.  list,  No.  S?°*  *"  ^""^''K  ^°l '"  "°  '^V"^  T™°*1 

nnj  \                                       I  7  25  p  K  '  *^'  course  if  it  was  the  general  policy  of 

-.r     -.r.-rrnrnr.  ttti.t^'^/i  "i  i ■*  t  law  that  you  could  Dot  tave  a  trial  un- 

M..  MAUBIOE  HEALT  (Cork) :  I  i„,         J,j  .  ,„„,            ,„  „„  „„. 

beg  to  mo«.  to   l.avo  out  the    word  „,i,ii,],  „b,„u„„_a„  i/„I  ,„„,_tho 

"more     after      »,     in  page  3,  line  26.  ,i„i,t  ]„„.  „a  ie,„„a Gentleniaii'e  oon- 

A«  the  clauao  i.  at  pre.eot  drawn,  all  the  ,j»  „„^  ,„„,^  ^^  perfeotly  intelligible. 

Attorney  General  ha.  to  eertify  ..that  a  g^,  ,j„  j         j,  ,i,i,_ii,„  before  jon 

more  fair  and  impartial  trial  can  be  had  ,„„          b„^           ,,„        „t  c„„,ii. 

ehewhoro  than  in  the  oonntj  m  which  ,„u„i,i  doolrine  that  a  pemon  .hall  be 

the  crime  i.  committed.    I  wi.h  that  he  ,^,4  i„  ^le  county  in  which  the  otTenoe 

ihonld  be  called  npon  to  certify  that  a  j,  „„„i,„d    ;,  ,i„„ij  b,  ,hown  that 

fair  and  impartial  trial  cannot  be  had  j^  ,b,,  ^^^f    ,  ,,jj  ^j  impartial  trial 

m  the  county  in  which  the  offence  ha.  „„„,  be  obtained.    That  ought  to  bo 

taken    place.      That  1.  an   inlolligenl  ,b„  foundation  of  an  application  for  a 

propoeition,  and  I  .hall  he  greatly  eur-  jbaugo  ot  yenue.     I  maintain  thai,  as 

ptieed  If  the  QoTemmont  decline  to  ac-  ^^  ^f,^,  j,  „  p,e,ent  drawn,  il  would 

copt  It.      It  !•  quite  poeeible  there  may  „„,  b,  „„„p,,ent  for  the  Attorney  Qene- 

be  ca,e.  in  which  more  fair   and  im-  ,,1  ^  m.k,  „„i  that  .,„.    He  might  go 

partial  tnali  can  bo  had  eleewhere;  but  ■^^^  g^^^j  „j  .j^;,  ib„  .  ,,i,  „d 

that  1.  not  a  roa.on    why  you   .honld  i„p„,i,i  trial  can  be  had  in  the  county, 

change  the  ronno  if  a  fair  and  impartial  b^^f  ,„  that,  in  hi.  opinion,  a  more  fair 

tnal  can  be  had  in  the  county  m  which  ^^  impartial  trial  can  be  had  eleewhere. 

the  crimo  take,  place.  ^^  on  that  ground  aak  for  a  change  of 

Amendment  propo.ed,  in  page  3,  line  yenuo.    It  ie  absurd  that  the  Qovem- 

26,  after  the  hrat  word,  "a,"  to  leave  ment  should  ask  for  this  power,  and  un- 

ont  the  word    "more." — (Jfr.  Maurici  reasonable  to  expect  Farbament  to  grant 

Meaty.)  it.    Let  the  Goyemment  be  content  to 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word  leave  well  alone.    If  they  have  a  oonnty 

'  more '  stand  part  of  the  Olauso."  in  which  they  can  have  a  fair  and  im- 
9B2                IFtfhalh  llilU.\ 
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partial  trial,  why  go  apecniating  aa  to  County  Clare  I  think  you  havstheasmi 
whether  they  can  get  a  better  trial  elee-  number.  Outside  the  Citj  of  Dnhlii 
vbere.  They  ought  to  romember  that  you  have  really  not  sufficient  apedil 
all  thinga  are  not  perfect  in  this  world,  jurors  qualified  to  act.  Now,  so  luM 
and  that  even  when  this  Bill  comes  into  the  whole  South  of  Ireland  goee,  I 
force  they  need  not  expect  a  state  of  admit  that  my  Amendment  is  naUjnt 
perfection  to  prevail  iu  Ireland.  I  no  impottance,  but  it  is  all-importut 
maintain  that  if  the  Attorney  General  aa  it  la  now  decided  wb  are  not  to  bt 
is  satisfied!  that  a  fair  and  impartial  dragged  to  TJlater  and  to  be  tried  then 
trial  can  lie  had  in  the  oounty  in  bjmembers  of  Orange  lodges  and  Mart 
which  the  offence  was  committed,  he  societies.  I  think  now  that  a  day  is  to 
ought  to  be  content,  and  not  go  else-  be  fised  for  the  termination  of  this  Coin- 
where  to  see  if  he  can  get  a  more  mittee.  I  shall  put  down  an  Amend- 
fair  and  impartial  trial.  ment  providing  that  no  person  who  is  s 
Question  put  member  of  any  secret  society  shall  b« 

Th.  Oomnittee  dMM:-A.,m  187;  ^1!iJlyTllXm.,'F°°''^ ''^A 

■XT        DC      «  -    -i     en        'r\-      T- .  youtake  the  case  ot  Ulster  you  Will  find 

Noes   85  t    Majonty52.-(D.v    L.st  (h^t  every  special  juror  is  a  member  d 

No- 205.)  [7.50  p.m.]  a  secret  Society.     He  is  either  a  Free- 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEAIiY  (Longford,  X.) :  mason  or  on  Orangeman.  In  thu 
I  beg  to  move  to  omit  the  words  in  line  country  Freemason  liodg^a  are  mere 
27,  "  some  county  to  be  named  in  the  dining  clnba,  but  in  Ulster  they  have 
certificate,"  and  insert,  "  the  County  of  always  a  political  bias —  though  a 
the  City  of  Dublin."  The  object  of  my  Catholic  can  join  a  Freemason  Lodge- 
Amendment  is  that  the  Attorney  General  and  these  Lodgea  become  cliques  of 
should  nominate  the  particular  oounty  persons  of  a  particular  class.  An 
to  which  the  venue  shall  be  changed,  organization  which  in  England  really 
and  that  he  should  not  be  left  to  take  us  does  not  mean  anything  at  all,  but 
to  Belfast,  Derry,  or  some  other  places  which  is  very  like  the  Ancient  and 
which  he  admits  to  be  unfit  places  for  Independent  Order  of  Buffalos,  io 
the  trial  of  certain  cases.  I  may  remind  Ireland  has  a  bias  of  a  very  ob- 
him  that,  so  far  as  the  Act  of  18S2  went,  jectionable  character.  In  the  same 
allthe  special  jury  trials  took  place  in  way  Orangemen  would  always  prevsil 
Dublin,  with  the  exception  of  a  few  in  Belfast  juries,  therefore  I  think  it 
which  came  off  in  the  City  of  Cork,  ia  a  reasonable  thing  that  the  At- 
Now,  8ir,  the  City  of  Dublin  contains,  I  torney  General  should  be  compelled  to 
have  no  doubt  we  shall  be  told,  the  choose  the  County  of  the  City  of 
great  mass  of  the  special  jury  classes.  Dublin  as  his  venue,  and  then  hs 
I  do  not  know  any  other  venue  that  con-  should,  if  he  likes,  have  power  to 
tains  so  many  except  Belfast,  and  I  am  show  cause  why  it  would  be  proper  to 
sure  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  change  the  venue  from  the  City  of 
will  not  tell  us  he  is  going  to  take  us  to  Dublin. 

^?.""*-    I^JP^y  ^^  ^"^^  fj^  J^f  *^^       Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  Has 

City  of  Dublin  venue  would  not  always  37,  to  leave  out  the  words  "  some  county 

be  the  most  suitable  venue.     I  presume  ^^  ^e  named  in  the  certificate,"  and  in- 

the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  could,  ^^^   .<  the.County  of  the  City  of  Dublin." 

if  he  uked,  go  to  the  Court  and  show  /J^^.   2".  M  Btalu.') 

cause.     Let  him  put  in  a  provision  that        L        .  ■■    ,,mi.    .    .  > 

he  shaU  show  cause.   Allow  me  to  point       ftuention  proposed.     That  the  words 

this  out,  that  it  was  a  City  and  County  '  ""^e  ^o""*?  ^  bo  named  in  the  oorti- 

of  Dublin  venue   which  tried,  for  in-  fic*'e,'  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 
stance,  the  Phcenix  Park  cases ;  it  was       The  ATTORNEY    GENERAL   roi 

a  mixed  venue  of  the  Ci^  and  County  IRELAND  (Mr.  Houcks)  (Dublin  Uni- 

of  Dublin  which  tried  all  the  recent  poll-  versity)  :    I  cannot   but   think  that  it 

tioal  cases  in  Ireland.     Except  in  the  would  be  very  unfair  to  throw  all  the 

County  and  City  of  Cork  I  do  not  know  work  which  these  trials  will  entail  upon 

where  else  the   Government  can  get  a  the  special  jurors  of  the  City  of  Dublin. 

sufficient  number  of  special  jurors  to  There  are  a  great  number  of  counties  in 

pack  a  jury.    Take  the  Oounty  of  Cork  Ireland  situated  at  a  great  diataaoe  from 

~-youhave  only  200  special  jurors.    In  the  Coun^  of  the  Oi^  of  Dublin,  audit 
Jfr-.  Maurift  Btaly 
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would  be  unreasonable  to  bring  pri- 
soners to  Dublin  from  these  counties, 
unless  their  expenses  were  paid.  It  is 
quite  impossible  for  the  G-ovemment  to 
accept  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.):  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  has  been 
very  brief  indeed,  and  very  curt  in  giving 
his  reasons  for  objecting  to  this  Amend- 
ment. But  to  my  mind,  if  I  were  on  the 
Government  Bench,  and  desired  to  give 
honest  and  straightforward  reasons  for 
objecting  to  this  Amendment,  I  think  I 
could  give  two  reasons  which  would 
have  a  deal  more  cogency  than  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's.  There  is 
one  reason  perfectly  obvious.  No  doubt, 
most  of  the  jurors  of  the  City  of  Dublin 
are  men  of  great  probity,  and  also  men 
of  considerable  independence,  and,  taken 
from  the  Government  point  of  view,  they 
are  men  against  whom  it  would  be  very 
difficult  to  advance  anything  improper ; 
but,  unfortunately  for  the  Government, 
they  are  not  men  altogether  of  one  class 
of  mind  and  political  belief.  The  real 
reason  why  this  Amendment  will  not  be 
accepted  is  that,  although  the  City  of 
Dublin  was  good  enough  under  the 
Crimes  Act  of  1882,  under  the  new 
Crimes  Act  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  bring  prisoners  from  the 
South  and  West  of  Ireland  to  Antrim 
and  to  Armagh,  and  such  like  venues, 
try  them  before  12, 1  will  not  say  Orange- 
men, but  landlords,  agents,  or  Gt)vem- 
ment  hangers-on,  and  half-pay  captains. 
There  is  another  very  strong  reason  why 
this  Amendment  should  not  be  accepted 
from  the  Government  point  of  view,  and 
it  is  this.  It  is  an  unhappy  state  of 
things,  from  their  point  of  view,  that  all 
the  Judges  upou  the  Irish  Bench  cannot 
be  depended  upon.  The  Judges  take 
certain  Assizes,  and  it  might  be  very 
awkward  and  inconvenient  for  the  Go- 
vernment if  prisoners  were  dragged  to 
trial  before  Judges  like  the  Chief  Baron, 
for  instance.  The  Chief  Baron  and  two 
or  three  others  of  the  Irish  Judges  might 
not  give  that  assistance  to  the  mainten- 
ance of  law  and  order  which,  in  the  opi- 
nion of  Dublin  Castle  officials,  they 
ought  to  give.  Therefore,  it  is  that 
under  this  clause  power  is  taken  to  delay 
applying  for  a  change  of  venue  until  the 
last  moment,  until  the  Assizes  are  out 
and  until  the  Crown  is  in  a  position  to 
discover  that  there  is  a  good  and  sound 
Judge  to  be  had  in  certain  places,  to 


which  places,  of  course,  they  will  send 
political  prisoners.  The  Government  un- 
questionably will  pick  out  the  Northern 
venues  in  which  sound  Judges,  from 
their  point  of  view,  are  found  to  be  pre- 
siding. These  are,  to  my  mind,  the  real 
reasons  why  this  Amendment  will  not  be 
accented . 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
Mr.  Courtney,  the  consideration  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  for  the 
convenience  of  Irish  jurors  is  really  very 
touching.  I  am  sure  the  jurors  will  be 
greatly  edified  by  his  attitude  towards 
them.  But  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
to  call  attention  to  the  way  in  which  the 
Government  have  treated  Cork  jurors  in 
holding  Winter  Assizes  at  Cork  for  the 
whole  province  of  Munster.  Nearly 
every  year  for  10  years  the  Winter 
Assizes  have  been  held  at  Cork,  al- 
though the  Government  have  power  to 
vary  the  place  from  time  to  time.  I  put 
a  question  upon  this  subject  to  the  Go- 
vernment, but  in  regard  to  it,  I  received 
very  scant  courtesy  indeed.  In  the  mat- 
ter of  the  Cork  Winter  Assizes,  the 
Attorney  General  considered  the  con- 
venience of  the  learned  counsel  prose- 
cuting the  prisoners,  and  the  learned 
Judge  who  was  to  leave  Dublin  to  try 
the  prisoners,  of  importance  paramount 
to  the  convenience  of  the  jurors  of  Cork. 
In  that  state  of  things,  I  am  not  disposed 
to  attach  very  great  weight  to  his  com- 
miseration of  the  wrongs  that  have  been 
inflicted  on  the  jurors  of  the  City  of 
Dublin.  We  take  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  declaration  of 
sympathy  as  worth  very  little  indeed. 
Now,  what  are  the  arguments  which 
may  be  urged  in  favour  of  this  Amend- 
ment. It  appears  to  me  they  are  many 
and  weighty.  In  the  first  place,  the 
City  of  Dublin  is  the  centre  of  the  legal 
system  of  Ireland,  it  is  the  place  where 
the  bulk  of  the  civil  business  is  done ; 
indeed,  I  think  it  could  be  shown  that 
nine  out  of  every  10  record  trials  which 
have  taken  place  in  Ireland  for  the  past 
10  years  have  been  tried  in  the  City  of 
Dublin,  because,  since  the  Judicature 
Act  came  into  force,  the  trial  of  records 
in  the  City  of  Dublin  has  been  a  mat- 
ter of  great  convenience.  Then,  Dublin 
being  the  capital  of  Ireland,  is  very 
convenient  as  regards  travellmg  to  and 
from  it.  It  is  easy  of  access,  there  are 
great  facilities  concerning  Dublin  in 
the   way  of  trains  and  other  oonvey- 
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anoes,  and  considered  from  the  point 
of  view  of  the  convenience  of  wit- 
nesses and  other  persons,  Dublin  is  a 
very  convenient  place  for  a  trial.  Then, 
again,  the  burden  of  judicial  work  is 
cast  on  the  shoulders  of  a  larger  num- 
ber of  persons  in  the  City  of  Dublin 
than  it  is  in  any  other  portion  of  Ire- 
land. Dublin  is  the  largest  City  in 
Ireland,  and  of  course  the  number  of 
jurors  in  Dublin  is  larger  than  that 
elsewhere.  That  being  so,  Dublin  is 
in  that  sense  the  place  best  fitted  for 
the  trial  of  the  cases  which  will  arise 
under  this  section.  Although  to  change 
the  venue  of  these  cases  to  Dublin  would 
inflict  some  inconvenience  and  addi- 
tional work  upon  the  jurors  of  Dublin, 
that  inconvenience  and  additional  work 
would  be  less  than  that  thrown  upon  the 
jurors  of  any  other  district.  Now  let 
me  test  the  value  of  the  declaration  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  by  his 
own  action  within  the  past  six  months. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  himself  to  choose  venues  within  the 
past  six  months.  He  was  fixing  the 
Winter  Assizes  over  a  vast  area  of  Ire- 
land, an  area  extending  over  the  greater 
portion  of  Leinster  and  some  portion  of 
Munster.  What  he  did  was  to  try  in 
Dublin  prisoners  of  no  less  than  seven 
counties  in  Ireland  at  the  last  Winter 
Assizes.  80  far  from  considering  the 
feelings  of  the  unfortunate  jurors  of 
Dublin  he  cast  that  additional  burden 
upon  them  without  the  smallest  com- 
punction. Prisoners  from  counties  so 
remote  as  Waterford  were  tried  in  the 
City  of  Dublin.  It  does  appear  to  me 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman should  give  some  consideration 
to  this  Amendment.  I  think  he  might 
reasonably  have  taken  into  considera- 
tion the  precedent  pointed  out  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Healy) — namely,  the  prece- 
dent of  the  Crimes  Act  of  1882.  There 
is  no  doubt  it  was  not  compulsory 
on  the  Executive  to  select  the  City  of 
Dublin  in  every  particular  case ;  but  so 
great  was  the  convenience  of  the  City 
of  Dublin,  and  so  strong  were  the  argu- 
ments that  could  be  urged  in  favour  of 
it,  that  in  evety  case,  with  very  few 
exceptions,  the  City  of  Dublin  was  se- 
lected by  the  Irish  Executive  of  that 
day  as  the  place  in  which  to  try  cases 
from  all  parts  of  Ireland.    Beaily,  the  j 

Mr.  Mawice  ITealg 


difficulty  is  not  to  find  arguments  for 
this  Amendment,  but  to  find  arguments 
against  it— not  a  new  experience  in  re- 
spect to  the  progress  of  this  Bill.  I 
certainly  consider  that  the  Government 
are  acting  unreasonably  in  refusing  this 
Amendment. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  :  I  think  I  should 
make  it  clear  that  I  only  moved  this 
Amendment  in  order  to  elicit  the  opinion 
of  the  Government  in.  regard  to  the 
place  of  trial.  I  do  not  mean  to  say 
that  the  City  of  Dublin  is  always  the 
best  venue ;  but  what  I  wanted  was  some 
declaration  from  the  Gt>vemmentastothe 
bringing  of  prisoners  for  trial,  say,  firom 
the  South  to  Ulster.  I  should  like  to 
ask  some  of  the  Members  of  the  Gt>- 
vemment  who  are  in  their  places  if  they 
have  ever  examined  the  Betum  showing 
what  the  facts  are  as  regards  special 
juries.  We  will  take  the  case  of  the 
County  of  Leitrim.  There  are  110  spe- 
cial jurors  in  this  county,  in  which  there 
are  1 5,000  voters  or  householders.  You 
have  110  persons  to  whom  you  are  going 
to  entrust  the  entire  administration  of 
law  and  order  in  the  whole  of  Ireland. 
There  is  no  county,  except  the  County  of 
the  City  of  Dublin,  in  which  there  are 
1,000  men  who  in  future  will  have  any 
interest  or  concern  in  the  administration 
of  justice.  You  have  reduced  the  spe- 
cial jury  class  in  Ireland  to  such  a  con- 
dition that  nowhere,  except  in  the  single 
instance  of  the  County  of  the  City  of 
Dublin,  where  there  are  1,300,  are  there 
1,000  men  who  in  future  will  have  any- 
thing to  say  in  the  administration  of  the 
law.  It  is  right  that  Englishmen  should 
thoroughly  understand  this  state  of 
affairs.  In  some  of  the  counties  there 
are  100, 121,  182,233,271,50,  112,  113, 
and  so  on,  the  average  being  one  spe* 
cial  juror  in  50  voters.  In  addition  to 
that,  you  out  down  the  special  jurors 
still  lower  by  the  system  of  unlimited 
challenge,  so  as  to  bring  the  thing  down 
to  what  has  been  calleid  a  rendwtm.  I 
must  confess  that  I  should  not  like  to  be 
a  special  juror,  for  by  what  yon  are 
doing  you  are  really  converting  the  spe* 
cial  juror  dass  into  lightning  conduotora 
for  popular  passion.  Fortunately,  they 
will  be  shielded,  to  a  large  extent,  by 
the  feeling  of  appeasement  which  the 
people  entertain  owing  to  the  poposals 
which  have  been  made  by  the  nght  hon. 
Qentlenum  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothiaa 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone). 
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Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  :  It 
is  just  possible  that  one  of  the  reasons 
why  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
objects  to  the  venue  of  the  County  of 
the  City  of  Dublin,  is  that  by  an  Act 
passed,  I  think,  under  a  Tory  regime j 
some  few  years  ago,  the  City  of  Dub- 
lin recovered  the  power  it  formerly 
possessed  of  electing  its  Sheriff,  and 
that  since  then  it  has  always  elected 
Nationalists,  whether  Protestants  or 
Catholics.  The  people  of  the  City  of 
Dublin  have,  through  the  election  of  the 
Sheriff  and  Sub-Sheriff,  clearly  shown  of 
what  their  political  views  are,  and  now  it 
is  on  account  of  the  prevalence  of  Na- 
tionalist views  that  the  Government  fight 
shy  of  the  City  of  Dublin  venue  for  the 
trial  of  political  offences.  I  dare  say 
that  if  we  proposed  the  County  of  Dublin, 
instead  of  the  County  of  the  City  of 
Dublin,  there  would  not  be  such  a  great 
objection.  In  the  County  of  Dublin  they 
have,  as  High  Sheriff,  a  rack-renting 
landlord — a  gentleman  who  has  made 
himself  extremely  prominent  in  the  land- 
lord ranks,  and  they  have,  in  addition, 
a  Sub-Sheriff  of  the  same  kidney — a 
man  who  has  not  only  identified  himself 
with  the  landlord  party,  but  who  has  so 
far  mixed  himself  up  in  illegal  proceed- 
ings as  to  get  himself  reported  to  this 
House  for  corruption  and  bribery  at  an 
election — practised  in  the  interest  of  the 
landlord  minority  in  his  constituency. 
It  is  as  well  that  the  real  reason  for  the 
refusal  of  this  Amendment  should  be 
stated  in  debate.  The  County  of  the 
City  of  Dublin  has  been,  in  past  years, 
the  venue  for  all  these  trials.  If  you 
go  back  to  the  beginning  of  the  cen- 
tury you  find  the  City  of  Dublin  the 
venue  for  all  political  and  agrarian 
trials  of  importance  ;  and  coming  down 
to  1 848,  the  trials  for  treason  and  treason- 
felony  all  took  place  in  the  same  venue. 
The  Fenian  prisoners  were  tried  in  the 
City  of  Dublin.  All  the  prisoners  con- 
victed under  the  Crimes  Act  of  1 882  were 
tried  in  the  City  of  Dublin  ;  but  of  late 
years — since  the  Corporation  of  Dublin 
got  into  the  habit  of  electing  Nation- 
alists as  High  Sheriff — the  Government 
have  fought  shy  of  the  City  of  Dublin. 
In  the  case  of  the  last  State  prosecu- 
tions, the  Crown  first  fixed  the  venue  in 
the  City  of  Dublin.  But  they  thought 
better  of  it,  and  removed  the  venue  to 
the  County  of  Dublin,  where  they  en- 
deavoured —  though  unsuccessfully — to 


pack  the  panel,  by  the  aid  of  the  land- 
lord Sheriff,  and  that  corrupt  official  the 
Sub-Sheriff.  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  professes  great  concern  for  the 
jurors  of  the  City  of  Dublin ;  but  we 
can  understand  exactly  the  value  of 
that  concern.  He  need  have  no  con- 
cern on  that  point.  I  may  remind  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
even  in  the  City  of  Dublin  the  Crown, 
under  the  present  law — notwithstand- 
ing the  presence  of  a  Nationalist 
High  Sheriff  and  a  Nationalist  Sub- 
Sheriff — have,  and  always  will  have,  a 
certain  number  of  men  who  will  be  only 
too  proud  and  too  happy  to  act  as  con- 
victors  of  Nationalists  under  all  circum- 
stances. There  are  many  gentlemen  in 
Dublin,  well  known  to  Dublin  Castle, 
who  hang  up  the  Lion  and  Unicorn  over 
their  shop  doors,  and  who  no  doubt  ex- 
pect to  receive  from  the  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man),  in  this  year  of  the  Jubilee,  a 
medal  for  their  services.  These  men 
will  always  be  at  hand  to  try  political 
prisoners.  They  will  be  looking  out 
anxiously  for  the  appearance  of  their 
names  in  the  lists.  They  will  not  object 
if  they  are  called  upon  every  day  in  the 
year  to  serve  upon  iuries  in  political  and 
agrarian  cases.  Their  great  glory  and 
boast  in  their  Freemason  and  Orange 
Lodges  is  that  they  have  so  many  Na- 
tionalist scalps  in  their  net.  In  the 
case  of  every  successive  prosecution 
you  will  find  these  men  hanging  round 
the  Courts,  wanting  to  be  put  upon 
juries,  and,  I  venture  to  say,  protest- 
ing loudly  if  they  are  not  put  upon 
juries.  I  am  afraid  it  is  a  mere  pre- 
tence on  the  part  of  the  Government 
that  they  have  any  g^eat  concern  for  the 
jurors  of  the  City  of  Dublin.  If  there 
is  any  use  in  urging  any  reasons  in  favour 
of  this  Amendment — and  I  hardly  think 
there  is,  seeing  the  state  of  the  Govern- 
ment Bench,  and  the  attitude  of  the  Re- 
presentatives of  the  Government  present 
— I  venture  to  say  there  is  just  one 
reason  why  Dublin  City  is  about  the  one 
venue  in  all  Ireland  which  ought  to  try 
such  cases  as  will  be  brought  up  under 
this  Act.  The  cases  to  be  tried  will  be 
cases  arising  out  of  disputes  concerning 
land,  and  surely  the  fittest  community 
to  try  cases  of  this  sort  is  a  constituency 
which  is  not  agricultural  or  rural,  but 
urban.  The  City  of  Dublin,  as  far 
as  I  know,  is   the  only  place  in  Ire- 
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land,  nofc  even  excluding  Belfast,  where 
you  can  get  a  sufficient  number  of 
jurors  unconnected  with  the  land,  and, 
therefore,  to  a  certain  extent  quali- 
fied to  try  these  cases  impartially.  I 
urge  this  upon  the  attention  of  the 
Attorney  General  (Sir  Eichard  Webster). 
It  is  a  solid  argument  and  reason  which 
ought  to  be  taken  notice  of,  and  it  is 
offered  with  a  sincere  desire  to  convince 
him  if  I  can.  I  think  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  was  some- 
what out  in  his  impression  that  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  make  use  of  the 
other  counties  of  Ireland  besides  Dublin 
and  the  Northern  counties.  No  doubt, 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  in 
stating  his  case  said  something  to  lead  to 
that  impression.  But  I  am  afraid  there 
are  only  two  places  in  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land to  which  the  Government  will 
venture  to  send  political  or  agrarian 
cases.  They  will  send  them  to  two 
places,  and  to  two  places  only.  They 
will  send  them  to  the  town  of  Belfast, 
where  Orangemen  will  greatly  predomi- 
nate on  the  juries,  or  they  will  send 
them  to  South  Dublin,  where  they  can, 
by  judicious  manipulation  of  the  panel, 
secure  a  jury  of  rack-renting  landlords 
to  do  what  they  want.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  if  they  want  convictions,  they  will 
obtain  them  under  this  Act,  but  their 
gain  will  be  the  ruin  of  the  system  they 
uphold. 

Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) :  I 
beg  to  move,  in  page  3,  the  insertion 
of  the  words  ('*not  in  Ulster,")  after 
**  county,"  in  line  27.  The  object  of 
the  Amendment  is,  of  course,  very  clear. 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  him- 
self has  said  ic  would  not  be  fair  to 
move  a  trial  from  the  Southern  Pro- 
vinces into  the  Province  of  Ulster.  The 
whole  of  the  arguments  advanced  by 
the  Government  in  favour  of  this  section 
have  been  entirely  based  upon  the  words 
**  more  fair  and  impartial  trial."  Now, 
as  the  Government  admit,  it  would  be 
unfair  to  move  a  trial  from  the  Southern 
Provinces  into  Ulster.  I  take  it  for 
granted  they  cannot  have  any  particular 
objection  to  the  insertion  of  the  words 
**  not  in  Ulster."  Speaking  of  Ulster 
in  a  former  debate,  the  present  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  said  that  Pro- 
vince was  the  most  law-abiding  part  of 
Ireland.     Owing  to  what  has  happened 
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since  then,  he  has  changed  his  opinion 
to  a  very  large  extent,  and  admits  now 
that  a  fair  trial  would  not  be  had  in 
cases  arising  in  the  Southern  Pro- 
vinces. Still  another  Gentleman  may 
very  soon  succeed  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  in  his  Office,  and 
what  we  want  to  guard  against  is,  that 
there  shall  not  be  any  attempt  on  the 
part  of  a  future  Attorney  General  to  get 
'*  a  more  fair  and  impartial  trial "  in 
the  Province  of  Ulster.  We  know  very 
well  that  those  who  will  be  speciid 
jurots  in  Ulster  entertain  the  most 
violent  views  upon  anything  which  ap- 
pertains to  politics  and  religion ;  and, 
therefore,  it  would  be  most  unfair  to 
submit  to  them  any  case  from  another 
Province  of  a  political  or  agrarian  cha- 
racter. No  one  who  has  any  knowledge 
of  Ireland  would,  for  a  moment,  suggest 
that  the  trial  in  Ulster,  of  a  political 
offender  from  the  South,  would  be  fair 
and  impartial.  The  Government  can 
have  no  valid  reason  for  refusing  this 
Amendment,  especially  since  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  has  admitted 
its  propriety. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
27,  after  the  word  **  county,"  to  insert 
the  words  (**not  in  Ulster"), — {Mr. 
Molloy.) 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  I 
venture  to  think  that  this  matter  of  the 
change  of  venue  must  be  decided  accord- 
ing to  the  facts  of  each  case.  I  can 
imagine  that  Ulster  would  be  a  proper 
place  in  which  some  trials  should  take 
place,  and  in  which  a  fair  and  impartial 
trial  might  be  assured.  It  is  impossible 
to  foresee  every  event ;  and,  therefore, 
it  would  not  be  right  to  pick  out  any  of 
the  Provinces,  and  say  that  in  that 
Province  a  trial  shall  not  be  held.  We 
must  assume  that  people  will  do  their 
duty — [**  Oh,  oh !  "] — I  am  quite  aware 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  do 
not  assume  anything  of  the  kind ;  but  I, 
in  my  position,  am  obliged  to  assume 
that  the  Government  will  not  use  the 
clause  improperly,  and,  for  the  reason  I 
have  given,  it  is  impossible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  accept  this  Amendment. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  (Longford,  N.) : 
If  the  Government  will  acoept  the 
Proviso  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.    Member    for    Rosconunon    (Dr. 
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Commins),  which  is  to  the  effect  that  no 
man  shall  be  taken  out  of  his  own  Pro- 
vince, except  the  County  of  the  City  of 
Dublin,  the  whole  point  will  be  met. 
This  Amendment  compels  the  Govern- 
ment to  exclude  Ulster  altogether. 
That,  of  course,  would  not  be  fair,  be- 
cause some  men  might  prefer  to  be  tried 
in  Ulster.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  General  (Sir 
Eichard  Webster)  has  said  the  Govern- 
ment will  not  act  improperly.  Why 
cannot  we  have  ** propriety"  inserted 
in  the  Statute  ?  We  all  intend  to  act 
honestly,  and  we  do  not  think  it 
an  insult  to  have  notions  of  propriety 
laid  down  in  the  form  of  the  Ten 
Commandments.  It  is  no  insult  to 
anybody  that  the  Ten  Commandments 
are  in  existence.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
has  said  it  would  not  be  a  fair  thing  to 
take  any  man  from  a  Southern  county 
to  a  Northern  county  for  trial.  Will  he 
allow  us  to  quote  that  expression  in  the 
Courts  ?  I  never  knew  a  Bill  conducted 
on  such  principles  as  this.  We  have  had 
'*  Will-of -the- wisp  "  kinds  of  arguments 
advanced  by  the  Government  when  we 
meet  them  in  respect  to  one  argument, 
they  fly  to  another,  and  subsequently  they 
rake  up  the  first  as  fresh  as  ever.  I  do 
beg  the  Government  to  say  they  will 
allow  no  man  to  be  taken  out  of  his  own 
Province  for  trial,  and  perhaps  it  would 
be  better  to  take  the  discussion  upon 
this  subject  upon  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Koscommon  (Dr.  Com- 
mins).  Let  me  give  a  coaple  of  in- 
stances of  the  bias  of  Ulster  jurors.  In 
the  case  of  Bernard  Smith — ^I  forgot 
the  man's  surname  the  other  night — one 
of  the  Crossmaglen  prisoners.  Judge 
Lawson  directed  an  acquittal,  but  the 
jury  convicted  the  men.  In  the  same 
way.  Judge  Lawson  made  a  distinction  in 
the  case  of  a  man  named  Geoghan,  but 
he  also  was  convicted.  Smith  was  re- 
leased in  a  few  weeks,  but  it  took  the 
Government  two  years  to  make  up  their 
minds  whether  Geoghan  was  guilty  or 
not.  At  the  end  of  two  years  they  re- 
leased him.  It  is  just  possible  that 
some  time  or  other  the  Friends  of  the 
Government  will  wish  there  was  some 
such  provision  as  I  suggest.  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  the  Isle  of  Thanet,  the  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel 
King-Harman),  may  be  glad  sometimes 
that  men  cannot  be  taken  out  of  Ulster 


to  be  tried.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  North  Armagh  (Colonel 
Saunderson),  if  he  made  a  fiery  speech 
when  there  is  a  Home  Eule  Go- 
vernment, might  prefer  to  be  tried  in 
Ulster.  The  senior  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright),  in  a 
letter  he  wrote  to  The  Times  yesterday, 
declared  that  Ulster  forms  a  separate 
nationality,  and  yet  it  is  to  this  separate 
nationality  we  are  to  be  dragged  for 
trial  if  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
thinks  fit.  I  would  rather  be  tried  in 
the  City  of  London  with  The  Times 
blasts  operating  on  the  jurors  than  be 
tried  in  Belfast.  Everybody  in  the 
Committee  must  know  what  kind  of 
justice  a  poor  Nationalist  would  get  in 
Belfast.  I  greatly  fear  that  if  these 
clauses  are  carried  out  in  their  integrity 
the  people  may  be  driven  to  retaliatory 
measures  of  a  very  violent  nature. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  :  I  was  not  aware  the 
question  is  to  be  brought  up  in  another 
and  a  better  form.  I  will,  therefore, 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  my  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Dk.  COMMINS  (Roscommon,  S.) :  I 
beg  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  my  name — namely,  in  page  3, 
line  29,  after  ''  certificate,"  to  add — 

"  Provided  always,  that  nothing  in  this  Act 
shall  empower  the  removal  of  any  trial  from  any 
one  of  the  four  provinces  to  anywhere  outside 
of  such  province,  except  the  County  of  the  City 
of  Dublin." 

This  Amendment,  I  think,  scarcely  re- 
quires explanation.  The  promoters  of 
this  Bill  maintain  that  they  are  actuated 
by  the  desire  to  have  a  fair  administra- 
tion of  justice  in  Ireland.  Well,  I  will 
assume  that  they  are,  though  I  am 
afraid  that  the  assumption  is  a  rather 
violent  one,  and  one  which,  when  I  go 
back  in  history,  or  even  in  my  own  re- 
collection, I  should  find  very  little  except 
the  sort  of  protestations  we  have  heard 
from  them  to  support.  However,  we 
will  assume  that  they  mean  to  ad- 
minister justice  fairly,  and  if  they  do 
that,  no  doubt  the  provision,  modified 
in  the  way  I  propose  to  modify  this  4th 
clause,  would  be  one  that  would  con- 
duce to  a  fair  administration  of  justice 
in  Ireland.  We  know  that  it  does  not 
conduce  to  a  fair  administration  of 
justice  in  Ireland,  nor  to  the  public  be- 
lief that  it  is  fair,  or  intended  to  be  fair, 
when  there  is  a  change  of  venue  such  as 
took  place  in  the  case  of  the  Maam- 
trasna  murders.    I  have  no  sympathy 
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for  the  Maamtrasna  murderers  ;  I  do 
not  believe  anyone  outside  their  own 
wretched  circle  had  any  sympathy  with 
them,  yet  I  think  that  everyone,  no 
matter  who  he  may  be,  is  entitled  to  a 
fair  trial.  Everyone  who  is  to  be  put 
upon  his  defence  wants  a  fair  trial ;  and 
I  do  not  think  it  conduced  to  the  fair 
administration  of  justice  in  Ireland,  or 
to  the  confidence  of  the  public  in  the 
fair  administration  of  justice,  that  these 
poor  wretched  people,  speaking  not  a 
word  of  English,  were  moved  for  trial 
out  of  their  own  neighboiirhood,  and 
taken  60  miles  away,  where  there  was 
difficulty  in  getting  witnesses,  where 
the  people  were  not  familiar  with  the 
locality  of  the  murder,  and  brought 
before  a  jury,  in  a  certain  sense,  of 
foreigners,  who  did  not  even  speak  the 
language  of  these  poor  people,  and  with 
whom  the  prisoners  could  have  no  com- 
munication whatever  except  through  the 
medium  of  an  interpreter 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Dr.  COMMINS  :  lam  calling  attention 
to  what  has  been  the  practice  in  Ireland 
in  regard  to  these  trials.  In  former 
Acts,  there  was  a  power  given  to  re- 
move trials  from  one  part  of  Ireland  to 
another  ;  but  I  doubt  if  a  single  in- 
stance can  be  adduced  in  which  that 
power  was  exercised  in  such  a  way  as  to 
command  the  confidence  of  the  people 
of  the  country,  or  as  to  have  secured 
acquiescence  on  the  part  of  the  public 
in  the  fairness  of  the  trial  and  the 
justice  of  the  verdict.  I  have  watched 
these  trials  for  the  last  25  or  30  years — 
so  long,  in  fact,  as  I  have  been  com- 
petent to  examine  these  matters  at  aU ; 
and  I  challenge  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes),  or  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson),  to 
name  a  single  instance  where,  in  the 
last  dozen  Coercion  Acts,  powers  such 
as  those  which  will  be  given  under  this 
clause  were  conferred,  and  where  a 
change  of  venue  has  taken  place,  where 
that  change  was  not  afterwards  chal- 
lenged by  public  opinion,  and  where  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  had  not  the 
direst  imputations  made  against  them, 
and  made  against  them  with  justice, 
and  where  the  verdict  was  not  chal- 
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lenged  as  that  of  a  partial  or  packed 
jury.    I  challenge  these  learned  Gen- 
tlemen to  produce  a  single  instance  in 
the  history  of  previous  Coercion  Acts 
where  a  single  removal  like   this  did 
what  it  ought  to  have  done — namely,  to 
have  secured  acquiescence  in  the  fair- 
ness of  the  verdict  and  of  the  trial.    If 
we  look  at  previous  experience  in  Ire- 
land, this  provision  that  we   are  now 
discussing  stands  condemned  unless  mo- 
dified   in    the    manner    in    which    I 
am  now   proposing   to    modify  it.    If 
the  same  spirit  actuated  the   adminis- 
trators of  the  law  in  Ireland  as  actuates 
the  administrators  of  the  law  in  Eng- 
land, I  should  not  object  to  a  provision 
of  this  kind ;  indeed,  I  should  welcome 
it ;  I  should  take  it  in  the  form  in  which 
it  stands  in  the  Bill.    We  know  that 
there  are  few  changes  of  venue  made 
in  England ;  but  we  know  that  from  the 
beginning,  when  this  system  of  alteration 
of  venue  commenced,  that  the  power  has 
never  been  exercised  in  a   single  in- 
stance where  the  friends  of  the  accused 
have  been  able  to  say  that  it  was  exer- 
cised for  political  or  partizan  purposes,  or 
where  they  could  say  that  it  was  not  exer- 
cised in  such  a  way  as  to  provide  a  fairer 
trial  than  could  otherwise  have  been 
had.    We  all  remember  the  first  occa- 
sion upon  which  this  alteration  in  the 
law  took  place  in  England.     We  all 
know  the  method  that  was  adopted  ia 
order  to  enable  a  case  to  be  transferred 
from  the  country  to  the  Central  Crimi- 
nal Court,  when  there  was  fair  ground 
for  supposing  that  a  fair  trial  could  not 
be  had  in  the  country.    That  was  under 
**  Palmer's  Act."    From  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  that  Act  down  to  the  present 
time  this  alteration  of  venue  has  taken 
place  very  seldom  indeed.     I  do  not 
think  20  cases  have  occurred  altogether; 
but  in  all  the  cases  that  have  occurred  the 
result  was  in  every  case  to  command  the 
confidence  of  the  country  in  both  the 
fairness  of  the  trial  and  the  justness  of 
the  verdict.    Does  anyone  suppose  that 
such  a  result  attends  the  alteration  of 
venue  in  Ireland?    Does  anyone  sup- 
pose  that  the  Law  Officers  in  Ireland, 
who  are  invested  with  autocratic  power 
by  this  Act  to  move  trials  from  one 
place  to  another  as  they  think  fit,  will 
exercise  that  power  as  it  is  exercised  in 
England?    Nothing  of  the  sort    You 
wUl  have  one  set  of  people  in  the  North 
who  will  always  expect  to  have  their 
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trials  kept  at  home,  as  were  the  trials  at 
Omagh  in  the  last  Winter  Assizes,  so 
that  the  prisoners  can  have  a  jarj  se- 
lected out  of  their  own  sworn  brother- 
hood. You  have  another  class  of  people, 
in  another  part  of  Ireland,  who  will  ex- 
pect that  their  cases  will  be  moved,  as 
was  the  Maamtrasna  trial,  from  Qalway 
to  Dublin,  and  so  on,  in  order  that  a 
jury  might  be  packed  with  confidence 
and  certainty.  So  that  Ireland  is  in 
such  a  state  that  you  can  have  no  re- 
moval of  venue  in  criminal  cases  from 
one  province  to  another  which  would 
not  be  suspected,  and,  I  yenture  to  say, 
suspected  with  justice,  of  having  been 
arranged  with  a  corrupt  motive,  and 
with  the  object  of  procuring  a  convic- 
tion. I  ask  is  it  advisable  or  right  in 
the  state  in  which  we  find  public  opi- 
nion at  the  present  time  in  Ireland  to 
add  fresh  fuel  to  fire  ?  Is  it  wise  to  give 
fresh  impetus  to  this  suspicion  that 
exists  in  Ireland,  on  the  part  of  five- 
sixths  of  the  people,  that  the  very 
fountain  of  justice  is  poisoned,  and  that 
a  fair  trial  cannot  be  had  in  any  case  in 
which  there  is  an  agrarian  or  political 
element?  Is  it  fair  or  just  in  those 
who  wish  to  induce  confidence  in  the 
administration  of  justice  to  introduce  a 
provision  of  fthis  sort,  which  will  de- 
stroy the  last  vestige  of  confidence  re- 
maining— which  I  venture  to  say  is  very 
small  indeed — in  the  administration  of 
justice  in  Ireland  ?  Can  it  be  said  that 
if  the  Amendment  I  propose  is  adopted, 
anything  is  done  which  will  interfere 
with  a  fair  trial  being  had  ?  If  a  crime 
of  a  political  or  agrarian  character 
occurs  in  Cork,  you  wUl  have  power  to 
change  the  venue  to  the  Province  of 
Leinster,  for  a  trial  can  be  removed  to 
Dublin,  where,  amongst  the  special  jury 
class,  you  have  a  number  of  persons 
dependent  upon  the  Executive  in  every 
sort  of  way.  You  have  practically  per- 
sons upon  the  special  jury  panel  to 
choose  from,  five-sixths  of  whom  I  should 
say  are  either  directly  or  indirectly  de- 
pendent upon  Dublin  Castle.  I  venture 
to  say  that  not  even  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  for  Ireland  will  contradict 
me  when  I  say  that  out  of  those  special 
jurors  dependent  on  the  Castle — those 
tradesmen  or  people  in  the  Excise  or 
Customs,  those  Hesident  Magistrates, 
and  those  people  of  a  variety  of  callings 
who  come  to  Dublin  to  be  near  the 
Castle^-the  Executive  would  always  be 


able  to  get  a  jury  prejudiced  against 
the  prisoner,  no  matter  where  he 
comes  from.  No  one,  I  think,  will  con- 
tradict that.  If  I  had  to  select  a  jury 
myself  for  a  trial  of  my  own,  I  certainly 
would  not  go  to  Dublin.  If  I  were 
charged  with  an  agrarian  or  political 
offence,  I  should  say  that  the  Dublin 
panel  would  be  hostile  to  me,  and  that 
I  should  not  have  a  fair  trial ;  and  yet, 
under  this  Amendment,  I  would  allow 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  to  bring 
persons,  if  they  think  fit,  to  be  tried 
there  by  a  special  jury,  chosen  from  a 
panel  prejudiced  in  favour  of  the  Crown, 
and,  if  prejudice  can  exist  in  such  a 
case,  prejudiced  against  the  prisoner. 
That  Deing  so,  provision  is  in  this 
Amendment  made  for  a  trial  such  as  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  the  pro- 
moters of  this  Bill,  ought  to  be  com- 
pletely satisfied  with.  Conviction  is 
what  they  want,  and  conviction  is  what 
they  will  get  in  Dublin,  if  they  can 
pack  a  jury  as  completely  as  they  did 
in  the  Maamtrasna  case,  as  completely 
as  they  did  in  the  case  of  the  Phcsnix 
Park  murders,  and  as  completely  as  they 
did  in  the  Poole  case,  and  as  completely 
as  they  did  in  other  cases,  50  of  which 
I  could  mention  if  I  was  not  afraid  of 
delaying  the  Committee.  Yet  if  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  do  this  in 
Dublin,  they  have  to  do  it  in  the  full 
light  of  public  opinion.  There  are  20 
newspapers  that  will  have  their  re- 
porters watching  everything  that  is 
done,  and  they  will  have  to  take  action 
with  that  check  which  a  fear  of  public 
opinion  or  public  reprobation  imposes, 
the  only  check,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  we 
have  upon  the  Qovernment  in  Ireland^ 
the  only  semblance  of  a  check  which  we 
have  as  a  guarantee  that  fair  trials  will 
take  place.  I  say  the  only  semblance  of 
a  check.  If  we  cannot  get  the  reality, 
let  us  have  the  semblance.  Pack  the 
jury  as  you  did  in  the  Phcenix  Park 
case,  as  you  did  in  the  Maamtrasna 
case,  and  as  you  did  in  the  other  case  I 
have  referred  to,  but,  under  the  check  I 
have  suggested,  you  will  have  to  ob- 
serve a  certain  amount  of  moderation  in 
the  packing.  You  will  not  be  able  to 
do  it  in  sudi  a  way  as  to  outrage  public 
opinion  and  the  simplest  principles  of 
justice,  as  you  did  in  Q-alway,  and  as  yoa 
did  in  Sligo.  You  cannot  outrage  pubJio 
opinion  in  Dublin  as  you  did  in  Sligo,  a 
few  months  ago,  where  your  jury-paok- 
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ing  was  not  only  a  disgrace  to  the  ad- 
miDistration  of  justice,  but  to  all  the 
traditions  of  jurisprudence  and  of  fair 
play  in  England,  as  well  as  in  Ireland. 
I  object,  Sir,  to  jury  packing  in  the 
Irish  Provinces,  where  it  is  done  in  holes 
and  corners  without  publicity,  and  with 
no  check  even  of  the  weakest  kind  from 
the  Bench.  We  never  expect  anything 
from  the  Bench  in  Ireland  in  matters  of 
this  kind,  because  it  is  the  obedient 
henchman  of  the  Crown,  as  it  abun- 
dantly showed  itself  in  Sligo. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  It  seems  to  me 
that  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man are  directed  to  an  Amendment 
which  has  been  already  rejected — 
namely,  that  the  change  of  venue  should 
be  exclusively  to  the  County  of  the  City 
of  Dublin.  The  hon.  Member  should 
confine  his  argument  to  his  own  Amend- 
ment, and  not  extend  it  to  one  which 
has  already  been  rejected. 

Dr.  COMMINS  :  I  was  not  aware. 
Sir,  that  that  portion  of  my  Amend- 
ment— for  it  is  only  a  portion  of  it — had 
been  dealt  with  at  all.  At  all  events,  it 
stands  in  my  Amendment  that  when  you 
have  provided  that  each  Province  should 
try  its  own  cases,  you  have  still  the 
power  of  change  of  venue  to  Dublin, 
and  I  was  pointing  out  that  under  this 
Amendment  the  Crown  will  have  power 
to  obtain  juries  of  the  kind  they  desire, 
which  power  ought  to  be  sufficient,  with- 
out seeking  further  opportunities  for 
the  alteration  of  venue.  I  think,  how- 
ever, I  have  said  enough  to  make  myself 
understood  upon  that  point,  and  I  do 
not  wish  to  say  more  than  is  necessary 
to  put  my  case  before  the  House.  I 
will  now  take  another  branch  of  the 
subject.  We,  in  Ireland,  are  supposed 
to  possess  all  the  privileges  of  the 
British  Constitution.  Well,  a  greater 
fallacy  historically,  morally,  and  legally, 
never  received  the  acceptance  of  any 
considerable  number  of  sane  people  in 
this  world.  The  British  Constitution 
we  practically  never  had  in  Ireland ;  the 
British  Constitution  we  have  not  now, 
and  even  if  we  had  it,  this  Bill  would 
materially  destroy  it,  and  every  shred 
of  it  would  be  taken  away  by  the  clause 
I  am  proposing  to  amend.  The  last 
particle  of  it  would  be  taken  away 
unless  the  Amendment  I  propose  were 
accepted.  In  England,  the  very  essence 
of  trial  by  jury,  and  the  good  quality 
that  is  supposed  to  recommend  it  to  the 
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people,  to  the  Legislature,  to  the  Judges, 
to  the  jurymen  themselves^  and  to  the 
accused,  is  this — that  a  jury  should  be 
drawn  from  the  vicinity  and  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  the  place  in  which  the 
offence  has  been  committed.  Now,  we 
drift  into  what  is  practically  useful,  not 
as  a  consequence  of  any  political  theory, 
because  the  theory  comes  after,  but  from 
human  necessity  and  the  desire  to  do 
right  that  is  always  working  in  the 
world.  By  instinct  we  have  drifted  into 
this  condition  of  things,  which  is  one  of 
the  safeguards  of  the  British  Constitu- 
tion. Very  few  charges  of  a  criminal 
kind  can  be  made  in  which  a  strict  ad- 
ministration of  justice,  particularly  the 
doing  of  full  and  impartial  justice  to  the 
accused,  does  not  require  on  the  part  of 
the  Judges  a  local  knowledge  and  a 
knowledge  of  the  locus  in  quo.  We  all 
remember — it  was  discussed  in  this 
House  so  fully  that  I  doubt  whether 
there  is  an  hon.  Member  listening  to  me 
who  has  not  the  facts  impressed  upon 
his  mind — we  all  remember  that  in  the 
famous  Maamtrasna  case,  that  which  was 
believed  to  have  led  to  a  failure  on  the 
part  of  the  Dublin  jury  who  tried  the 
case  was  through  their  utter  ignorance 
of  the  locus  in  quo.  A  man  stated  that, 
in  a  district  where  there  was  no  hedge 
to  cover  him,  nor  ditch  to  conceal  him, 
on  a  moonlight,  or,  at  any  rate,  on  a 
fair  night,  he  walked  three  miles  behind 
a  party  of  murderers  without  being  dis- 
covered. That  statement  was  received 
by  the  Dublin  jury,  who  did  not  know 
the  neighbourhood,  but  it  would  not 
have  been  received  for  an  instant  by  12 
jurors  drawn  from  the  neighbourhood 
who  would  have  been  familiar  with  the 
character  of  the  locality.  But  no  matter 
how  the  local  jury  in  that  case  had 
arrived  at  their  verdict,  and  no  matter 
what  their  verdict  might  have  been,  if 
they  had  been  drawn  from  the  locality 
it  would  not  have  been  said  that  they 
had,  in  giving  their  verdict,  fallen  into 
error  through  utter  igpiorance  of  the 
locus  in  quo.  Before  a  local  jury,  if  a 
statement  is  made  by  a  witness  which 
violates  their  knowledge  of  the  locality, 
and  violates  their  knowledge  of  the  cir- 
cumstances which  have  occurred  at  the 
time  the  6rime  was  committed,  they  will 
be  able  to  correct  it.  This  is  the  best 
guarantee  we  can  have  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  fairly  and  purely — that 
the  jury  which  tries  a  case  shall  be 
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brought  out  of  the  neighbourhood,  and 
ehall  have  all  the  necessary  local  know- 
ledge, provided  they  are  free  from  pre- 
judice. If  there  is  any  suspicion  of 
their  being  prejudiced,  then  my  Amend- 
ment provides  that  the  prisoner  shall  be 
taken  out  of  the  district  to  Dublin.  That 
is  a  thing  which,  since  the  trial  of 
Palmer,  has  been  found  an  excellent 
provision  in  the  administration  of  the 
law  in  England;  but  that  is  to  be 
abolished  in  Ireland.  Why  is  it  to  be 
abolished  in  Ireland  ?  We  wait  to  hear 
the  arguments  that  are  to  be  used  in 
support  of  the  abolition  of  one  of  the 
oldest  traditions  of  English  trial  by  jury 
— a  characteristic  that  for  1,200  or  1,300 
years  has  been  found  to  work  so  well  in 
England,  and  which  has  only  been  done 
away  with  by  Act  of  Parliament  for  a 
special  purpose,  which  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment has  only  been  availed  of  some  20 
times.  Why  do  you  seek  to  abolish  in 
Ireland  the  principle  for  which  I  am 
pleading  ?  Is  it  because  you  expect  to 
find  jurors  in  Antrim  who  will  have  a 
better  knowledge  of  Kerry  than  a  jury 
taken  from  the  Province  of  Munster, 
and  vice  versd  ?  Suppose  the  person  to 
be  tried  is  a  Kerry  Moonlighter.  He  is 
a  person  whom  we  all  dislike.  I  do  not 
think  the  dislike  of  the  Kerry  Moon- 
lighter is  more  intense  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  than  it  is  on  these  Benches;  but 
the  Kerry  Moonlighters,  as  well  as 
everybody  else,  should  have  justice. 
From  everything  we  hear  from  the  other 
side,  the  £lxecutive  is  anxious  to  give 
him  justice.  That  is  well ;  everyone  is 
entitled  to  have  justice;  but  do  you 
think  that  if  a  young  man  charged  with 
Moonlighting  was  sent  from  Kerry  to  be 
tried  in  Antrim  by  a  jury  of  Orangemen 
he  would  receive  justice?  I  do  not 
think  he  would  any  more  than  I  believe 
that  an  Antrim  Orangeman  would  get 
justice  if  tried  in  Kerry.  **  Oh,"  say 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  "you 
must  trust  to  us."  But  when  was  this 
new  principle  introduced  into  the  British 
Constitution  I  should  like  to  know  ? 
Why,  the  whole  theory  at  the  bottom  of 
the  Constitution  is  that  you  are  not  to 
trust  anybody — you  are  not  to  trust 
Judges,  or  even  the  Crown  itself — but 
are  to  provide  checks  to  prevent  them 
from  going  wrong.  It  is  only  when 
you  have  t£ese  checks  to  prevent  them 
from  going  wrong  that  you  can  trust 
tbem.    And  that  is  all  that  we  want 


now.  We  want  a  check  upon  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown.  We  want  to 
carry  out  the  ordinary,  trite  principles 
of  the  British  Constitution.  We  do  not 
say  that  the  Irish  Law  Officers  will  go 
wrong ;  but  we  want  to  have  the  power 
of  checking  them  if  they  show  a  dis- 
position to  go  wrong.  These  Crown 
Officials  say  to  us — ''  Trust  to  us,  and 
we  will  see  that  everything  is  done  fairly 
and  properly."  I  dare  say  they  are 
sincere  in  what  they  say ;  but  I  do  not 
want  people's  liberty  to  depend  upon 
the  sincerity '  of  those  Gentlemen,  be- 
cause we  know  that  not  infrequently 
men  who  are  sincere  enough  in  their 
convictions  go  very  wrong  in  their  prac- 
tice. We  know  that  we  cannot  always 
prevent  wrong  being  done.  I  ask  the 
Committee  to  allow  this  one  ancient 
princinle  of  the  British  Constitution  to 
be  still  preserved.  Nearly  all  the  rest 
are  gone  from  us.  Preserve  this  one. 
Let  the  trial  take  place  within  the 
locality,  or,  at  any  rate,  in  the  near 
neighbourhood  of  the  place  where  the 
crime  has  been  committed,  where  the 
local  knowledge  exists — where  a  know- 
ledge of  the  prisoners  and  the  places 
exists  on  the  jury  panel.  Act  on  the 
principle  that  prisoners  in  Ireland  are 
entitled  to  the  privileges  that  people  in 
England  possess,  unless  there  are  peculiar 
circumstances  in  the  case,  as  there  were 
in  the  case  of  Palmer ;  and  if  peculiar 
circumstances  do  arise,  then,  as  I  have 
said,  you  can  change  the  venue  to 
Dublin.  But  that  is  not  all;  there  is 
another  of  these  safeguards  of  the  Bri- 
tish Constitution  which  have  been  pro- 
vided by  experience,  and  that  we  have 
drifted  into  by  that  instinct  to  do  right, 
to  which  I  have  already  referred,  which 
is  violated  by  this  Bill.  There  is  an- 
other safeguard  rendered  nugatory,  null, 
and  void,  and  that  is  the  right  of  chal- 
lenging jurymen,  which  is  preserved  by 
law  to  a  prisoner.  The  prisoner  has  a 
right  to  challenge.  The  Crown  has 
also  a  right  to  challenge,  no  doubt. 
After  27  years  of  practice  at  the  Eng- 
lish Bar;  after  having  practised  as  a 
defending  counsel  at  the  English  Bar 
more,  perhaps,  than  any  man  living, 
I  can  say  that  I  have  never  known  the 
Crown  to  exercise  that  right  of  challenge 
in  this  country  to  the  prejudice  of  a 
prisoner.  In  die  whole  of  my  27  years'  * 
experience  I  have  never  known  a  case 
in  this  country  where  there  was  even  a 
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suspicion  of  jury-packing.  I  have  never 
known  a  case  where  the  Crown  has  chal- 
lenged anyone,  and  probably  only  about 
a  dozen  cases  where  jurymen  have  been 
challenged  by  prisoners.  In  this  coun- 
try justice  is  administered  fairly,  and 
neither  the  Crown  nor  the  prisoner  has 
anything  to  complain  of.  The  Crown 
does  not  order  jurymen  to  stand  aside. 
But  what  do  you  find  in  Ireland — what 
did  you  find  in  Sligo  the  other  day, 
what  did  you  find  in  Cork,  and  what 
did  you  find  elsewhere  ?    . 

The  chairman  :  I  fail  to  see  the 
relevancy  of  the  arguments  the  hon. 
Member  is  using  to  the  Amendment  he 
is  proposing. 

Dr.  COMMINS  :  If  you  fail  to  see 
the  relevancy  attaching  to  my  argu- 
ments, Sir,  that  is  entirely  my  fault, 
and  very  much  my  fault,  because  I  am 
sure  there  is  no  one  cleverer  at  seeing 
the  drift  of  an  argument  than  yourself. 
One  sentence  will  show  you  the  rele- 
vancy of  my  remarks,  and  it  is  this,  that 
a  fair  trial  depends  as  much  upon  the 
right  of  challenge  which  the  prisoner 
has  as  anything  else.  That  right  of 
challenging  the  jury  which  a  prisoner 
possesses  secures  to  him  a  fair  trial  in 
Ireland,  more  perhaps  than  anything 
else,  and  if  a  trial  is  removed,  as  I  was 
putting  the  case  just  now,  from  Antrim 
to  Kerry,  or  from  Kerry  to  Antrim, 
where  the  prisoner  does  not  know  a 
single  living  soul  in  the  county,  how 
is  he  to  exercise  his  right  of  challenge  ? 
I  will  take  the  case  of  a  Kerry  Moon- 
lighter— no,  I  will  not  say  a  Moon- 
lighter, but  I  will  say  the  lad  who  was 
sent  to  prison  for  six  months'  recently 
for  printing  a  supposed  seditious  docu- 
ment in  the  office  of  a  Kerry  newspaper. 
Suppose  this  lad  had  the  samo  privilege 
in  Ireland  as  he  would  have  had  if  tried 
in  England — namely,  the  privilege  of 
being  tried  by  his  peers,  and  supposing 
the  trial  was  removed  from  Kerry  to 
Antrim,  how  would  he  be  able  to  pick 
out  the  rabid  Orangeman  who  would 
come  up  to  take  his  place  on  the  jury, 
and  who  needed  only  an  accusation,  and 
no  proof  at  all,  in  order  to  convict  ?  How 
would  this  lad  manage  his  challenges  ? 
He  would  not  know  the  men  who  were 
so  prejudiced  as  to  require  no  proof, 
and  who  were  so  angry  with  him  and 
with  his  political  party  as  to  be  prepared 
to  give  a  conviction  upon  nothing  more 
than  an  accusation.    By  this  change  of 
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venue  the  right  of  challenge  is  abolished. 
That  is  how  I  intended   to  put  it.  Sir, 
and  it  is  entirely  my  fault  that  I  failed 
to  make  the  matter  appear  relevant. 
I  maintain  that  a  man  in  Munater  would 
have  some  chance  of  a  fair  trial  oo  long 
as  the  case  was  kept  in  Munater.     I 
maintain,  further,  that  if  any  tiling  pecu- 
liar occurs  in  the  case  you  may  take  it 
from   Munster  to  Dublin.       I  protest 
against  the  idea  that  retaining  a  case 
in  the  Province  in  which  the  crime  has 
occurred  is  likely  to  g^ve  a  man  a  par- 
tial jury.   Take  a  Kerry  Moonlighter  to 
Waterford,  and  he  will  get  very  little 
consideration  there,   although   he   will 
get  justice.      The  connection   between 
neighbouring  counties  will  be  sufficient 
to  enable  the  accused   to   exercise  his 
Constitutional  right  of  challenge ;  but 
if  the  venue  is  changed  from  one  end  of 
Ireland  to  the  other,  the  prisoner  maybe 
placed    in  the  midst   of  a  population 
hostile  to  him,  and  he  may  be  utterly 
incapable    of   exercising  his    right  of 
challenge.    Primd  faeie^  then  I  say,  by 
the   power  which  this   clause  gives,  a 
prisoner  will  be  utterly  deprived  of  his 
right  of  challenge.      My  Amendment 
will  enable  him  to  exercise  that  right ; 
and  I  provide  against  anything  unfair 
happening  by  saying  that  if  you  move 
a  man  up  to  Dublin  the  Executive  will 
be  able  to  get  a  jury  of  their  own  sort 
— at  all  events,  they  will  be  able  to  get 
one  which  is  not  prejudiced  in  favour  of 
the  prisoner.     That  is  my  argument.    I 
say  confine  your  removal  of  venue  to  the 
Provinces.     In  the  Provinces  there  is 
enough  local  knowledge  to  render  the 
right  of  challenge  that  the  prisoner  has 
something  actual  and  something  real; 
but  if  you  do  not  confine  the  removal  to 
the  Provinces  you  abolish  surreptitiously 
the  right  of  challenge  which  the  prisoner 
possesses,  and  which  I  hold  to  be  one 
of  the  best  provisions   of  the  British 
Constitution.    I  say  do  not  abolish  that, 
but  restrict  the  right  of  removal  to  fair 
and  proper  limits.  Bestrict  it  to  the  Pro- 
vinces and  from  the  Provinces  to  Dublin, 
and  when  you  have  done  that  you  will 
have  secured  a  fair  trial  in  every  case  and 
a  jury  that  certainly  will  not  be  prejudiced 
in  favour  of  the  prisoner.      I  think  I 
have  gone  over  the  whole  argument.    I 
never  expected  for  one  moment  either 
to  interest    Gentlemen  opposite  or  to 
secure  their  approval.     I  have  been  too 
long  in  this  House  to  flintier  myself  that 
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I  am  able  either  to  conyince  or  to  per- 
suade hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.  It  is  very  hard  indeed  for  a 
Member  on  these  Benches  to  imagine 
that  he  is  able  to  do  that.  Though  I 
offer  these  observations  to  the  House, 
they  are  practically  not  intended  for  the 
purpose  of  convincing  the  Treasury 
Bench,  but  they  are  intended  for  hon. 
Members  of  this  House,  some  of  whom 
have  still,  I  hope,  an  open  mind  upon 
these  questions.  My  observations  are 
intended  for  those  hon.  Gentlemen  and 
for  the  country.  We  have  been  told  over 
and  over  again  that  we  have  to  impugn 
this  Act  before  the  country,  if  it  is  pos- 
sible to  do  so,  because  the  case  is  being 
tried  even  more  palpably  and  openly  in 
the  country  than  it  is  being  tried  here. 
We  have  the  public  Press  teeming  with 
arguments  that  I  find  repeated  almost 
verbatim,  and  with  an  accuracy  that  is 
creditable  to  their  memories,  by  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  of  the  Tory  Party. 
We  find  not  later  than  this  day  a  letter 
paraded  in  the  papers  from  a  right  hon. 
Uentleman,  writing  from  Bochdale,  in 
which  attention  is  called  to  this  very 
fact  to  which  I  have  referred — namely, 
that  there  are  a  body  of  people  in 
Ulster  hostile  to  the  rest  of  the  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seems  to  be 
BO  ignorant  of  the  facts  he  is  writing 
about,  that  he  describes  what  he  calls 
the  loyal  population  of  Ireland  at  about 
one-third  of  the  population  of  the  coun- 
try. The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  talking 
in  that  strain,  scarcely  deserves  notice, 
and  he  certainly  would  not  receive  it  if 
his  utterances  were  confined  to  his  letter 
of  to-day,  and  if  it  were  not  for  his 
previous  services  to  the  State.  But 
when  we  find  such  statements  put  for- 
ward as  are  put  forward  by  this  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  Ulster  is  a  dif- 
ferent nation,  that  the  feelings  of 
Ulster  are  alienated  from  the  rest  of  Ire- 
land, that  it  constitutes  practically  a 
hostile  population ;  and  when  powers 
are  asked  for  by  the  framers  of  this  Bill 
to  transfer  cases  from  Cork  or  Kerry  or 
Waterf ord  or  Carlow  to  Ulster,  where 
the  people  are  described  as  aliens,  I  say 
that  the  Oommittee  must  see  the  neces- 
sity for  my  Amendment.  We  are  told 
that  the  Ulster  people  have  hostile 
feelings,  that  they  will  not  submit  to 
common  government  with  the  rest  of 
Ireland ;  and  when  powers  such  as  are 
contained  in  this  clause  are  claimed,  it 


is  time  I  say  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
public  to  the  arguments  used  in  support 
of  the  authors  of  this  measure,  and  to 
turn  these  arguments  round  against 
those  who  use  them.  I  say,  if  it  is  a 
fact — as  this  right  hon.Gentleman  writing 
from  Bochdale  declares  it  is — that 
Ulster  is  hostile  to  the  rest  of  Ireland, 
and  is,  in  fact,  a  foreign  order  in  Ire- 
land, I  ask  with  what  show  of  justice  is 
power  claimed  by  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
and  the  Treasury  Bench  to  transfer  the 
trial  of  people  from  Kerry  and  Water- 
ford,  from  Cork,  or  Clare,  or  Galway,  to 
Belfast,  or  other  parts  of  Ulster  ?  With 
what  show  of  justice  or  fair  play  do  the 
Government  seek  powers  to  send  these 
young  women  from  Bodyke  for  trial  be- 
fore juries  selected  in  Ulster  ?  In  this 
matter  I  appeal  to  the  instinct  of  fair 
play  of  the  people  of  England — I  appeal 
to  the  sense  of  what  is  right  in  criminal 
jurisprudence  which  has  been  nurtured 
by  centuries  of  fair  trial.  I  trust  that 
their  instinct  of  fair  play  will  revolt 
against  this  attempt  to  deprive  the 
people  of  Ireland  of  the  simplest,  com- 
monest, and  plainest  guarantee  which 
the  people  have  for  fair  play  and  justice 
in  trials  in  this  country. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  29,  after  the  word  "  oertifi- 
cate,' '  to  insert  the  words,  'Provided  always  that 
nothing  in  this  Act  shall  empower  the  removal 
of  any  trial  from  any  of  the  four  provinces  to 
anywhere  outside  of  such  provinces,  except  the 
County  of  the  City  of  Duhlm." — {Dr,  Commins.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Roscommon  (Dr. 
Commins)  who  moved  this  Amendment 
will  not  think  I  am  guilty  of  any  dis- 
courtesy if  in  reply  to  his  observations 
I  do  not  occupy  anything  like  the  length 
of  time  which  he  took  in.  introducing 
his  proposal.  He  has  had  a  great  ad- 
vantage in  moving  his  Amendment, 
because  he  seems  to  have  come  fresh  to 
the  House  at  a  rather  advanced  hour  of 
the  evening,  and  does  not  seem  to  be 
aware  of  the  fact  that  this  clause  is  now 
under  discussion  for  the  second  day,  and 
that  every  argument  he  has  adduced  has 
already  been  brought  forward  again  and 
again.    Of  oourse  coming  in,  as  he  doesi 
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not  having  taken  any  provious  part  in  the 
rather  protracted   debates  which  have 
occurred  on  this  clause,  he  possesses  a 
great  deal  of   energy,  and  is  able  to 
speak  at  great  length.     He  is  to   be 
congratulated,  because  now,  on  the  11th 
or  12  th  night  of  the  Committee  on  this 
Bill,  he  has  succeeded,  at  this  late  hour 
of  the  evening,  in  making  the  longest 
speech  that  has  been  delivered  up  to 
this  point.     As  regards  the  particular 
Amendment  the  hon.  Member  has  moved 
there  has  been  one  advantage  to  me  in  his 
speech,  because  he  has  always  contrived 
to  answer  his  own  arguments  two  or  three 
sentences  later  on.    In  the  beginning  of 
his  speech  he  showed  that  Dublin  was 
the  worst  venue  in  all  Ireland  as  far  as 
criminals  were  concerned.  He  submitted 
that  we  should  rest  satisfied  with  the 
opportunity  of  changing  the  venue  to 
Dublin  for    the   reason    that  trial    of 
prisoners    there     would    lead    to    the 
certainty  of  a  conviction.      He  would 
have  us  think  that,  in  this  way,  he  is 
making  a  most  extraordinary  concession 
to  us.     But  then  he  went  on  to  say  that 
in  Dublin  everything  occurs  in  the  light 
of  day,  and  that  everything  was  pub- 
lished.     But  he  forgot  that   his  own 
Amendment  enables  a  change  of  venue 
to  take  place  from  one  county  to  another 
in  the  same  Province,  and  I  suppose  the 
light  of  publicity  is  to  be  found  no  more 
in  one  part  of  a  Province  than  in  an- 
other, and  no  more  in  one  Province  than 
in  another  Province.     He  then  fell  back 
on  another  argument,  and  said  that  what 
he  wanted  was  that  those  changes  should 
be  more  or  less  local,  as  it  is  very  de- 
sirable indeed  that   a  prisoner  should 
know  something  of  the  jurors  before 
whom  his  case  is  to  be  brought,  so  that 
he  might  be  able  to  challenge.    If  a 
Moonlighter  from  Kerry  were  to  be  tried 
the  hon.   Gentleman   said  let  him  be 
taken  to  Waterford ;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  not  overlook  the  fact  that  the 
divisions  of  Province  are  purely  arti- 
ficial, and  that  you  may  take  a  prisoner 
from  the  extreme  end  of  one  county  to 
the  extreme  end  of  another — it  might 
be  with  other  counties  intervening — and 
that  this  would,  to  all  intents  and  pur- 

E OSes,  be  taking  him  into  a  strange  neigh- 
ourhood.  It  would  be  possible  to  change 
a  case  from  Donegal  to  Belfast,  or  from 
Donegal  to  Downpatrick,  between  which 
places  there  is  very  little  connection; 
and  then  it  would  be  impossible  to  take 
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a  case  from  Donegal  to  either  Leitrim 
or  Sligo,  although  the  counties  adjoio, 
and  there  is  great  community  of  interest 
between  them.  Whatever  other  Amend- 
ments may  be  moved  with  regard  to 
restricting  the  change  of  venue,  I 
must  say  there  is  nothing  logical  in  the 
hon.  Member's  proposal,  or  in  the  arga- 
ments  by  which  he  has  supported  it  I 
trust  the  Committee  will  not  accept  this 
Amendment,  and  will  not  consider  it 
necessary  to  go  to  a  Division. 

Mb.  DILLON  (^Mayo,  E.):  I  am 
rather  surprised  that  the  Government 
do  not  assent  to  this  Amendment  con- 
sidering what  is  the  preamble  of  the 
clause  we  are  now  discussing — namely— 

'*  Whereas  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  law 
relating  to  the  place  of  trial  of  offences  com- 
pitted  in  Ireland,  for  secnrinff  more  fair  and 
impartial  trials,  and  for  relieving  jurors  from 
danger  to  their  lives,  property,  and  business." 

Now,  the  object,  we  are   told   of  this 
clause  is  to  secure  more  fair  and  impar- 
tial trials.    Has  the  Government,  at  any 
stage  on  the  debates  upon   this  Bill, 
either  in  the  second  reading,  or  in  the 
debates    upon    this  clause,    alleged  or 
endeayoured  to  maintain   the  position 
that  a  fair  and  impartial  trial  cannot  be 
had  for  all  sorts  of  crimes  in  Ireland  in 
the  City  of  Dublin  ?    This  is  really  a 
matter  of  the  first  importance.    It  is  be- 
cause we  know  well  that  in  the  City  of 
Dublin  for  upwards  of  100  years  yon 
have  had  a  series  of  trials  of  a  political 
and  agrarian  character,  and  no  one  has 
ever  heard  it  alleged  in  this  House  that 
there  has  ever  been  a  failure  of  justice 
there.    But,  Sir,  our  case  is  a  great  deal 
stronger  than  that,  because  under  the 
clause  that  we  have  just   passed,  the 
Government  can  bring  these  cases  before 
special  juries  in  the  City  of  Dublin,  and 
do  they  mean  to  say  that  a  fair  and  im- 
partial   trial    as    tiiiey  have  intimated 
cannot  be  had  by  packing  a  special  jury 
out  of  the  City  of  Dublin  ?     There  is  no 
use  mincing  matters  with  respect  to  this 
clause.     We  know  perfectly  well  what 
we  want  to  avoid,  and  I  g^reatly  fear 
that    the   Government  know  perfectly 
well  what  they  want  to  obtain.  We  want 
to  avoid  the  special  jury  panel  of  the 
County  of  Dublin ;  and  I  can  oonoeifd 
no  motive  for  the  Government  in  per- 
sisting in  the  refusal  of  this  most  rea- 
sonable and  moderate  Amendment,  ex- 
cept this,  that  they  desire  to  retain  power 
to  send  their  political  opponents  in  li^ 
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land  before  the  special  jury  panel  of  the 
County  of  Dublin  or  of  Belfast.  Of 
course,  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to  pass 
a  provision  taking  away  from  the  Go- 
yernment  the  power  of  changing  the 
yenue  from  any  of  the  three  Southern 
Provinces  to  the  Province  of  Ulster.  But 
even  if  the  G-ovemment  had  consented 
to  that,  it  would,  in  my  opinion,  have 
loft  the  matter  very  much  as  it  now 
stands;  because  so  long  as  they  have 
power  to  go  before  a  special  jury  panel 
in  Dublin,  with  the  powers  of  jury  pack- 
ing which  they  possess,  it  is  ridiculous 
to  suppose  that  they  would  want  any 
further  power.  We  have  heard  a  great 
deal  of  mock  heroics  talked  outside,  and 
I  dare  say  we  shall  hear  a  great  deal 
talked  here  about  the  hardship  that  will 
be  inflicted  by  Sub- section  *2  of  this 
clause.  Why,  Sub-section  2  is  a  piece 
of  supererogation.  You  do  not  want 
that  if  you  have  power  to  go  before  a 
special  jury.  There  is  no  tribunal  before 
which  a  man  who  is  suspected  of  being 
an  Irish  peasant,  or  who  is  suspected  of 
sympathizing  with  an  Irish  farmer,  or 
who  is  suspected  of  holding  Home  Rule 
or  National  views  in  Ireland — there  is 
no  tribunal  in  the  world  worse  for  such 
a  man  to  go  before  than  a  packed  jury 
out  of  the  panel  of  the  County  of  Dublin ; 
and  it  is  a  perfect  fallacy  and  simple 
nonsense  to  talk  about  leaving  out  the 
2nd  sub-section  of  this  clause.  The  real 
point  is,  are  you  to  bring  Irish  peasants, 
and  those  who  sympathize  with  them, 
before  a  packed  jury  out  of  the 
panel  of  the  County  of  Dublin  ; 
because  if  you  are,  you  need  not 
go  on  any  further — you  need  do 
nothing  more.  Talk  about  trial  before 
a  Commission  of  Irish  Judges !  I  would 
20,000  times  rather  stand  my  trial  before 
a  Commission  of  Irish  Judges  than  go 
before  a  packed  jury  in  the  County  of 
Dublin.  Talk  about  a  change  of  venue 
from  Ireland  to  England !  I  would 
100,000  times  rather  be  tried  by  a  jury 
of  Englishmen  than  go  before  a  jury  of 
the  County  of  Dublin,  who  hate  the 
ground  I  walk  on,  and  who  do  not  want 
evidence,  but  would  be  content  to  con- 
vict me  out  of  the  newspapers.  I  say 
that  if  this  clause  stands  as  it  is  now 
framed,  and  if  prisoners  of  the  class  I 
have  referred  to  are  to  be  sent  before 
these  juries  for  trial,  you  might  just  as 
well  insert  a  short  clause  in  the  Bill  de- 
claring that  every  Nationalist  is  guilty 

VOL.  CCCXV.    [thibd  series.] 


of  any  crime  the  Lord  Lieutenant  may 
choose  to  impute  to  him. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) : 
I  am  not  sanguine  that  the  Government 
will  accept  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  At  an  early  period  of  the 
evening  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes),  in  replying  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles 
Russell),  said  that  reasonable  Amend- 
ments had  been  proposed  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen sitting  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Benches,  and  by  others ;  but  in  making 
that  admission  he  seemed  to  forget  that 
not  a  single  one  of  those  reasonable 
Amendments  had  been  accepted,  conse- 
quently I  am  not  very  sanguine  that 
this  Amendment  will  be  accepted.  The 
Government  have  to  thank  themselves 
for  our  being  compelled  to  bring  for- 
ward this  proposal,  because  the  measure 
is  drafted  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  it 
necessary  to  put  forward  such  attempts 
as  these  in  order  to  make  it  a  reasonable 
measure.  It  is  a  singular  thing  that, 
since  the  Whitsuntide  Holidays,  not  a 
single  Amendment  has  been  accepted 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  though 
Amendments  much  more  reasonable  than 
some  submitted  earlier  on,  and  accepted, 
have  been  proposed.  The  Amendment 
before  the  Committee  now  merely  asks 
that  the  peasants  of  Ireland  may  not  be 
placed  before  juries  who  are  picked  out 
and  selected  because  of  their  political 
opinions.  We  ask  that  the  peasants 
from  Kerry  may  not  be  sent  before  a 
jury  selected  from  a  panel  of  Antrim  or 
Belfast.  We  hear  a  great  deal  from  hon. 
Gentlemen  sitting  on  the  opposite  side 
of  the  House  with  regard  to  want  of 
respect  for  law  and  order  in  Ireland; 
but  we  contend  that  the  very  action  they 
are  now  taking  will  render  it  impossible 
for  the  people  of  Ireland  to  respect  law 
and  order  when  administered  in  this 
spirit.  What  is  more  contrary  to  the 
spirit  of  law  and  order  than  to  place  a 
political  or  agrarian  prisoner  before  a 
jury  of  political  partizans?  I  would  say 
it  would  be  much  better  not  to  go  beforo 
a  jury  at  all,  but  to  declare  a  man  guilty 
at  once,  because  conviction,  under  such 
circumstances,  is  simply  a  foregone  con- 
clusion. We  hear  a  great  deal  about 
the  people  of  Ulster  not  being  in  sym- 
pathy with  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  of  Ireland ;  but  we,  Sir,  know 
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that  we  have  the  majority  of  the  people 
of  Ulster  with  us.  But  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  if  the  venue  of  these 
trials  is  moved  to  Ulster  the  Executive 
will  not  seek  a  jury  out  of  the  ordinary 
jury  panel,  but  will  seek  one  from  the 
special  jury  list ;  and  those  special  juries 
are  all  of  them  either  Orangemen  or 
Freemasons.  Freemasonry  in  this  coun- 
try has  little  political  significance,  but 
in  Ireland  it  is  quite  the  reverse ;  and 
we  know  from  experience,  and  from  the 
Seport  of  the  Commission  appointed 
by  the  present  Government,  what  an 
Orangeman  means  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land. Now,  there  is  little  or  no  intimi- 
dation of  jurors  in  Leinster,  Munster,  or 
Oonnaught—of  any  class  of  jurors  who 
oonsoientiously  enaeavour  to  discharge 
their  duties.  There  is  no  such  thing  as 
intimidation  of  jurors  where  the  law  is 
conscientiously  administered ;  and  it  is 
a  rare  case,  indeed,  to  find  such  intimi- 
dation when  the  law  is  not  being  con- 
scientiously administered.  As  I  said,  I 
am  not  sanguine  that  the  Oovemment 
will  accept  this  Proviso,  which  we  think 
absolutely  necessary  for  safeguarding 
the  interests  of  the  people.  Nevertheless, 
it  is  our  bounden  duty  to  test  the  views 
of  the  Committee  upon  the  matter. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &Q.) :  I  think  the  effect  of  this 
Amendment  is  the  same  as  one  I  have 
lower  down. 

An  hon.  Mbmbsb  :  No  ;  that  is  not  so. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
hope  when  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  is  placed  upon 
the  Irish  Bench  he  will  not  treat  a  pri- 
soner that  may  be  brought  before  him 
with  the  same  levity,  and  the  same  con- 
tempt, which  he  showed  to-night  to  the 
arguments  of  the  Eepresentatives  of  the 
Irish  people.  He  himself  is  elected  to 
this  House  by  an  extremely  restricted 
constituency,  and  he  hardly  thought  it 
worth  his  while  to  advance  a  single 
argument  against  this  most  important 
proposition  of  my  hon.  Friend.  The 
matter  is  one  of  most  vital  importance 
to  those  who  do  not  represent  restricted 
constituencies.  It  is  of  vital  consequence 
to  three  Provinces,  at  least,  in  Ireland — 
I  do  not  say  it  is  of  so  much  consequence 
to  Ulster.    I  do  not  suppose  that  the 

S resent  Government,  who  have  nearly 
alf  the  Ulstermen  to  support  them, 
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would  risk  offending  the  people  of  Ulster 
by  sending  down  cases  from  that  Pro- 
vince to  be  tried  in  Cork  or  Oalway.    I 
do  not  suppose  there  is  a  precedent  for 
such  a  thing  as  that.     The  only  shadow 
of  an  argument  advanced  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  was  this — that 
the  County  of  Donegal  is  nearer  to  Sligo 
than  Belfast ;  but  it  is  true  that  if  yon 
wish  to  change  the  venue  from  Donegal 
the  proper  place  to  send  a  man  to  would 
be  Belfast.    At  the  same  time,  it  would 
be  a  most  unreasonable  thing  to  send  a 
man  from  Cork  or  from  Kerry  to  Belfast 
for  trial.     We  do  not  object  so  much  to 
the  venue  being  changed  to  the  City  of 
Dublin,  for  there  is  an  enormous  con- 
stituency there,  although  an  exceedingly 
large  proportion  holds  opinions  diame- 
trioally  opposed  to  those  of  the  great 
mass  of  the  people  of  Ireland,  or  those 
of  the  population  of  three  and  a-half  of 
the  Provinces.    We  wish  to  prevent  the 
people  of  Galway  and  Mayo,  and  so  on, 
irom  being  sent  for  trial   into   totally 
foreign  regions,  so  to  speak,  such  as  the 
City  of  Belfast.     That,  I  think,  is  a  fair 
proposal  to  make.  This  is  not  peculiarly 
a  question  affecting  the  Irish  nation,  bat 
the  point  as  to  where  a  case  shall  be 
tried  has  been  held  of  great  importance 
both  in  England  and  in  France.     There 
is  a  notable  case  which  occurred  in  Eng- 
land of  which  I  would  remind  the  Com- 
mittee— the  case  of  Governor  Eyre.    He 
was  advised — and  advised  by  a  very  able 
solicitor — to  go  and  domicile  himself  in 
one  of  the  Midland  counties  when  he 
came  to  England,  because  there  he  would 
be  sure  of  an  aristocratic  and  Con6er?a- 
tive  jury.  He  followed  that  advice,  and, 
as  a  result,  he  was  acquitted.     A  very 
different  result  might  have  happened  if 
Governor  Eyre  had  allowed  himself  to 
be  tried  in  one  of  our  large  Badical 
centres.     Then,  again,  in  France  it  wu 
considered  a  great  point  for  Prince  Na- 
poleon when  his  trial  was  fixed  to  take 
place  at  Tours,  where  there  was  an  aris- 
tocratic population  favourable   to   the 
Empire.    Prince  Napoleon  was  tried  for 
his  life,  I  believe,  and  it  was  considered 
a  very  great  point  that  he  was  able  to 
have  the  trial  amongst   a  favourable 
population.    What  we  want  to  arrive  at 
is  this — that  we  should  not  be  able  to 
pass  certain  limits  in  changing  your 
venue  limitations  which  have  been  veiy 
well  known  i|i  Irelaind  for  a  long  time— 
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the  limits  of  LeinBter,  Oonnaugbt,  and 
Munster.  The  Conservative  and  the  so- 
called  Liberal  Unionist  journals  every 
day  point  out  the  enormous  difiference 
between  Ulster  and  the  other  Pro- 
vinces. Well,  we  want  to  establish 
that,  and  in  the  same  way  we  object 
to  having  our  people  tried  in  England 
or  Scotland,  because  we  conceive  that 
serious  damage  will  be  done  to  pri- 
soners if  they  are  taken  out  of  their 
own  Province.  But  we  are  willing  to 
allow  that  there  are  certain  important 
cases  which,  perhaps,  ought  to  be  tried  in 
the  heart  of  the  country ;  and  we  there- 
fore propose  in  this  Amendment  to  allow 
the  Executive  to  take  cases  to  the  County 
of  the  City  of  Dublin.  We  say  to  the 
Government,  rest  satified  with  the  Pro- 
vinces of  Ireland,  the  least  of  which  has 
five  counties  in  it.  We  say,  try  prisoners 
in  the  heart  of  the  country — in  what  has 
always  been  the  chief  town  of  the 
country.  We  say,  go  before  the  City  of 
Dublin  where  there  are  some  people  conv? 
nected  with  the  land,  but  where  ^y^^ 
types  of  landlord  and  tenant  arg^much 
less  bitter  than  they  are  in  Be|^£^^  ^^^ 
other  parts  of  Ulster  if  yov^  Yike  '  We 
say,  do  not  take  ewes  ir^^  the'South 
and  West  of  Ireland  to  Belfast,  where 
there  is  strong  antipath-^^gt^^e^  people 
of  the  two  rehgions.  'J'^^e  ^Iso  say,  do 
not  let  this  matter  bef^^eated  in  the  con- 
temptuous manner  ^^^  ^j^j^j^^  j^.  ^^  ^een 
treated  up  to  the^  ^^^^  I  ^sk  how 
would  an  Ulster JJj:  n^an  like  to  be 
sent  to  New  ^^^^  %^  trial ;  yet  I 
believe  many  pc^pie  in  Galway  would 
think  they  wouij^  ^^t  a  fairer  trial  there 
than  they  woi^j^  ^^  the  hands  of  some 
Ulster  ]urors.  - 

Sir  ^^EOEJqe  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, ac.) :  J  j^^^e  an  Amendment  on 
the  same  P^^^ciple  as  that  which  is  before 
the  Committ^^  only  in  a  mitigated  form, 
and  I  woulcj[  ^^l  that  something  of  the 


ia    J 


kind  shoulc^ij^  accepted.  WhatT:  would 
propose  IS  practice  somewhat  similar 
to  that  m  /  existence  in  England  and 
Scc^land.  j-  ^^  ^^^t  know  the  detaUs  as 
to  England,'  ^^^t  in  Scotland  if  you  wish 
to  move  a  ca^  ^^^^  ^  t  of  the  country 
where  you  d^  ^^^t  think  there  is  likely  to 
be  a  fair  tnaPj  ^^  j^  to  the  Central 
Criminal  Coi^J^  .^^  Edinburgh.  That 
was  the  courT  ^  followed  in  the  case  of 
the  Scotch  cr^  £terfl,  and  I  hope  that  that 
18  a  course  wh^^^j^  ^^  commend  itself  to 
the  right  ton.^t-^^^^^e^^^  the  Chief  Se- 


cretary  for  Ireland,  who  is  a  Scotchman » 
inasmuch  as  it  is  the  well-established 
practice  in  Scotland.     It  seems  to  me  a 
monstrous  proposal  to  take  a  Nationalist 
for  trial  from,  say,  the  South  of  Ireland 
to  Belfast,  or  to  take  an  Uisterman  for 
trial  to  Kerry.    I  will  not  throw  asper- 
sions upon  the  honour  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned   Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  whoever  he    may 
be ;  but  we  must  bear  in  mind  that  the 
Irish  Attorney  General  is  not    a  per- 
manent official,  and  that  he  is  a  Member 
of  the  Executive  Government,  and  that 
as  such  it  is  necessary  for  him  to  act  in 
an  administrative  capacity.     I  maintain, 
therefore,  that  it  is  unfair  to  put  in  his 
hands  as  a  prosecutor  and  a  Member  of 
the  Executive  the  power  of  declaring 
that  a  trial  shall  be  remoyed  to  a  county 
selected  by  him,  and.TH)t*to  tWCentral 
Criminal  Courts-it's  is  the  practice  in 
EnglaniisffciS'Scotland.     I  do  hope  that 
*^S  Government  will  consider  this  a  re- 
^asonable  Amendment,  and  that  some  con- 
cession will  be  made.     It  seems    that 
this  is  the  more  necessary,  because  a 
little  further  on  there  is  an  ambiguity  in 
the  matter.     As  the  Government  pro- 
pose  that  the  law    should   stand   the 
Attorney  General  forlrelandmay  propose 
one  place  for  the  trial  and  the  defen- 
dant may  propose  another,  and  appa- 
rently the  Court  is  not  to  exercise  a  dis- 
cretion in  the  matter,  but  it  is  to  choose 
between  the  two,  so  that  if  the  Crown 
proposes  Belfast,  and  the  defendant  pro- 
poses Kerry,  owing  to  the  ambiguity  of 
the  wording  of  the  clause,  it  seems  as  if 
the  Court  were  to  be  bound  to  decide 
between  the  two,  and  could  not  select 
some     intermediate    place.    ^  But    the 
real  point  is  whether  you  will  allow  a 
man  from  one  place  to  be  taken  to  an- 
other where  extreme  views  against  his 
party  may  prevail,   instead   of  taking 
these   cases    to    the    Central  Criminal 

Court. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  If 
the  Government  were  disposed  to  look 
upon  any  proposition  in  a  reasonable 
spirit  they  surely  would  think  this  a 
reasonable  one,  and  would  accept  it.  I 
do  not  think  the  most  ferocious  partizan 
—the  most  disreputable  and  sanguinary 
partizan — ^in  Ireland  would  allege  that 
the  state  of  any  Province  is  such  that 
within  the  four  comers  of  that  Province 
you  could  not  find  some  jury  to  have 
something  like  a  regard  to  the  saoredness 
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of  their  oath.  Let  me  point  out  that  our 
apprehensions  on  this  subject  are  not  at 
all  imaginary.     We  have  had  some  ex- 
perience on  this  question  in  the  past, 
for  let  me  point  out  to  the  House  that 
this  protection  which  is  interposed  in 
this  clause — this  protection  of  the  High 
Court    to    which    the    defendant    may 
appeal  if  an  improper  or  unreasonable 
venue  is  selected— has  in  the  past  been 
found  perfectly  futile.  There  was  a  case 
which  excited  great  interest  in  this  coun- 
try and  in  Ireland,  and  as  to  which 
Party  feeling  was  very  strong  indeed. 
It  was  a  case  in  which  the  famous  Mr. 
George  Bolton  brought  an  action  against 
a  Member  of  this  House — Mr.  William 
O'Brien.  In  that  case  Mr.  George  Bolton 
laid  his  venue  in  the  County  of  Antrim 
— practically  in  the  Borough  of  Belfast 
— tliouga*oi  cotttnv^^^s  everybody  knew, 
the    offence    had    bSfcr»..^jgommitted    in 
Dublin.      Well,  Sir,   whatUlgij^ned ? 
In  that  case  Mr.   O'Brien  wen«?d^j;v 
naturally  to  the  High  Court  in  Ireland 
and  said — **It  is  a  monstrously  unfair 
thing  that  my  opponent  here  should  be 
permitted  to  lay  the  venue  among  my 
enemies  in  Belfast.     That  is   not  fair 
play,  and  I  ask  the  High  Court  to  exer- 
cise the  power  which  is  always  exercised 
in  such  cases,  the  power  of  changing  the 
venue."    But,  Sir,  as  we  might  expect 
from  our  experience  of  its  action  in  Ire- 
land, the  High  Court  had  the  highest 
opinion  of  Belfast  jurors,  and  refused  to 
chance  the  venue,  and  their  decision  was 
upheld  by  the  Court  of  Appeal,  with  the 
result  that  of  course  Mr.  O'Brien,  so  far 
as    a    Belfast    jury    could  do  it,    was 
mulcted  in    heavy    damages,   notwith- 
standing that  he  had  proved  his  case 
over  and  over  against  this  Mr.  George 
Bolton.     I  say  that  experience  of  that 
kind  shows  conclusively  that  the  protec- 
tion given  by  this  clause  of  an  appeal 

to  the  High  Court  is  entirely  illusory 

it  is  a  hollow  shield,  and  gives  the  de- 
fendant no  protection  whatsoever,  and 
it  would  be  open  to  the  Crown  in  Ire- 
land—if they  should  take  it  into  their 
heads  to  do  so — to  bring  up  their  poli- 
tical opponents  and  try  them  in  hostile 
venues,  such  as  we  say  exists  at  Belfast. 
Now,  Sir,  I  confess  that  I  am  surprised 
that  our  arguments  on  this  point  are  not 
listened  to  with  more  respect  in  that 
quarter  of  the  House,  because  we  are 
constantly  told  by  a  certain  class  of 
Members  that  Ireland  consists  of  two 

Jir.  Maurice  Eealy 


races,  and  that  one  lives  up  in  Ulster, 
while  the  other  race  lives  in  the  South, 
and   that   the   most  deplorable    conse- 
quences would  follow  if  those  two  races 
are  brought  into  conflict  together.     Is  it 
not  a  monstrous  thing  that  gentlemen 
who  profess  or  pretend  to  hold   these 
views  should  declare  that  as    between 
members  of  these  two  races,  who  may  be 
supposed  to  be  in  conflict,  they  should  con- 
sider it  fair  that  members  of  the  one  race 
should  be  taken,  say,  from  Munster,  and 
practically  tried  by  their  enemies  in  the 
Province  of  Ulster.     Now,   Sir,   let  me 
point  out  another  thing.     Of  course,  it 
may  be  said  that  we  argue  the  contrary 
of  this,  and  that  an  argument  founded 
on  this  allegation  does  not  come  with  a 
good    grace   from   us.     The   hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  England  (Sir  Richard  Webster] 
told  us  a  while  ago  on  another  Amend- 
ment that  it  is  our  boast  that  a  majority 
of  the  Ulster  men  are  decided  Nation- 
;Hsts.     That  is  so ;  but  let  me  point  out 
whWvis  the  real  state  of  things.     Ulster 
is  Naobrnalist  so  far  as  regards  the  ma- 
jority ofl^s  inhabitants.     That  is  our 
allegation. ^^^But,  in  the  first  place,  the 
panels  of  julfrors — both    the   panel   of 
special  jurors  l^i^cl  the  panel    of  com- 
mon jurors — do  Skot  in  any  sense  repre- 
sent the  populatiofe  of  Ulster.     Under 
the  old  franchise  e^R^ry  man  who  had  a 
valuation  of  £12  haflka  vote;  but  in  30 
out  of  the  32  counties^j^ou  could  not  put 
a  man  even  upon  the  coiBpnion  jury  unless 
he  had  a  valuation  of^£40,  and   that 
shows  that  in  Ulster  the^ury  would  be 
drawn  from  persons  not 
thinking.     The  holdings 
very  small,  for  the  land  hj 
divided  very  largely,  and 
the  tenants  have  rents  of 
than  £12,  so  that  even  the  c( 
is  drawn  from  persons  who  ai 
us,  and  who  are  our  politic 
That  being  so,  I  do  think  tl 
ment  might  have  yielded  in 
this  Amendment.     It  is  idle 

as  regards  any  of  the  four  P! 

Ireland  it  is  not  possible  fc^r  them  to 
find,  in  some  comer  of  eaobt  Province, 
some  place  where  they  could/^  not  find  a 
jury  panel  out  of  which,  witl-A  their  faci- 
lities, they  would  not  be  aljjle  to  get  a 
jury  to  ensure  a  conviction.  *  They  have 
boasted  of  it-— that  even  ui^der  the  pre- 
sent system  the  law  was  perJ^'ectly  capable 

^^  Assizes, 


our  way  of 

kn  Ulster  are 

been  sub- 

rery  few  of 

[xnuch  more 

[mmon  jurj 

hostile  to 

enemies. 

Qx)vern- 

iference  to 

say  that 

)vinces  of 


1513 


Criminal  Law 


{JxTiTE  9,  1887)  Amendment  {Ireland)  Bill.     1514 


owing  to  the  facilities  of  inter-provincial 
change  of  venue  which  this  Bill  would 
give ;  and  all  we  ask  of  themisto  acknow- 
ledge that  within  the  four  corners  of 
each  of  the  four  Provinces  there  is,  at 
least,  one  spot  where  they  can  get  a  jury 
to  try  a  prisoner  to  their  liking.  They 
should  give  effect  to  that,  and  to  their 
experience  of  it. 

Mb.  COLERIDGE  (Sheffield,  Atter- 
cliffe) :  I  know,  Mr.  Courtney,  how  vain 
it  is  to  expect  that  any  suggestion  from 
this  side  of  the  House  will  he  accepted 
by  the  Government :  but  I  gather  that 
the  only  reason  for  opposition  to  the 
Amendment  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  is  that  they  do  desire 
to  take  the  Nationalists  of  the  South 
and  try  them  by  juries  in  the  North. 
Whatever  maybe  the  future  of  Ireland— 
under  whatever  system  Ireland  may  be 
governed  in  future,  whether  by  a  sepa- 
rate Parliament  or  by  National  Councils, 
I  should  have  thought  that  any  man 
who  had  a  desire  for  the  prosperity  and 
happiness  of  that  country  would  wish 
to  bury  as  much  as  he  could  the  ani- 
mosities that  at  present  run  there ;  and 
I  should  have  thought  that  no  man 
would  desire  to  emphasize  and  enlarge 
and  perpetuate  the  distinctions  that  lay 
between  one  portion  of  that  country  and 
another.  But  how  can  you  more  per- 
petuate distinctions  of  that  kind  and 
cultivate  the  animosities  which  unfortu- 
nately and  unhappily  exist  there  at  pre- 
sent— how  can  you  do  that  more  success- 
fully than  by  opposing  an  Amendment 
of  this  kind,  and  by  saying  that  you  are 
going  to  take  persons  from  one  class 
and  one  creed  in  one  portion  of  the 
country  and  try  them  by  persons  of  an- 
other class  and  another  creed  in  another 
portion,  and  try  them  so  because  they 
are  of  another  class  and  another  creed, 
and  are  in  another  portion  of  the  coun- 
try ?  I  should  hope  even  these  remarks 
of  mine  may  have  some  effect  on  the 
Benches  opposite ;  but,  at  any  rate,  we 
shall  give  colour  to  these  views,  and 
show  the  country  that  the  desire  of  the 
Government  is  not  for  the  real  happiness 
iand  prosperity  of  Ireland,  but  to  empha- 
size and  perpetuate  the  distinctions  which 
exist. 

Dr.  COMMINS  (Roscommon,  8.) :  I 
have  put  forward  five  points  in  support 
of  the  Amendment.  One  is  that,  under 
the  Amendment  I  propose,  there  will  be 
ample  and  sufficient  security  for  the  fair 


trial  of  any  offence  that  occurs.  There 
will  be,  first,  the  choice  of  the  county  in 
each  Province,  and  after  that  the  choice 
of  a  jury  in  Dublin,  which  jury,  as  I 
pointed  out,  would  be  not  prejudiced  in 
favour  of  the  prisoner.  I  venture  to 
say  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes), 
who  has  spoken  after  me,  has  not 
answered  a  single  solitary  one  of  my 
arguments,  and  has  not  contravened  or 
dealt  with  them.  I  venture  to  say  that 
the  proposed  system  would  place  in  the 
hands  of  the  Attorney  General  the 
power  of  securing  an  absolutely  certain 
conviction,  irrespective  of  right  or  truth 
or  justice,  whenever  he  thought  fit.  No 
answer  has  been  given,  or  attempted  to 
be  given,  to  that.  He  has  said  instead 
— **  Oh,  trust  to  me.  I  am  infallible 
and  fair,  and  my  successor  will  be  the 
same."  I  used  another  argument— that 
it  would  form  an  intolerable  grievance 
on  the  prisoners  tried,  who  might  be 
brought  from  persons  of  their  own  race 
and  religion  and  habits  of  life  and 
thought,  and  tried  by  persons  who  could 
not  even  understand  the  language  they 
spoke,  and  they  might  be  brought  50  or 
60  or  even  300  miles  away,  where  they 
could  not  call  their  witnesses.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  has  not  answered  a  single 
one  of  my  arguments.  I  gave  another 
argument  in  support  of  the  Amendment 
— that  it  would  destroy  one  of  the  oldest 
grounds  of  fair  trial  known  to  the  Eng- 
lish Constitution — the  selection  of  the 
jury  in  the  vicinity  from  men  who  know 
something  of  the  prisoner  and  of  his 
habits  and  class  and  life  and  locality. 
Has  he  answered  that?  Not  in  any 
shape  or  way.  He  has  not  noticed  it. 
Then  I  adduced  another  argument, 
and  not  an  attempt  has  been  made  to 
meet  any  of  them.  The  next  argument 
was  that  it  would  utterly  destroy  and 
render  nugatory  the  right  of  challenge. 
It  would  take  a  man  from  Kerry,  where 
he  knows  the  people  and  his  lawyers 
know  him,  and  try  him  in  Antrim,  where 
he  knows  nothing  of  the  people,  and 
M'here  the  people  hate  his  very  name 
and  race.  If  you  do  that  his  right  of 
challenge  is  a  farce,  and  is  utterly 
ludicrous.  That  has  not  been  answered ; 
it  has  not  been  attempted  to  be  denied. 
Now,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  submit  that  when 
arguments  of  that  kind,  based  not  only 
on  ordinary  common  sense,  but  on  truth 

{Fifteenth  NighC] 


1515 


Orminal  Law 


(COMMONS}      Amendment  (treUni)  Bill    151 6 


and  justice,  are  used,  they  require  at 
least  an  answer,  and  no  answer  whatever 
has  been  given  to  them. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  163; 
Noes  225  :  Majority  72.— (Div.  List, 
No.  206.)  [10.45  P.M.] 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
I  beg  to  move  the  next  Amendment — 
namely,  in  line  29,  after  ''certificate," 
to  add — 

'*  Provided,  that  this  section  shall  not  apply 
in  the  case  of  any  trial  to  be  at  a  court  of  assize 
or  commission  for  any  county  of  a  city  or  county 
of  a  town." 

My  Amendment  is  only  directed  to  a 
portion  of  the  clause.  It  is  the  universal 
experience  at  Irish  Assizes  that,  no  mat- 
ter what  may  be  the  state  of  things  in 
Irish  counties,  such  localities  as  these  I 
name  have  always  been  peaceful  and 
free  from  crime,  even  in  the  most  dis- 
turbed times.  I  think  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  recognize  that  state  of 
things  by  accepting  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pag^  3,  line  29,  after  the  word  "  certifi- 
cate," to  insert  the  words — *' Provided,  that 
this  section  shall  not  apply  in  the  case  of  any 
trial  to  be  at  a  court  of  assize  or  commission  for 
any  county  of  a  city  or  county  of  a  town." — 
(Mr,  Maurice  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (DubHn  Uni- 
vereity) :  We  are  unable  to  accept  this 
Amendment  for  the  same  reasons  which 
have  been  already  given  in  answer  to  a 
former  proposal  to  exclude  boroughs 
from  the  operation  of  the  section.  The 
Committee  will  remember  the  arguments 
which  were  used. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
should  not  assume  that  the  Committee 
is  familiar  with  the  arguments  addressed 
to  it  on  this  question.  The  vast  propor- 
tion of  the  Committee  was  in  the  Smoking 
Room  when  the  point  was  discussed ; 
therefore  to  say  that  sufficient  argument 
had  been  used  to  convince  the  Commit- 
tee was  rather  self-flattery.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  may  have 
convinced  the  Whips  into  saying  **Aye" 
and  ''No"  as  they  stood  at  the  door 
when  Members  came  in.  Under  the 
circumstances,  I  trust  the  right  hon* 

Dr.  Commine 


and  learned  Gentleman  will  not  enter- 
tain the  idea  that  his  arguments  con- 
vinced the  Committee. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.) :  There  is  an  Amendment 
I  wish  to  propose,  to  remove  an  am* 
biguity  in  page  3,  line  36.  The  section 
g^ves  power,  first,  to  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral to  claim  a  change  of  venue,  and  then 
to  the  prisoner ;  and  if  the  prisoner  pro- 
poses to  remove  the  venue  to  one  coiintj, 
and  the  Attorney  General  proposes  to 
remove  it  to  another,  it  goes  on  to  say — 

"  Thereupon  the  High  Court  may  order  that 
the  trial  shall  he  had  in  that  county  in  which  it 
shall  appear,"  &c. 

It  seems  to  me  that  these  words  limit 
the  dbcretion  of  the  Court.  I  would 
move  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  that "  be- 
fore "county,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
word  "  any.''  This  will  enable  the  High 
Court  to  order  that  a  trial  shall  be  held 
in  any  county  in  which  it  shall  appear 
that  the  trial  can  be  most  fairly  and  im- 
partially had. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
36,  leave  out  the  word  ''  that,"  in  order 
to  insert  the  word  "any." — (Sir  George 
Campbell.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  that '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  por 
IRELAND  (Mr.  HoljcesJ  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  have  no  objection  to  this 
Amendment. 

Mk.  T.  M.  healy  (Longford,  N.) : 
Surely  the  Government  do  not  mean  to 
accept  an  Amendment ! 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Question,  "That  the  word  'any'  be 
there  inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
beg  to  move  in  line  37,  after  the  word 
"  had,"  to  insert — 

"  Provided,  that  where  an  order  has  been 
made  under  this  section,  and  the  place  of  trial 
is  changed  accordingly,  the  trial  shall  not  be 
held  for  at  least  ten  days  after  such  order  shall 
have  been  served  on  each  defendant  inte- 
rested.*' 

This  Amendment  is  to  make  provision 
for  what  the  Gt>vemment  say  they  are 
perfectly  disposed  to  do.  It  is  simply 
to  provide  that  after  a  change  of  venue 
has  been  effected  some  provision  shall 
be  qpiade  to  prevent  the  defendant  being 
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taken  by  surprise.  Everybody  knows 
that  in  an  ordinary  case,  where  a  de- 
fendant makes  all  his  preparations  for 
a  trial  in  a  particular  town,  he  is  taken 
at  a  great  disadvantage  if  the  venue  is 
suddenly  changed.  Such  a  change  of 
venue  may  render  it  necessary  for  him 
to  cancel  all  his  preparations,  and  make 
new  ones.  The  solicitor  he  has  employed 
may  not  be  able  to  go  with  him  to  the 
new  venue,  and  he  may  have  to  employ 
a  fresh  one.  The  Government  must  see 
that  there  will  be  a  number  of  prepara- 
tions involved  which  will  require  time. 
It  would  be  most  unfair  that  the  Court 
should  proceed  immediately  with  the 
trial  without  taking  the  trouble  to  find 
out  whether  the  prisoner  is  prepared  to 
go  on  or  not.  I  think  the  interval  I 
mention  in  my  Amendment  should  be 
allowed.  Ten  days  would  be  most 
reasonable.  A  prisoner  may  have  to 
make  fresh  arrangements  with  regard 
to  his  witnesses,  and  he  may  want  new 
funds,  I  may  say,  seeing  the  Amend- 
ment is  intended  to  provide  for  several 
defendants,  only  one  of  whom  makes 
the  application. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  rules  on  this  subject  will 
be  made  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant ;  and 
no  Government  would  think  of  forcing 
on  a  trial  until  a  defendant  has  had  full 
opportunity  of  taking  the  steps  neces- 
sary to  defend  himself.  I  may  point 
out  that  the  defendant  can  apply  to  the 
Court  to  postpone  the  trial. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.):  It 
is  only  right,  I  think,  that  those  who 
make  the  rules  should  have  a  mandatory 
direction  from  this  House  that  a  certain 
time  should  be  allowed  between  the 
order  and  the  trial.  We  must  remem- 
ber that  we  are  passing  a  Coercion  Bill 
which  will  impose  upon  a  person  the 
necessity  of  having  his  witnesses  and 
providing  his  solicitor  and  counsel,  and 
probably  taking  them  a  long  distance 
away  from  the  place  where  he  had  first 
thought  to  employ  them.  Surely,  under 
the  circumstances,  10  days  is  not  too 
much  of  an  interval  to  allow  a  person 
under  those  circumstances.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  may  say 
that  the  defendant  may  appeal  to  the 
Court  to  postpone  the  trial ;  but  that 
would  be  at  the  trial,  and  after  all  his 
preparations  have  been  made,  and  his 
witnesses  have  been  brought  up.    No 


one  would  go  to  the  trouble  of  asking 
for  delay  after  he  had  provided  his  wit- 
nesses and  was  ready  to  go  on  with  the 
case.  I  think  this  Amendment  would 
be  a  great  improvement  in  the  Bill,  and 
I  do  not  see  what  harm  it  could  do.  It 
would  prevent  great  injustice  in  many 
cases.  I  do  not  suppose,  even  if  the 
prescribed  authority  were  applied  to, 
and  were  to  make  an  order  for  an  ad- 
journment, that  adjournment  would  be 
less  than  10  days ;  but  I  think  we  ought 
to  put  in  the  Bill  itself  some  limit 
within  which  the  trial,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances provided  for  in  the  Bill, 
cannot  be  taken. 

Mb.  HOLMES :  Suppose  a  man  to 
be  tried  at  the  Spring  Assizes,  and  the 
venue  is  changed  within  10  days  before 
the  Assize,  if  this  Amendment  is  adopted 
there  will  be  no  possibility  of  trying 
him  before  the  Summer  Assize,  even 
although  the  accused  would  be  anxious 
for  a  trial,  and  might  be  detained  in 
prison  for  four  months  longer  awaiting 
one. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALT  (Longford.  N.) : 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  whom 
we  would  always  rather  deal  with  than 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  who  is  merely  a 
lamentable  excrescence  on  this  Bill,  so 
to  speak,  has  put  a  very  good  point.  He 
says  that  a  prisoner  might  be  prevented 
from  being  tried  at  a  certain  Assize ; 
but  I  think  any  hardship  in  that  direc- 
tion to  the  prisoner  would  be  obviated 
by  introducing  the  words  **  without 
the  defendant's  consent."  Unless  this 
Amendment  is  accepted,  the  result  may 
be  that  avenue  may  be  changed  in  such 
a  way  as  to  prevent  the  prisoner  from 
employing  sympathetic  counsel,  who 
may  be  engaged  elsewhere,  and  to 
throw  him  into  the  arms  of  Orange 
barristers.  If  I  were  to  be  tried,  I  must 
say  I  would  much  rather  hand  my  case  over 
into  the  hands  of  a  gentleman  whose 
sympathy  I  thought  I  might  claim.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says 
that  all  these  rules  will  be  made  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant ;  but  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant is  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  himself.  He  himself  will 
have  to  make  these  rules.  Surely  he 
will  not  say  that  he  is  a  better  authority 
than  670  Members  of  Parliament.  We 
suggest  that  the  Committee  should  make 
these    rules.    If  the    right    hon.   and 
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learned  Gentleman  does  not  happen  to 
be  in  Ireland,  the  Lord  Lieutenant  may 
be  Prince  Edward  of  Saxe-Weimer,  for 
hie  Excellency  the  English  Viceroy  may 
be  at  the  races  in  England,  whilst  his 
Chief  Secretary  is  at  the  sea  side.  The 
poor  Lord  Lieutenant  will  hardly  write 
his  own  name.  It  is  absurd  to  endea- 
vour to  palm  off  arguments  of  this  kind 
upon  ua.  [  Crits  of  **  Question  ! "]  This 
is  the  question.  It  is  a  monstrous  thing 
to  suppose  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  GentlemaUi  in  matters  of  this 
kind,  is  likely  to  have  more  sense  than 
670  Members  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) : 
This  is  an  instance  of  the  way  in  which 
the  Government  waste  the  time  on  this 
Bill.  Here  is  an  Amendment  proposed 
by  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy). 
It  is  proposed  that  a  defendant  should 
have  a  fair  notice — that  is  to  say,  10 
days'  notice — before  the  trial  is  brought 
on ;  and  what  is  the  reply  of  the  Irish 
Attorney  General?  He  says  that  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  or  he  himself,  would 
make  a  rule  to  that  effect.  But  why  are 
we  to  trust  him  in  this  matter  ?  Why 
should  not  the  rule  be  in  the  Bill  ?  For 
myself,  I  always  listen  to  the  discussions 
which  go  on  on  this  Bill  with  an  open 
an  impartial  mind.  I  listen,  and  am 
always  ready  to  go  upon  the  one  side  or 
the  other,  whichever  I  think  is  right; 
but  I  never  was  more  convinced  that  this 
side  was  right  than  in  regard  to  this  pro- 
posal. When  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
complain  of  waste  of  time,  they  should 
not  set  such  a  bad  example  as  they  are 
doing  now,  but  they  should  grant  these 
small  Amendments,  instead  of  sitting 
naggling  and  quarrelling  and  splitting 
hairs,  as  if  we  were  a  parcel  of  lawyers. 

Mr.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  I  am  not  surprised  that  the  Go- 
vernment refuse  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend,  because,  if 
they  accepted  it,  it  would  be  contrary  to 
the  principle  on  which  they  are  going 
with  regard  to  the  whole  clause.  The 
whole  clause  is  for  the  purpose  of 
clianging  the  place  of  trials  of  Na- 
tionalist prisoners,  who  may  be  guilty  of 
no  particular  offence  except  that  of  de- 
fending their  homes,  to  some  Orange 
district,  and  the  landlords  and  the 
authorities  of  Dublin  Castle  will  find  no 
difficulty  in  getting  an  Orange  jury  to 
convict.  That  is  the  object  of  the 
clause,  and,  that  being  so,  it  is  not  to  bo  j 
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wondered  at  that  the  Government  refuse 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  to 
provide    that  if  the  place  of   trial  be 
changed  the  defendant  should  not    be 
called  upon  to  defend  himself  in  the 
new  place  of  trial  without  notice.     I  do 
not  think    anything    more    reasonable 
could  be  asked  of  the  Government  than 
that  if  they  insist  on  changing  without 
sufficient  reason  a placeoftrialin  Ireland, 
and  do  it  suddenly  and  without  notice, 
they  should    give    the   defendant   full 
time,  when  he  arrives  at  the  new  place 
of  trial,  to  get  his  witnesses  together, 
and  his  lawyers  to   defend  him,    and 
generally  to  make  his  arrangements  of 
defence.      If    the    Government    were 
honestly  inclined  to  treat   the  matter 
fairly  they  would  not  refuse  to  give  10 
days,  which  is  a  very  short  space  of 
time,  to  a  defendant,  in  order  to  enable 
him  to  make   his  preparations  in  the 
new  place  of  trial.     But  the  refusal  of 
the  Government  to  give  a  man,  suddenly 
taken  from  his  own  neighbourhood  to  a 
new  one,  time  to  get  his  witnesses  to- 
gether to  get  up  his  case,  shows  the  end 
the  Government  have  in  view.    It  shows 
that  the  object  of  the  Gt)vemment  is 
not  to  get  a  fair  trial,  but  to  secure, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  the   conviction    of 
such  Nationalists  in  Ireland  who  may 
be  distasteful  to  the  landlord  class.     I, 
for  one,  am  not  at  all  sorry  that  the 
Government  are  consistently  acting  on 
this  policy.     The  refusal  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  a  man  whose  place  of  trial 
has  been  changed  an  opportunity  to  get 
his    witnesses    together,    and    prepare 
himself  for  trial,   proves    conclusively 
that  the  object  of  the  Government,  and 
of  the  whole  of  this  Bill,  and  more  par- 
ticularly of  this  clause  of  the  Bill,  is  to 
obtain  convictions  on  behalf  of  the  land- 
lord classes  against  men  who  have  not 
committed  crimes  at  all,  but  have  simply 
made  themselves  obnoxious  to  the  autho- 
rities of  Dublin  Castle  and  their  protegees 
the  landlords,  by  making   a   stand  to 
prevent  themselves  and  their  children 
from  being  evicted  from   their  homes. 
I  am  sure  that  when  it  is  known  that 
the  Government  refuse   this   moderate 
Amendment,  and  will  not  grant  a  man 
time  to  get  up  his  case  when  a  change 
is  made  in  the  place  of  trial,  all  doubt 
will  disappear  from  the  minds  of  the 
public  that  the  object  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  passing  this  Bill  is  not  to  put 
down  crime  at  all,  but  to  strike  at  their 
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matter  seriously  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  Government  refuse  the 
prisoner  10  days  before  trial,  but  under 
Section  14  it  is  provided  that — 


political  opponents,  and  carry  on  the 
government  of  the  country  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  landlord  classes.  I  am 
very  glad  indeed  that  the  Government 
are  going  to  refuse  this  Amendment, 
because  it  shows  us  that  we  have  to 
expect  nothing  reasonable  from  them, 
and  that  we  are  to  prepare  ourselves  to 
fight  them  on  every  part  of  this  Bill  to 
see  if  we  cannot  succeed  in  frustrating 
their  nefarious  and  infernal  designs. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan) :  I  rise 
to  Order.  I  want  to  know  if  the  hon. 
Member  is  at  liberty  to  speak  of  the 
nefarious  and  infernal  desigpis  of  hon. 
Members  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  did  not  hear 
the  words. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL :  The  hon. 
Member's  words  were  '*  nefarious  and 
infernal  designs." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  What  ? 

The  chairman  :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  himself  (Mr,  W.  Redmond)  will 
repeat  the  words  he  used. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  What  I  said 
was  nefarious  and  infernal  designs. 

The  chairman  :  On  the  part  of 
whom  ? 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  On  the  part  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.) :  May  I  ask.  Sir,  if,  when  words 
are  challenged,  it  is  not  necessary  that 
those  words  should  be  taken  down  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  It  is  not  neces- 
sary in  this  case.  The  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  W.  Redmond)  cannot  accuse  any 
Member  of  this  House  or  the  Govern- 
ment of  nefarious  and  infernal  designs. 
Such  language  'it  is  improper  to  use  in 
the  House  of  Commons. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND :  I  applied  those 
words  not  individually  to  any  Member 
of  the  House,  but  to  the  Government 
collectively.  However,  I  will  withdraw 
the  expression  **  infernal,"  and  will 
confine  myself  to  the  expression  '^  nefa- 
rious," and  by  so  doing  I  shall  make 
my  meaning  sufficiently  clear. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Attention  has 
been  called  to  an  improper  expression 
used  in  debate,  but  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  meets  everything  with  leers 
or  sneers  or  jeers,  I  observe  him  now 
laughing  in  a  most  improper  manner. 
He  gets  a  large  salary  for  sitting  on 
that  Bench,  and  therefore  he  ought  to 
keep  his  countenance,  if  he  cannot  keep 
his  temper.    Now,  I  want  to  put  the 


"  There  shall  be  paid  out  of  moneys  provided 
by  Parliament  such  allowances  to  officers  and 
other  persons  acting  in  pursuance  of  this  Act ; 
and  such  expenses  incurred  in  reference  to  any 
Court  exercising  jurisdiction  under  this  Act, 
and  such  expenses  of  persons  charged,  counsel, 
and  witnesses,  payable  in  pursuance  of  this  Act, 
as  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  with  the  approval  of 
the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Ireasury, 
may  from  time  to  time  direct.*' 

That  is  always  referred  to  as  the  Eng- 
lish section,  but  I  understand  that  the 
Government  intend  to  drop  it.  Now, 
surely  it  is  reasonable  there  should  be 
some  opportunity  of  engaging  counsel. 
If  a  man  is  taken  from  Cork  to  the 
Giant's  Causeway,  is  it  intended  he 
should  bring  with  him  his  counsel  and 
witnesses  at  his  own  expense  ?  In  spite 
of  the  sneers  and  unworthy  laughter  of 
the  Chief  Secretary,  I  think  this  is  a 
point  worthy  of  consideration.  A  matter 
of  this  kind  ought  not  to  be  met  in  the 
heartless  and  callous  manner  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  I  respectfully 
submit  that  this  is  a  matter  of  some  im- 
portance to  the  Bar.  I  am  raising  it 
as  a  member  of  the  Bar,  though,  God 
knows,  I  do  not  get  much  chance  of 
practising  at  the  Bar,  because  I  am 
generally  here.  I  maintain  that  when 
a  prisoner  has  paid  his  solicitor  and 
barrister  in  Cork,  he  should  not,  if  he  is 
taken  up  to  Antrim,  be  obliged  to  pay 
another  solicitor  and  another  barrister. 

The  chief  SECRETAEY  for  IEE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
chester, E.) :  There  is  no  intention  of 
dropping  the  14th  section. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  That  is  not  the 
point.  We  are  constantly  met  in  this 
way  by  the  Irish  Chief  Secretary.  He 
thinks  his  an  aristocratic  manner — 
ICriee  of  '*  Order !  "]  WeU,  I  will  not 
say  aristocratic,  but  I  will  say  we  are 
constantly  met  by  his  abrupt  manner, 
because  there  is  nothing  aristocratic 
about  him. 

The  CHAIEMAN :  Order,  order !  I 
must  ask  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  restrain  himself,  and  speak  in  a 
manner  more  becoming  the  Commit- 
tee.        

The  FIRST  LOED  of  the  TEEA- 
8UEY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
"Westminster) :  I  claim  to  move,  "That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 
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Qaestlon  put  accordingly,  ''  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayes  256; 
Noes  131 :  Majority  125.  [11.35  p.m.1 


AYES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg-Oardner,  J.  T. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
AUsopp,  hon.  G. 
Allsopp,  hon.  P. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  Colonel  R. 

H.  L. 
Anstruther,  H.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlott,  E. 
Baden-Powell,  G.  S. 
Ba§:gallay,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  G.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barry,  A.  H.  Smith- 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bass,  H. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  0. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  C. 
Beresford,  Lord  0.  W. 

DelaPoer 
Bethell,     Commander 

G.R. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,    Colonel  H. 

B.H. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Chamberlain,  R. 
Clarke,  Sir  £.  G. 
Coddington,  W. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Commerell,  Adml.  Sir 

J,  E. 
Compton,  F. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cross,  H.  S. 
CroBsman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Currie,  Sir  D. 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Darenport,  H.  T. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 


De  Lisle,  £.  J.  L.  M. 

P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Donkin,  R.  S. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Dugdale,  J.  S. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Dnndombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T 
Elliot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
>arqimar8on,  H.  R. 
FeUowes,  W.  H. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Field,  Admiral  E. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitz  -  Wygram,    Gen. 

Sir  F.  W. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
For  wood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fulton.  J.  F. 
Gaakell,  C.  G.  Mihies- 
Gathome-ELardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gedge,  8. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Gibson,  J.  G. 
Giles,  A. 
GiUiat,  J.  S. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 
General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  SSir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hn.  G.  J. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
HaU,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamlcy,Gen.  Sir  E.  B. 


Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.    of 
Havelock-  Allan,  Sir 

H.  M. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Heneage,  right  hon.  E. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hill,  right  hon.  liord 

A.  W. 
Hill,  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hill,  A.  S. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holland,    right   hon. 

Sir  H.  T. 
Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 
Howorth,  H.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hugl^,  Colonel  E. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Hunter,  Sir  W.  G. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jarvis,  A.  W . 
Jennings,  L.  J. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kenrick,  W. 
Eenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kenyon  -  Slaney,  Col. 

W. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
Kimber,  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
King-Harman,  right 

hon.  Colonel  E.  R. 
Knigbtley,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  L. 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T. 
Lawrence,  W.  F. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lees,  E. 
Legh,  T.  W. 
Lewis,  Sir  C.  E. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  M. 

Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Maclean,  J.  M. 
Madure,  J.  W. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marriott,  rt.  hn.  W.  T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story- 
Matthews,  rt.  hn.  H. 


Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  C. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
MUvain,  T. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Morrison,  W. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,   right   hon. 

Sir  J.  R. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 

Northcote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  W. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
PeUy,  Sir  L. 
Plunket,  right  hon.  D. 

R. 
Pomfret,  W.  P. 
PoweU,  F.  S. 
Price,  Captain  G.  £. 
Quilter,  W.  C. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  C. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hn.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  W.  T. 
Robinson,  B. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Round,  J. 
Royden,  T.  B. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Russell,  T.  W, 
Sandys,  Lieut-Col.  T. 

M. 

Sclater-Booth,  rt  hn. 

G. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,   rt. 

hon.  Sir  H.  J. 
Seton-Karr,  H. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Spencer,  J.  £. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Stanley,  £.  J. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Sutherland,  T. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Verdin,  R. 
Vernon,  hon.  G.  R. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
Weymouth,  Viscoont 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
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Whitmore,  C.  A.  Wroughton,  P. 

Williams,  J.  Powell-  Young,  C.  E.  B. 
Wilson,  Sir  8. 

Wodehouse,  £.  R.  tbllsbs. 

Wood,  N.  Douglas,  A.  Akera- 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Staart-  Walrond,  Ool.  W.  H. 

NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  (Glam.) 
Abraham,  W.  (Lime- 
rick, W.) 
Acland,  A.  H.  D. 
Allison,  R.  A. 
Asquith,  H.  H. 
Atherley- Jones,  L. 
Barran,  J. 
Blake,  T. 
Blane,  A. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Bradlaugh,  C. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brown,  A.  L. 
Burt,T. 
Cameron,  J.  M. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Commins,  A. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Cos^am,  fl. 
Cremer,  W.  R. 
Crossley,  £. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 
ElUs,  T.  E. 
Esslemont,  P. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Finacane,  J. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Foster,  Sir  W.  B. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Gully,  W.  C. 
Haldane,  R.  B. 
Harrington,  E. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Healv,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Hooper,  J. 
Hunter,  W.  A . 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
Joioey,  J. 
Kennedy,  E.  J. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Leake,  R. 
Lefevre,  rt.  ha.G.  J.  S. 


Lewis,  T.  P. 
Macdonald,  W.  A. 
M*Arthur,  A. 
M*Arthur,  W.  A. 
M'Cartan,  M!. 
M 'Donald,  P. 
M'Donald,  Dr.  R. 
M'Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M*Laren,  W.  S.  B. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  Sir  F.  T. 
Marum,  £.  H. 
Mason,  S. 
MoUoy,  B.  C. 
Morgan,  0.  V. 
Morley,  A. 
Mundella,  right  hon. 

A.  J. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Kerry) 
O'Connor,  J.   (Tippe- 

rary.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'DohertVt  J.  E. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O' Kelly,  J. 
Peacock,  R. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
Pickard,  B. 
Pickersgill,  E.  H. 
Picton,  J.  A. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  R. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestley,  B. 
Provand,  A.  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Qttinn,  T. 

Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Roe,  T. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
Rowntree,  J. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Smith,  S. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stevenson,  F.  S. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Summers,  W. 
Swinburne,  Sir  J. 
Tuite,  J. 
Wallace,  R. 


Warmington,  C.  M. 
Wayman,  T. 
Williams,  A.  J. 


TBLLBBS. 

Biggar,  J.  G. 
Shea,E. 


Question  put. 

**  That  the  words,  '  Provided,  that  where  an 
order  has  been  made  under  this  section,  and 
the  place  of  trial  is  changed  accordingly,  the 
trial  shall  not  be  held  for  at  least  ten  days 
after  such  order  shall  have  been  served  on  each 
defendant,'  be  there  inserted." 

The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayes  152; 
Noes  258 :  Majority  106.--(Div.  List, 
No.  208.)  [11.45  p.m.] 

Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.) : 
I  beg  to  say,  Sir,  that  I  did  not  hear 
the  Question  put,  and  voted,  acoidentallyi 
in  the  wrong  Lobby. 

Tbe  CHAIEMAN  :  The  mistake  can- 
not be  rectified  now,  as  the  numbers 
have  been  announced  at  the  Table  by 
the  Tellers. 

Db.  CLAEK  (Caithness) :  I  beg  to 
move  that  you  do  report  Progress,  Sir, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  I  do  this  in 
order  that  we  may  hear  from  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  whether  he  intends 
to  take  to-night  the  proposed  Mail  Con- 
tract with  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
Steamship  Company. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  wish  to  say  that,  un- 
less any  hon.  Member  objects  to  the 
proposal,  I  understand  that  it  will  be 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House  gene- 
rally that  the  discussion  of  the  proposed 
India-China  Mail  Contracts  be  postponed 
until  Monday  week. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  (Longford,  N.) 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whe- 
ther he  intends  to  take  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Bill  to-night  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  There  is  no 
Question  before  the  Committee.  The 
Question  has  not  been  put. 

Db.  CLARK :  I  will  withdraw  the 
Motion. 

Several  hon.  Membebs  :  No,  no ! 

Motion  made,  and  Questioa  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Dr. 
Clark,) 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  I  ask  the  rifi:ht 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  intends  to 
take  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue 
Bill  to-night,  as  it  is  the  intention  of 
some  of  my  hon.  Friends  to  discuss  the 
tobacco  question  as  affecting  Ireland, 
and  also  the  question  of  thei^ocationof 

I  FiftseiUh  ITigM.'] 
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£50,000  for  arterial  drainage,  which 
.we  have  reason  to  look  upon  as  a  gross 
job  P 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  May  I  ask  whether  the  Go- 
yemmont  have  come  to  any  decision  as 
to  the  point  raised  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Sitting — namely,  as  to  whe- 
ther they  intend  to  make  progress  to- 
night with  the  Coal  Mines  Regulation 
Bill  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Qoschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  would  propose  that 
we  make  progress  with  the  Customs 
and  Liland  Revenue  Bill  to-night  if  we 
reach  it  at  anything  like  a  reasonable 
hour.  The  question  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  refers  to— 
namely,  the  allocation  of  £50,000  to 
arterial  drainage  in  Ireland — has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Customs  and  Inland  Re- 
venue Bill. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  May  I  ask  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  considers  a 
''reasonable  time"?  According  to 
their  proposed  new  Rules,  the  Govern- 
ment seem  to  think  half-past  12  a  rea- 
sonable hour  for  relinquishing  Business 
for  the  night.  I  do  not  know  whether 
reasonableness  is  to  change  according  to 
the  time  of  the  year. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  There  does  not 
seem  to  me  any  reason  why  the  Com- 
mittee should  not  arrive  at  a  decision  on 
the  sub-section  immediately.  If  it  does, 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  will  then  make  a  state- 
ment with  reference  to  Sub-section  2. 
After  that  we  shall  immediately  report 
Progress,  and  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Bill  mav  then  be  taken. 

SiRWILLIAMHARCOURT(Derby): 
That  seems  a  very  reasonable  course.  If 
we  decide  on  the  sub-section  before  the 
Committee,  the  Government  will  state 
what  course  they  intend  to  take  with 
Sub-section  2. 

Mb.  T.  M.  healy  :  It  is  not  a  rea- 
sonable thing  to  take  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Bill  to-night.  It  would 
be  an  unfortunate  thing  to  take  it  at 
this  late  hour  of  the  night  (12.10)  in 
view  of  the  important  considerations  to 
be  raised.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says 
that  the  question  of  the  allocation  of 
this  £50,000  will  not  arise  under  that 
Bill.  I  do  not  know  what  decision  the 
Chair  will  give  on  the  x)oint,  but  the 

Mr.  T.  M.  H0aly 


question  certainly  seems  to  me  relevant 
seeing  that  it  is  proposed  to  allocate  this 
money  out  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer's surplus. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  The 
question  I  put  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  no  reference  to  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  but  was  with 
regard  to  a  subject  which  interests  a 
large  number  of  people  inside  and  out- 
side this  House — namely,  the  Coal 
Mines  Regulation  Bill.  The  intentions 
of  the  Government  respecting  this  mea« 
sure  are  not  known,  and  a  large  num- 
ber of  hon.  Members  have  remained 
here  in  a  state  of  uncertainty  as  to  the 
course  that  is  to  be  taken  upon  it  to- 
night. I  want  some  kind  of  definite 
announcement  as  to  when  the  Bill  is 
likely  Xo  be  brought  forward. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Earlier  in  the 
evening  I  stated  that  the  Coal  Mines 
Regulation  Bill  was  to  be  taken,  if  it  was 
agreeable  to  hon.  Gentlemen  represent- 
ing constituencies  interested  in  coal 
mines,  between  half-past  11  and  12 
o'clock.  Early  in  the  evening — shortly 
after  that  announcement  was  made — I 
received  a  communication  from  those 
Gentlemen  to  the  effect  that  it  would 
not  be  agreeable  to  them  that  the  Bill 
should  be  taken  at  that  hour.  I  yielded 
to  the  representation  then  made,  and  an- 
nounced,through  the  customary  channels, 
that  the  Bill  would  not  be  taken  this 
evening.  It  is  impossible  for  me  to  say 
when  the  Bill  will  be  taken.  I  am 
anxious  to  make  an  arrangement  for  it 
to  come  on,  however,  and  it  will  be  taken 
on  the  first  convenient  opportunity. 

Mb.  BURT  (Morpeth) :  I  would  ap- 
peal to  the  Government  to  fix  a  time 
that  will  afford  an  opportunity  for  the 
discussion  of  this  Bill,  seeing  that  it 
involves  the  interests  of  500,000  of  the 
population  of  this  country — and  not  only 
their  interests,  but  their  lives.  It  will 
be  exceedingly  inconvenient  to  have  it 
put  down  at  times  when  there  is  no 
opportunity  of  reaching  it  and  having  it 
discussed. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  not  re- 
sponsible  for  the  inconvenience  that  is 
spoken  of.  The  hon.  Member  will  bear 
me  out  that  I  have  made  repeated  state- 
ments in  this  House  and  to  him,  on  the 
subject,  and  I  have  his  letter  stating 
that  it  would  not  be  agreeable  to  himself 
and  his  Colleagues  that  this  Bill  should 
be  taken  after  half  past  1 1  o'clock.    I 
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am  not  now  able  to  state  the  day  on 
which  it  will  be  possible  to  take  it  at  an 
earlier  hour. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR :  If  hon. 
Members  only  knew  the  thinness  of  the 
thread  by  which  the  lives  of  hundreds 
of  thousands  of  these  men 

The  chairman  :  This  discussion, 
however  interesting,  is  not  relevant  to 
the  Motion  to  report  Progress. 

Mr. ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  I  would 
ask  the  Government  whether  they  think 
it  more  important  to  destroy  the  liber- 
ties of  the  subjects  of  the  Queen— [/»- 
terruption.'] 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
Does  the  hon.  Member  for  Caithness 
wish  to  withdraw  the  Motion  ? 

Dr.  CLARK  :  Yes,  Sir. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
beg  to  move  in  page  3,  line  37,  cifter 
**had"  to  insert — 

**  Provided  that  the  Court  may,  in  any  proper 
case,  award  any  defendant  his  costs  of  any  pro- 
ceedings under  this  section." 

I  trust  the  Government  will  see  their 
way  to  accept  this  Amendment.  They 
have  already  accepted  its  principle,  and 
have  provided  that  when  a  change  of 
venue  takes  place  the  Crown  shall  pay 
the  cost  of  that  change.  They  have 
limited  the  proposal,  as  I  understand  it, 
to  the  payment  of  the  expenses  of  the 
defendant's  witnesses  and  the  expenses 
incurred  if  there  is  a  subsequent  trial. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  3,  line  37,  after  **had,"  to  insert 
the  words,  '^  Provided  that  the  Court  may  in 
any  proper  case  award  any  defendant  his  costs 
of  any  proceedings  under  this  section." — ( Jfr. 
Maurice  Healy.) 

Question  proposed, ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted.'' 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  will  endeavour  to  make  the 
matter  clear  on  Report,  so  as  to  provide 
that  if  a  defendant  succeeds  in  his  ap- 
plication he  will  be  entitled  to  costs. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY:  I  would 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  G-entle- 
man  to  consider  whether  it  would  not  be 
possible  to  accept  the  Amendment  in  its 
present  form,  and  to  give  the  Court 
power  to  allow  the  defendant  his  costs, 
even  if  the  decision  is  against  him,  if 
the  Court  thought  he  had  a  reasonable 
case. 


Mr.  HOLMES:  I  have  said  that  I 
propose  to  deal  with  the  matter  on  Re- 
port. I  will  endeavour  to  amend  the 
Bill  in  this  respect  to  some  extent,  but  I 
cannot  undertake  to  go  so  far  as  the 
hon.  Member  suggests. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  (Longford,  N.) : 

I  now    move  the    Amendment    which 

stands  in  the  name  of  my  hon.  Friend 

the  Member  for  South  Kilkenny  (Mr. 

Chance)  to  insert  after  ^'had"  in  line 

37— 

''Provided,  that  an  order  made  under  this 
section  may  bo  appealed  from  to  Her  Majesty's 
Court  of  Appeal,  which  shall  have  jurisdiction 
to  hear  such  appeal,  and  to  confirm,  vary,  or  re- 
verso  such  order  as  may  seem  just." 

When  we  remember  the  case  of  Father 
Keller  we  see  how  desirable  it  is  to  have 
an  appeal  in  these  matters.  The  public 
generally  have  confidence  in  the  Court 
of  Appeal  in  Ireland,  and  I  trust  the 
Oovernment  will  not  allow  men  to  be 
deprived  of  their  liberty — to  have  their 
lives  and  liberties  imperilled — under 
this  section  without  giving  them  an  ap- 
peal in  the  matter. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  3,  line  37,  after  '*had,"  to  insert  the 
words—* '  Provided,that  on  order  made  under  this 
section  may  bo  appealed  from  to  Her  Majesty's 
Court  of  Appeal,  which  shall  have  jurisdiction 
to  hear  such  appeal,  and  to  confirm,  vary,  or  re- 
verse such  order  as  may  seem  just. — {Mr,  T.  M. 
Healy,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  Government  cannot  accept 
this  Amendment.  It  would  be  absurd 
to  allow  an  appeal  on  a  mere  exercise  of 
discretion  on  the  part  of  the  High  Court. 
No  appeal  was  given  in  criminal  cases 
in  the  Judicature  Act  of  1873,  though 
a  similar  provision  was  inserted  in  the 
Irish  Judicature  Act ;  but  if  this  Amend- 
ment were  accepted  there  is  little  doubt 
that  advantage  would  be  taken  of  it  in 
every  case,  if  .only  toprocure  delay. 

Mr.  T.  M.  healy  :  Does  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  mean  to  say 
that  the  discretion  of  partizan  Judges 
should  not  be  overruled  by  giving  an 
appeal  to  independent  men?  We  all 
know  that  the  Judges  of  the  Court 

The  CHAIEMAN:  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  been  frequently 
told  that  he  must  not  attack  the  Judges 
as  be  is  now  doing.  There  is  a  Constitu- 
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tional  method  of  callings  the  aotion  of 
these  officials  inquestion. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Some  of  the 
Judges  to  whom  I  was  referring  are  dead 
and  gone,  and  my  attack  would  not  do 
them  much  harm.  One  of  them  is  in 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  no  attack  could 
reach  him.  The  practice  of  the  OoTern- 
ment  has  been  for  the  Ooyernment  to 

8ut  political  partizans  into  the  Court  of 
queen's  Bench,  so  as  to  form  a  Court  on 
which  they  can  rely.  We  propose  that 
there  should  be  an  appeal  from  this 
Court  to  one  that  has  been  reasonably 
constituted — ^namely,  the  Court  of  Ap- 
peal in  Ireland.  The  Goyemment  seem 
to  think  that  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  and  the  Court  of  Appeal  are 
equally  deserving  of  being  incensed  by 
this  House ;  but  our  preference  for  the 
Court  of  Appeal  ought  not  to  be  offensive 
to  the  Queen's  Bench  Division,  seeing 
that  the  gentlemen  in  the  Court  of  Ap- 
petd  have  much  higher  salaries,  and 
from  their  position  are  entitled  to  much 
more  respect.  I  think  it  most  unreason- 
able for  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman to  refer  to  what  was  done  in  the 
Judicature  Act.  That  Act  was  passed 
before  the  franchise  had  been  extended, 
and  when  you  had  representing  Ireland 
in  this  House  a  corrupt  Party  who 
looked  after  their  own  interests  more 
than  anybody  else's  and  were  always  on 
the  watch  for  jobs.  That  Party  did  not 
object  to  the  constitution  of  this  Court, 
but  the  Party  now  representing  Ireland 
do  object  to  it.  If  we  had  a  Judicature 
Act  like  that  referred  to  to  pass  again 
we  should  fight  it  tooth  and  nail.  I  say 
in  1873  the  Irish  people  were  not  repre- 
sented as  they  are  now.  That  period 
was  the  dark  ages  as  compared  with  the 
present  time,  so  far  as  the  representation 
of  Ireland  in  this  House  is  concerned. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  In  a  cer- 
tain well  known  case — that  of  Canon 
Keller,  of  Youghal  —  the  defendant 
would  have  been  kept  in  prison  to  this 
moment  if  it  had  not  been  for  an  appeal 
to  the  Court  of  Appeal  in  Dublin.  Canon 
Keller's  imprisonment  was  illegal ;  but 
the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  held  it  to 
be  perfectly  legal.  The  Court  of  Appeal 
decided  against  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  by  a  majority  of  3  to  1.  That 
being  an  example — a  recent  example — 
of  the  untrustworthiness  of  the  partizan 
Court,  I  think  it  hardly  decent  for  the 
Government  to  resist  us  in  this  matter. 

2%e  Chairman 


We  are  entitled,  under  the  ciroumatances, 
to  say  that  they  resist  our  attempt  to 
secure  this  appeal  because  they  know 
they  are  secure  under  present  arrange- 
ments, and  that  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  will  not  oppose  the  wish  of  the 
Executive. 

Me.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
would  ask  English  legal  GenUemento 
bear  in  mind  what  it  is  the  Government 
have  done  in  this  matter.    If  I  bring  an 
action  for  £20  in  one  of  the  Superior 
Courts,  and  lay  the  venue  in  any  part 
of  Ireland,  any  party  to  that  action  can 
apply  to  have  the  venue  changed ;  but 
the  Government  have  now  decided  that 
in  a  case  where  a  man  is  tried  for  his 
life,  and  the  Government  lay  the  venue  in 
a  particular  place,  if  the  prisoner  objects 
to  that  venue,  and  appeals  to  the  Court 
of   Queen's  Bench,  and  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  refuses  to  hear  him,  he 
is  not  to  have  an  appeal  from  their  de- 
cision in  a  matter  Uiat  may  affect  his 
life,  and  must  affect  his  liberty.     I  can- 
not conceive  anything  more  monstrous 
than  that.     In  the  smallest  and  most 
trumpery  action  you  can  have  an  appeal, 
and  it  is  most  monstrous  for  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  tell  us 
that  you  cannot  have  an  appeal  against 
the  '* discretion"  of  the  Court.     I  say 
it  is  not  a  matter  of  discretion.     It  is  a 
question  of  fact  in  itself.     The  Court 
has  to  decide  whether  it  is  or  ia  not  a 
fact  that  the  venue  to  which  the  trial  is 
to  be  changed  is  of  such  a  character  that 
you  can  get  a  more  fair  and  impartial 
trial  there  than  in  the  place  where  the 
venue  would  be  ordinarily  laid.     That  is 
an  allegation  of  fact  to  be  decided,  and 
it  is  perfectly  idle  and  monstrous  to  say 
that  this  is  merely  a  matter  of  discretion. 
There  are  appeals  every  day  on  this 
question  of  venue  in  civil  oases,  and  no 
one  has  ever  pretended  that  in  civil 
actions  it  is  a  question  for  the  discretion 
of  the  Court.     The  Court  is  trying  an 
ordinary  motion,  on  which  it  is  to  come 
to  a  conclusion  on  the  evidence  placed 
before  it — not  oral  evidence,  but  evi- 
dence   contained   in    affidavits.    I  did 
think  that  this  was  a  point  on  which  we 
might  expect  a  favourable  hearing.    I 
do  not  desire  to  make  any  attack  on  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench ;  but  Mombers 
on  all  sides  must  be  aware  of  this  fact 
— that  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  is  so 
constituted  that  the  Irish  people  have 
not— rightly  or  wrongly— confidence  in 
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it.  That  has  been  declared  in  this 
House  over  and  over  again.  Their  par- 
tiality and  their  decisions  have  been  fre- 
quently attacked;  and  as  to  cases  in 
which  an  appeal  has  been  taken  from 
their  decisions  on  political  matters,  those 
decisions  have  been  over  and  over  again 
reversed.  The  Oourt  consists  of  four 
political  Judges,  and  it  is  simply  atro- 
cious to  say  that  on  a  matter  in  which 
the  life  of  a  prisoner  may  be  concerned 
there  should  be  no  power  of  appeal. 
After  such  a  decision  as  that  we  may 
expect  anything  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) : 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  op- 
poses this  Amendment,  because  he  says 
it  is  a  matter  for  the  discretion  of  the 
Court,  and  it  is  not  usual  on  such  ques- 
tions that  there  should  be  a  power  of 
appeal.  Well,  I  should  like  to  ask  the 
House  to  look  at  the  process  by  which 
this  change  of  venue  is  brought  about. 
It  is  brought,  in  the  first  instance,  before 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  him- 
self, and  it  is  a  matter  for  his  discretion, 
as  an  Officer  of  the  Crown,  and  the 
Member  of  a  political  Executive,  to  say, 
without  any  evidence,  and  on  his  simple 
certificate,  that  the  venue  ought  to  be 
changed.  But  then,  if  the  defendant 
wishes  to  question  this  decision,  he  may 
bring  evidence  before  the  Court,  so  that 
the  question  for  the  Court  to  decide  is  a 
question  of  fact.  Now,  by  an  insidious 
provision  of  this  Bill — all  through  it — 
the  Court  is  called  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  in  Ireland.  Now,  we  look  to  the 
Judicature  (Ireland)  Act,  and  we  find  that 
the  High  Court  for  criminal  matters  does 
not  consist  of  one  or  all  of  the  Judges 
of  the  Supreme  Court  in  Ireland;  it 
consists,  and  can  consist,  only  of  the 
Judges  of  the  Queen's  Bench  Division. 
Therefore,  the  Queen's  Bench  Division  is 
the  tribunal  before  which  alone  these 
cases  can  be  decided.  If  it  is  true  that 
the  Queen's  Bench  is  a  political  Court — 
I  say  nothing  whatever  about  that — 
what  is  more  reasonable — having  regard 
to  the  case  of  the  Eev.  Father  Keller, 
who,  if  there  had  been  no  appeal  from 
the  Judge  in  Bankruptcy,  would  have 
been  in  prison  at  this  moment  for  con- 
tempt of  Court — than  that  there  should 
be  the  right  of  appeal  on  this  question  of 
venue  to  the  Court  of  Appeal  ?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solici- 
tor G^n^ral  for  England  well  knows 


that  the  Criminal  Code  Bill — the  pre- 
amble of  which  said  that  it  was  ex- 
pedient that  there  should  be  equal 
justice  for  England  and  Ireland — laid  it 
down  as  an  essential  principle  of  criminal 
jurisprudence  that  there  should  be  a 
right  of  appeal.  That  shows  the  ten- 
dency of  criminal  legislation  in  this 
matter,  and  will  you  deny  to  carry  out 
that  principle  now  that  you  are  passing 
an  amendment  of  the  Irish  Criminal 
Law  which  is  intended  to  be  perpetual  ? 
Without  this  Amendment  the  safeguards 
in  this  clause  are  quite  illusory.  The 
Court  has  no  discretion  whatever.  They 
are  presented  to  the  gaze  of  the  English 
people  as  acting  judicially,  while  really 
they  are  mere  puppets  of  the  political 
agents  of  Dublin  Castle. 

Question  put. 

The  Committe  divided: — Ayes  133; 
Noes  236:  Majority  103.— (Div.  List, 
No.  209.)  [12.40  A.K.] 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAET  poe  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoxtb)  (Manches- 
ter, E.) :  I  rise,  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of 
moving  the  omission  of  the  2nd  sub- 
section of  this  clause.  There  is  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  standing  in 
the  name  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Central  Hull  (Mr.  H.  S.  King) ;  but 
it  is,  probably,  for  the  convenience  of 
the  Committee  that  I  should  move  it 
myself,  and  take  this  opportunity  of 
stating  to  the  House  the  views  of  the 
Government  on  the  subject.  Sir,  the 
reasons  which  induced  the  Government 
originally  to  introduce  this  sub-section 
are  not  light  ones.  I  do  not  propose  to 
enumerate  them  at  length  now.  They 
are  stated  briefly  in  the  preamble  of 
this  clause.  They  may  be  summarized 
by  saying  that  if  we  left  the  measure 
which  we  proposed  to  Parliament,  with- 
out some  conditions  of  this  sort,  too 
great  a  strain  would  be  put  on  the  jury 
system  of  Ireland.  I  shall  not  stop  now 
to  defend  that  proposition,  because,  as 
I  will  explain  to  the  Committee  in  a  few 
moments,  there  will  be  another  oppor- 
tunity on  which  I  shall  be  able  to  lay 
the  views  of  the  Government  at  greater 
length  before  the  Committee,  and  in  a 
manner  which,  I  am  sure,  will  convince 
all  impartial  persons  that  a  strong  ca^ 
exists  for  introducing  some  machinery  vu^^B 
this  or  an  analogous  kind.  But,  S||X^ 
whilst  we  adhere  to  these  reasons,  whi»  ^ 
we  still  think  those  reasons  are  80und(|^^i| 
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and  whilst  we  are  still  of  opinion  that 
any  measure  for  improving  the  legal 
machinery  of  Ireland  would  be  incom- 
plete without  something  of  the  kind, 
we  cannot  blind  ourselyes  to  the  fact 
that  a  large  body  of  opinion — enter- 
tained by  Gentlemen  who  agree  entirely 
with  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yernment — entertained  not  only  by  Gen- 
tlemen on  this  side  of  the  House,  but 
also  by  some  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House— exists  to  a  degree  which  it  is 
impossible  for  us  to  ignore.  I  observe, 
for  instance,  that  there  are  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Islington  (Sir 
Albert  Eollit),  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Northamptonshire  (Sir  Bainald 
Knightley),  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Blackpool  Division  of  North  Lancashire 
(Sir  Matthew  White  Eidley).  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Salford  (Mr. 
Howorth),  similar  to  that  which  I  am 
now  moving ;  whilst  other  Amendments 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  to 
a  similar  import,  are  on  the  Paper.  Of 
course,  we  always  were  aware  that  ob- 
jections— very  strong  objections — might 
reasonably  be  urged  against  the  propo- 
sitions we  put  before  the  House.  We 
were  aware,  for  instance,  that  some  very 
high  authorities  thought  that  a  very 
grave  objection  to  the  change  of  venue 
to  England  might  be  found  in  the  fact 
that  the  Criminal  Law  of  Ireland  is 
embodied  in  a  different  series  of  Statutes 
to  that  of  England.  But  besides  that 
objection — which  some  might  call  tech- 
nical— there  is  a  large  body  of  objec- 
tions —  which  I  will  not  call  senti- 
mental, because  that  implies  blame,  but 
which,  at  all  events,  are  founded  chiefly 
upon  sentiment — with  respect  to  which  I 
quite  admit  that  objections  so  founded 
may,  under  certain  circumstances,  de- 
serve and  command  very  great  respect. 
We  thought  that,  great  as  was  the 
weight  to  be  attached  to  these  objec- 
tions, an  expedient  that  did  preserve 
the  reality  of  the  jury  system,  and 
which,  even  in  the  opinion  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway  opposite, 
preserved  that  system  better  than  the 
other  parts  of  our  Bill — for  they  have, 
over  and  over  again,  declared  that  they 
i^tould  rather  be  tried  by  an  Old  Bailey 
be.ry  than  by  a  special  jury  empannelled 
of  m  County  Dublin — was  worthy  the 
Consideration  of  the  House.  But,  Sir, 
Go  long  as  the  end  we  desire  to  attain  is 

Mr,  J,  J.  Balfour 


reached  we  do  not  desire — [An   hon. 
Member  from  the  Opposition  Benches 
below  the  Gangway:  The  end  justifies 
the  means.] — we  do  not  desire  to  show 
ourselves  obstinate  as  to  the  means  bj 
which  it  is  to  be  reached.     Therefore, 
Sir,  the  Government  are  of  opinion  that, 
on  the  whole,  it  would  be  a  wise  and  a 
prudent  course  for  them  to  abandon  the 
change  of  venue  to  England,   and  to 
substitute  for  it  a  Commission  of  Judges, 
which  has,  at  all  events,  the  adyantage 
of  having  to  some  extent  and  in  a  cer- 
tain manner  in  its  favour  the  precedent 
set  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  in   1882.     I  do  not   propose  to 
argue  that  question  now.     What  I  have 
to  propose  to  the  House  is  the  method 
by  which  the  Government     intend   to 
carry  out  that  which  is  their  intention 
on  this  point.    There  are  three  possible 
courses    open    to   us.      We    might,  of 
course,  introduce  Amendments  embody- 
ing our  proposals  to  this  part  of  the 
Bill  as  an  Amendment  to  this  clause ; 
but  the  objection  to  that  would  be,  if  on 
no  other  ground,  that  a  proposal  of  this 
sort  ought  not  to  be  sprung  upon  the 
Committee  at  such  a  short  notice.    There 
are  other  objections,  so,  without  a  word 
of  argument,  I  may  dismiss  that  part 
of  the  question.     The    second   course 
would  be  to  put  at  the  end  of  the  Bill 
the  clauses  which  would  be  found  neces- 
sary to  carry  our  proposal  into  effect. 
In  1882  the  clauses  by  which  the  Special 
Commission  of  Judges  were  created  took 
up,  I  think,  about  five  or  six  pages  of 
that  Bill;  and  if  we  were  to  embody 
them  in  this  measure  we  should  increase 
its  bulk  by  about  one-half.     Coming, 
therefore,  at  the  end  of  this  Bill,  their 
introduction  would,  undoubtedly,  greatly 
prolong  our  debates ;  and  as  this  pro- 
posal was  not  mentioned  to  the  House 
on    the    second    reading— though    the 
grounds  for  it  were — and  as  this  is  the 
first  time    the   Government    have   an- 
nounced their  intention  of  carrying  this 
plan  into  effect,  and  as,  moreover,  we 
hope  the  remaining  clauses  of  the  Bill 
will  not  take  any  very  long  time  to  dis- 
pose of,  we  are  of  opinion,  for  all  these 
reasons,  that  great  and  weighty  objec- 
tions may  be  urged  against  our  intro- 
ducing at  the  end  of  the  Bill  the  neces- 
sary machinery  to  carry  out  our  scheme. 
We   therefore   propose.  Sir,  simply  to 
drop  the  2nd  sub-section  and  all  the 
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consequential  portions  of  tlie  Bill  which 
may  follow ;  to  carry  the  Bill  without 
this  portion,  and,  without  any  further 
delay,  to  introduce  a  second  Bill  em- 
bodying this  proposal  for  a  Commission 
to  which  I  have  referred. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
line  38,  to  leave  out  sub-section  (2). — 
{Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 

Question  proposed, 

**  That  the  words—*  (2.)  When  the  crime 
committed  as  aforesaid  within  a  proclaimed  dis- 
trict with  which  the  defendant  is  charged  is— 

(a.)  Murder  or  manslaughter  ; 

(b.)  Attempt  to  murder ; 

(c.)  Aggravated  crime  of  violence  against 
the  person ; 

(d.)  Arson  by  statute  or  common  law  ; 

(e.)  Breaking  into,  firing  at  or,*  stand  part 
of  the  Clause." 

SiRWILLIAMHARCOUET(Derby): 
I  cannot  congratulate  the  Government 
upon  the  method  they  have  devised  for 
saving  the  time  of  Parliament.  Here  is 
a  proposal  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment— introduced  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  with  great 
pomp  as  a  scheme  which  was  absolutely 
necessary  for  the  pacification  of  Ireland, 
a  scheme  such,  as  he  told  us  just  now, 
necessitated  the  unusual  course  of  a 
special  preamble  to  this  particular  clause 
— it  was  in  order  to  cover  this  particular 
proposition  he  said  this  preamble  was 
introduced,  this  preamble  that  occupied 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  for  the 
gpreater  part  of  yesterday — and  now,  for 
the  first  time  after  the  Bill  has  been 
before  the  House  for  many  weeks,  they 
have  discovered  that  this  proposal  is  so 
preposterous,  so  ridiculous,  that  they 
cannot  face  the  condemnation  of  it  which 
stands  recorded  on  this  Paper  from  every 
quarter  of  the  House,  including  their  own 
supporters  who  sit  there  and  their  own 
supporters  who  sit  here.  Why,  every- 
body knew  how  preposterous  it  was  from 
the  very  moment  the  Bill  was  first  seen. 
I  remember  very  well  that  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  I  declined  altogether 
to  discuss  it  as  a  serious  proposal.  I 
said  it  was  so  ridiculous,  so  monstrous, 
on  the  face  of  it,  that  the  Government 
would  not  dare  to  carry  it,  and  even  if 
they  carried  it  they  would  not  dare  to 
act  upon  it,  and  that  was  apparent  to 
every  man  of  common  sense  in  the  coun- 
try who  does  not  happen  to  sit  on  that 
Bench.    And  here,  on  the  9th  of  June, 
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the  announcement  is  made  that  it  would 
be  wise  and  prudent,  in  face  of  this  uni* 
versal  condemnation  of  their  proposal,  to 
drop  it.  They  arrive  at  this  after  ma- 
ture deliberation  on  a  scheme  they  have 
claimed  as  entirely  their  own.  But  it  is 
a  proposal  for  which  they  cannot  claim 
the  originality.  There  is  a  precedent  for 
it  in  one  of  the  most  disgraceful  periods 
of  our  history ;  it  is  stolen  from  the  policy 
of  the  Government  of  Lord  North — which 
lost  us  the  American  Colonies.  It  was  a 
disgraceful,  discreditable  proposal,  which 
you  will  find  condemned  by  the  great 
oratory  of  Burke  in  that  immortal  speech 
on  the  conciliation  of  America — a  pro- 
posal to  bring  Colonials  from  America  to 
try  them  in  London.  Having  the  whole 
scope  of  English  history  to  choose  from, 
this  is  the  example  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment deliberately  introduced  into 
their  Bill.  But  I  need  not  dwell  on  this 
capital  article  of  their  Bill.  In  conse- 
quence of  the  universal  disapprobation 
it  has  met  with,  what  are  they  going  to 
do?  To  substitute  another  proposal, 
and  a  proposal  in  the  Act  of  1882,  which 
they  now  find  was  a  more  sensible  pro- 
posal than  their  own. 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  did  not  say 
so. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HATtCOURT :  Then 
I  have  failed  to  understand  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  referred  specially 
to  the  Act  of  1882.  It  would  seem  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  so  little 
acquainted  himself  with  his  own  policy 
that  he  has  hardly  explained  his  new  plan 
to  the  Committee  to  his  own  satisfaction. 
If  it  is  not  to  be  a  Commission  of  Judges, 
as  in  the  Act  of  1882,  what  is  it  to  be  ? 
He  certainly  has  failed  to  explain  it  to 
the  Committee.  Well,  however  it  be, 
what  is  the  proposal  that  is  to  save  the 
time  of  Parliament?  You  have  had 
your  first  reading  debate,  your  second 
reading  debate,  and  your  debate  on  the 
stage  of  going  into  Committee  on  this 
Bill,  and  what  you  propose  to  do  now  is 
not  to  introduce  an  alternative  proposal 
into  this  measure,  but  to  have  a  new 
first  reading,  and  a  second  reading,  and 
a  going  into  Committee  debate,  upon  a 
supplementary  Coercion  Bill.  Such  a 
proposal  is  wantonly,  deliberately  made 
to  waste  the  time  of  Parliament.  You 
'<  live  and  move  and  have  your  being" 
so  entirely  on  coercion  that  it  seems  you 
think  that  if  you  part  with  this  measure 
you  would  be  unfortunately  compelled  to 
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(a.)  Murder  or  maoal 
(b.)  Attempt  to  mar 
(c.)  Aggravated crim 
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introdaoe  eome  other  measures  of  an- 
other kind,  and  this  would  be  so  alien  to 

your  character,  so  inconsistent  with  your  mitt«d  as  aforeeaid  wi 
political  poeition,  that  you  must  always  with  which  the  defanda 
keep  a  Coercion  Bill  before  the  House 
for  this  is  the  fundamental  basis — th( 
Tmirersal  cement — which  keeps  tog^ethei 
all  sections  of  the  TTnionist  Party 
Therefore,  when,  on  the  I7th  June  m 
some  other  day,  yon  have  got  rid  oJ 
Coercion  Bill  No.  I,  you  will  have  read} 
a  fresh  Coercion  Bill  'So.  2,  which  will 
last  a  month  or  two  longer.  Then  you 
will  find  out  that  some  proposal  in 
Coercion  Bill  No.  2  is  so  ridiculouc 
that  yon  cannot  maintain  it,  and  then 
you  will  have  Coercion  Bill  No.  3. 
And  so  this  Government  of  Coercion  ^  ,  ,,_  . 
will  have  its  properly  arranged  set  ol  r°"'"'V''^^\ .  . 
oourses-a  first  course,  a  second  course,  Amendment  being  < 
and  a  third  course.  This  ie  the  pabu-  only  the  second  par 
lum  on  which  alone  you  live  and  act,  on  *J'«  ^"»«  Pto"80  a 
which  alone  yon  can  go  on.  Is  there  a  *?«  Government  « 
man  in  the  country  who  does  not  ses  5">°8  <>"  ^»  ^^^} 
through  this  scheme  ?  You  know  that  detain  the  Committe 
the  moment  the  Coercion  diacussion  '"^  ^"*  °^  accepted. 
oeaHCS  you  will  get  into  inextricable  Amendment  propi 
difficulties.  You  have  told  us  of  your  To  add,  at  the  end  of 
remedial  measures.  Well,  in  "  another  "There  thall  be  pnbl 
place,"  where  you  have  it  all  your  own    Dablin  Gazetto  a  retai 

way,  where  you  have  no  obatruotion  '^° ^"  "*  "' 

but  what  comes  from  your  own  Party, 
yoa  cannot  get  along  with  your  remedial 
measures  there.  If  that  be  ao,  if  your 
remedial  measures  involve  you  in  such 
enormous  difficulties,  it  is  a  cose  of 
keeping  coercion  going  as  long  as  you 
can.      Under  these    circumstances,    it    ,       ,  ,-^    ,- 

seems  the  proposal  you  have  announced  ^^  ^^^^^  ^^^°'^- 
to-night  ta  terminate  Coercion  Bill  The  ATTORNEY 
No.  1  is  quite  immaterial,  for  when  you  Biuhabd  Webstek) 
terminate  that,  then  at  once  you  begin  The  Qovernment  i 
Coercion  Bill  No.  2.  I  treat  the  pro-  Amendment.  The 
posal  as  a  distinct  sham  to  provide  a  publishing  a  Betur 
ory  that  you  have  done  this  to  get  on  persons  who  might  I 
with  Business,  when  you  are  obliged,  the  prelimina^  in 
after  all,  to  have  recourse  to  such  a  to  the  proceed.ngs 
clumsy  device  as  this  to  prevent  any  These  proceedings 
Business  at  all  being  done.  of&cial  character;  t) 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA-    dictment  and  the  Ji 

SUBY   (Mr.   W.  H.   Smith)  (Strand,    ~  

Westminster) :  I  am  sure  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  to  be  congratulated 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.] 
rose  in  bis  place,  and  said :  I  rise  to    known   in   the  usut 
Order,    Ur.   Courtney,  and  I  claim  to    when     the     offence 
move,  "That  the  Question  be  now  put."    the  evidence  will  be 

Question  put  accordingly,  "Thatths    pOT^^sE^turoSnl 
OueaUon  be  now  put,"  and  agrtti  to.  possibly  U  nweeM 

Sir  W^am  Bcireourt 


The  nnmher  of  o 
preceding  qauii 
place  of  trial,  I 
order,  the  placra 
change  has  heer 
with  the  names  i 
fendanta,  and  thi 
him  or  them." — ( 

Question  proposed 


General ;  and  if  the 
the  Court    it  will 
But,  first  of  all,  a  t 
publicly;  and  it  wi 
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let  clause  of  tlie  Bill,  and  to  which,  in 
that  case,  the  Government  assented. 

Mb.  J.  E.  ELLIS  :  With  great  re- 
gpect  for  the  authority  of  the  Attorney 
General  I  think  there  is  a  necessity, 
and  the  object  in  either  case  is  the 
same.  It  is  desirable  that,  from  time 
to  time,  attention  should  be  drawn  to 
the  operation  of  the  Act ;  and  I  cannot 
for  a  moment  see  any  good  reason  why 
the  Government  should  wish  to  with- 
hold from  the  House  of  Commons  this 
information  in  this  convenient  form.  I 
must  press  my  Amendment. 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork)  :  I 
cannot  agree  that  the  reasons  given  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
are  sufficient  for  the  rejection  of  this 
proposal.  He  says  he  will  not  give  this 
Beturn,  because  it  would  be  a  record  of 
things  done  publicly  ;  but  there  are 
hundreds  of  things  done  publicly  in  the 
full  light  of  day  that  yet  are  recorded 
in  Hetums  granted  every  day  by  this 
House.  We  have  Betums  of  evictions, 
for  instance.  These  are  not  exactly 
judicial  acts,  but  they  follow  on  judicial 
acts.  I  need  not  attempt  to  go  over  a 
list  of  such  things ;  but  it  will  occur  to 
any  hon.  Member  that  many  things, 
after  having  been  matters  of  public 
knowledge,  are  given  in  the  form  of 
tabulated  Betums.  Let  me  point  out 
this — that  when  we  come  here  and  ask 
for  a  Beturn  of  things  and  transactions 
that  are  not  matters  of  public  know- 
ledge the  Government  say  they  have 
no  means  of  giving  the  Beturn;  but 
when  we  ask  for  a  Beturn  of  things 
done  publicly  we  meet  with  a  refusal, 
because  all  these  things  may  be  found 
reported  in  the  newspapers. 

D&.  C0MMIN8  (Boscommon,  S.) :  I 
do  not  see  on  what  ground  the  Govern- 
ment can  reasonably  refuse  this  Beturn ; 
they  have  their  officers  ready  to  com- 
pile the  information  we  ask  for.  We 
have  no  such  ready  means,  and  I  do  not 
see  why  they  should  refuse  this,  unless 
they  fear  the  Beturn  will  disclose  an 
arbitrary  exercise  of  the  power  vested  in 
the  Government.  The  only  way  of 
judging  whether  this  power  has  been 
exercised  in  an  arbitrary  and  unjust 
manner  is  by  having  the  number  of 
these  alterations  of  venue  brought  to- 
gether and  made  public.  It  has  been 
very  well  said  that  a  large  number  of 
individuals  being  assembleii  and  drilled 
make  an    army,  while  undrilled  they 


would  be  only  a  mob.  When  we  havo 
these  separate  instances  of  change  of 
venue  noted,  when  we  have  these  facts 
marshalled  side  by  side,  then  we  shall 
judge  whether  these  changes  of  trial 
have  been  simply  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining convictions — whether  the  change 
has  been  made  in  the  interests  of  justice, 
or  to  further  the  interests  and  gain  the 
objects  of  the  authorities  inDublinCastle. 
No  doubt,  we  can  find  out  what  we  de- 
sire to  know  from  other  sources ;  but 
when  the  information  in  a  connected 
form  is  refused  by  the  Government,  we 
can  only  suppose  that  it  is  the  intention 
to  make  these  changes  in  their  own  in- 
terest, in  the  interest  of  arbitrary  power, 
not  of  justice,  and  that  they  wish  to  con- 
ceal their  movements  and  the  springs  of 
their  action,  as  such  would  be  displayed 
if  we  had  a  connected  view  of  their  ad- 
ministration of  this  Bill.  They  refuse 
us  this  information,  and  add  one  more 
to  the  numberless  proofs  that  they  ask 
for  arbitrary  power  with  an  intention  of 
using  it  in  a  tyrannical,  unconstitutional 
manner. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Ix)ngford,  N.) : 
The  Government  are  following  the  course 
we  might  have  expected  from  experience 
they  would  follow.  They  have  been 
lashed  with  refusing  all  concessions  on 
the  ground  that  to  do  so  would  be  to 
justify  opposition.  Surely  it  has  always 
been  held  only  reasonable  to  give  such 
information  as  we  ask  for.  I  do  not 
believe  that  even  in  the  most  despotic 
times  it  would  have  been  refused  in 
France.  Why  should  not  the  Govern- 
ment let  the  people  know  how  many 
persons  have  been  affected  by  this  change 
of  venue?  It  is  most  unfair  for  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  refuse  a  pro- 
posal merely  for  information  that  does 
not  affect  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  which 
only  will  show  in  how  many  instances 
this  power  has  been  put  in  force.  This 
Amendment,  remember,  has  not  been 
moved  by  an  Irishman ;  we  have  not 
asked  for  it,  for  we  know  enough  about 
you  and  your  doings — we  read  the  Irish 
papers.  But  we  know  there  are  many 
hon.  Members  who,  like  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury 
(Sir  Henry  James),  never  read  Irish 
papers ;  possibly  many  read  nothing 
at  all.  Well,  this  is  a  demand  for 
information;  and  surely,  if  you  are 
going  to  act  honestly  and,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  statements  of  the  hon.  and 


3  D  2 


\^TifU.nth  Night 


1543 


Criminal  Zaw 


{COMMONS}    Amendment  (IrOdni)  Bitt.     1544 


learned  Attorney  General,  will  not  make 
these  changes  of  venue  in  an  unfair  and 
unjust    manner,    you    should    not    be 
ashamed  to  let  us  know    how    many 
changes  of  venue  you  order.    What  is 
the  secret  of  this  refusal  ?    Is  it  that  the 
Betum  will  enable  us  to  detect    how 
many  two  guinea  fees  uselessly  expended 
you    have    had    from    the    taxpayers' 
pockets  ?      If    we     knew    that  ^ere 
had  been  100   changes  of    venue,  we 
should  know  that  200    guineas    have 
uselessly    gone    in  motions    for  cause. 
Two    guineas!     Why,    I    suppose  no 
Crown    lawyer    would  deign   to  move 
for  that  sum ;  it  is  only  poor  wretches  out- 
side the  ring  who  receive  such.   I  never 
held     a    Crown    brief,    and    I    never 
shall ;  it  is  only  "  duffers  "  get  Crown 
briefs,  men  who  cannot  earn  two  guineas 
by  doing  anything  else.    Is  it  because 
the   Eetum   would   enable  us  to  test 
exactly  the  high- water  mark  of  Liberal 
Unionist  and  Tory  Bar  practice  that  you 
refuse  it  ?    This  is  the  real  secret ;  it  is 
on  this  ground  that  the  Amendment  is 
resisted.      It  is  the  two  guineas  that 
stick  in  the  throat  of  hon.  Gentlemen. 
We  are  told  we  can  read  the  informa- 
tion in  the  newspapers.     Yes ;  we  can 
read  it  in  units,  but  not  as  a  whole.  We 
could  not  see  at  once  of  how  much  the 
taxpayer  is  robbed  by  gentlemen  who 
inveigh  against  inflated  Estimates,  and 
get  up  a  Committee  to  cut  down  the 
expenditure  upon  the  Army  and  Navy, 
those  Services  of  which  England  in  the 
past  has  been  proud,  but  to  which,  in  a 
penny-wise  and  pound-foolish  principle, 
you  now  grudge  money  and  supply  with 
tin  bayonets. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  127; 
Noes  227  :  Majority  100.— (Div.  List, 
No.  210.)  [1.15  a.m.] 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  the  Clause, 
as  amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  Mr. 
Courtney,  it  would  be  absurd  to  expect 
that  this  clause  should  be  allowed  to  be 
added  to  the  Bill  without  some  debate. 
We  have  passed  Clause  3,  and  when 
Clause  4  is  added  to  the  Bill  we  shall 
have  machinery  authorized  of  such  a 
character  that  it  will  be  utterly  impos- 
sible for  any  man  in  Ireland  to  get  a 
fair  trial.  Now,  Sir,  we  have  spent  two 
days,  or  the  greater  part  of  two  Sittings, 

Xr.  T.  M.  Healy 


debating  this  clause,  and,  as  far  aa  I 
can  remember,  not   one  single   verbal 
alteration   has    been    granted     to    us. 
\Cheere,'\    Well,  these  cheers  are  a  very 
good  specimen  of  the  spirit  of  the  Party 
opposite.    That  is  evidently  what  they 
consider  to  be  the  proper  way  to  debate 
measures  in  this  House.    If  that  be  the 
case,  why  do  you  have  any  debate  at 
all,  and  what  is  the  necessity  for  having 
any  House  at  all  ?    You  might  just  as 
well  get    the    Gt>vemment    draftsman 
to  draft  the  Bill  and  provide  that  what- 
ever the   Government  inserts    in   that 
Bill  shall  be  law,  without  any  discus- 
sion at  all — for  that  is  what  it  comes  to. 
This  measure  is  stated  by  the  Qovem- 
ment,  in  the  precious  preamble    over 
which  they  wasted  three  or  four  hours 
of  the  time  of  the  House  yesterday,  to 
be  necessary  in  order  to  get  a  fair  and 
impartial  trial,  and  these  two   clauses 
are  of  such  a  character — and  I  will  do 
the  draftsman  the  justice  to  say  that 
he  has  fully  succeeded  in  carrying  out 
the  intentions  of  his  paymasters — that 
when  they  are  carried  into  law  it  will 
be  utterly  impossible  for  any  man  in 
Ireland  who  differs  from  the   Gt)vern- 
ment  in  politics    to  get  a   fair  trial. 
There  is  not  a  single  Member  sitting  on 
the  Benches  opposite  who  does  not  know 
this  to  be  the  absolute  truth.     In  the 
speech  just  delivered  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  used  the  following  remark- 
able words.    He  said  that  as  long  as  the 
Government  attained  their  object  they 
were  not  disposed  to  be  bieoted  as  re- 
garded means.     The  right  non.  Gentle- 
man accurately  described  the  condition 
of  mind  of  the  Government.    As  long  as 
they  obtain  convictions  of  their  political 
opponents  in  Ireland,  whether  the  per- 
sons convicted  be  guilty  or  innocent  of 
the  charge  brought  against  them,  they 
do  not  care  whether  the  convictions  are 
obtained  by  means  of  a  jury  of  packed 
men  in  Dublin,  or  a  Commission  of  three 
Irish  Judges,  or  an  Old  Bailey  jury.    It 
is  all  the  same  to  the  Government.  They 
are  not  disposed  to  be  bigoted  as  to  the 
means  by  which  they  attain  their  object. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  alluded  to  the  large  amount 
of  sentiment  brought  into  play  in  this 
matter,  and  to  the  objectionB  which,  he 
said,   existed  among  a  larg^   body  of 
politicians  to  the  miMhinery  of  this  BilL 
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Allow  me  to  say  that,  monstrous  and  abo- 
minable as  that  machinery  unquestion- 
ably is,  and  revolting  as  it  has  proved  to 
the  sense  of  Englishmen,  the  reason  why 
it  is  revolting  is  a  very  simple  one.  That 
reason  is,  that  it  brings  home  to  Eng- 
lishmen— that  it  brings  under  their  own 
ken — what  you  are  doing  in  Ireland. 
And  the  Government  have  failed  in  the 
attempt,  and  do  not  dare  to  do  in  view 
of  independent  English  opinion  what 
has  been  done  for  80  3'ears  in  Ireland. 
And  why?  Because  what  they  do  in 
England  is  recorded  in  all  your  news- 
papers, and  what  they  do  in  Ireland  is 
done  in  the  dark.  Why,  Sir,  if  the 
things  proposed  to  be  done  under  this 
Bill  were  to  be  done  in  England,  even  if 
only  against  Irishmen,  or  if  they  were 
to  be  done  in  any  part  of  Great  Britain, 
under  the  eye  of  the  English  Press  and  of 
English  public  opinion,  this  Bill  could 
not  live  for  a  fortnight.  The  fate  of 
the  2nd  sub-section  of  this  clause  ought 
to  be  a  lesson  to  any  intelligent  man 
who  wishes  to  be  fair-minded  and  to 
treat  the  Irish  people  in  such  a  way 
that  he  may  venture  to  hope  for  any 
union  between  Ireland  and  this  country 
or  for  any  cessation  of  hatred.  There 
never  was  a  better  sample  of  the  hypo- 
crisy common  among  some  classes  than 
the  outcry  which  has  been  raised  about 
this  machinery  of  the  Bill.  You  talk 
of  the  injustice  of  bringing  a  prisoner 
to  England.  I  have  already  stated  that 
a  prisoner  would  get  a  fairer  trial  before 
an  English  jury  than  under  the  ma- 
chinery which  you  have  provided.  I 
repeat  that-  statement ;  and  I  say  em- 

Ehatically  that  rather  than  be  tried 
efore  such  tribunals  as  you  are,  un- 
happily, going  to  set  up  in  Ireland  I 
-would  prefer  to  take  my  chance  before 
any  jury  selected  in  the  ordinary  way  in 
Great  Britain.  But  do  I  approve  of  the 
machinery  of  the  2nd  sub-section,  which 
is  about  to  be  struck  out  ?  Nothing  of  the 

sort.    It  is  an  infamous  machinery 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  2nd  sub- 
section has  been  struck  out  of  the  Bill. 
It  is,  therefore,  irregular  to  continue 
the  debate  upon  it. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  will  submit  to  your 
ruling  at  once.  Sir,  if  I  am  out  of  Order. 
I  .did  not  intend  to  discuss  the  2nd  sub- 
section. I  was  simply  pointing  out  that 
it  was  worse  than  too  bad  to  be  sub- 
mitted to  the  public  of  England. 


Thb  CHAIRMAN  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber, inadvertently  no  doubt,  spoke  of 
the  2nd  sub-section  as  about  to  be  struck 
out. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  submit  for  your  consideration.  Sir, 
that  the  Question  before  the  Committee 
is  that  the  clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill,  and  that  one  part  of 
the  amendment  of  the  clause  consists  of 
the  striking  out  of  the  sub-section. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  shall  not.  Sir,  say 
anything  inconsistent  with  your  ruling. 
I  will  simply  refer  to  the  2nd  sub- 
section as  an  illustration,  and  will  drop 
all  reference  to  it  in  detail.  My  point 
was  this — that  the  proposal  to  try  Irish 
cases  in  England  was  dropped  out  of 
this  clause  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
too  monstrous  to  be  tolerated  by  publio 
opinion  in  England,  even  amongst  the 
Conservative  and  the  Liberal  Unionist 
Parties.  I  consider  that  Clauses  3  and 
4  constitute  a  tribunal  in  Ireland  which 
will  leave  the  prisoner  a  great  deal  less 
chance  than  he  would  have  had  under 
the  sub-section  which,  in  deference  to 
publio  opinion,  has  just  been  struck  out. 
Whilst  1  in  no  way  approve  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  that  sub-section,  I  state  dis- 
tinctly that,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  another 
glaring  instance  of  the  hypocrisy  which 
is  frequently  manifested  in  English  pub- 
lic opinion,  when  dealing  with  affairs 
outside  this  country,  that  they  will  not 
tolerate  a  thing  which  is  publicly 
brought  forward,  although  they  will 
tolerate  things  ten  times  more  infamous 
when  the  cloak  of  silence  is  drawn  over 
them.  We  know  that  the  most  infamous 
things  are  allowed  to  be  done  in  the 
dark,  and  that  not  a  voice  is  raised  to 
condemn  them,  until,  perhaps,  some 
Press-man  stirs  up  the  cesspool.  The 
Committee  strikes  out  of  a  measure  like 
this  the  proposal  that  Irish  cases  shall 
be  tried  in  England,  on  the  ground  that 
it  is  too  strong  for  the  English  stomach, 
and  yet  it  leaves  in  the  Bill  provisions 
which  are  infinitely  more  unjust  and 
cruel  to  the  prisoner  in  Ireland — pro- 
visions which  leave  the  prisoner  no 
chance,  and  which  forms  the  most  mon- 
strous and  infamous  parody  of  justice 
ever  attempted  to  be  set  up  in  any 
country.  Talk  of  justice  as  adminis- 
tered by  despots  in  Eastern  countries ! 
I  believe  that  there  would  be  more 
chance  of  justice  before  an  Eastern 
potentate  than  there   is   under   these 
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clauses.  The  ajstem  in  the  past  has 
been  to  bring  prisoners  before  jurors, 
ever^  single  individual  of  whom  has 
been  carefully  aolected,  because  his  posi- 
tion has  been  carefully  ascertained  be- 
forehand by  detectives,  and  because  he 
is  a  flwora  enemy  of  ours.  No  Member 
of  the  Irish  Qovemment  could  attempt 
to  deny  that  they  have  done  such  things 
in  the  past,  and  they  think  that  they 
will  deceive  tho  public  of  England  into 
believing  that  they  are  doing  something 
humane — that  thoy  are  acting  upon  prin- 
ciples of  justice  and  humanity — when 
they  leave  out  the  2nd  sub-section, 
and  content  themselves  with  other  ma- 
chinery, the  effect  of  which  will  be  to 
place  Irish  N^ationalists  on  their  trial 
before  men  every  one  of  whom  has  coa- 
demned  them  before  entering  the  jury- 
box.  That  ia  the  system  which  they 
Sropose  to  set  up  in  Ireland  for  over. 
Tow,  I  want,  in  all  seriousnoss,  to  put 
this  question  to  every  hon.  Member  of 
this  House.  Does  any  Englishman  of 
this  House  expect  that  this  law  will 
command  the  sympathy  of  the  Irish 
people  ?  All  I  can  say  is,  that  if  any 
Englishman  expects  it  he  must  be  either 
intensely  stupid  or  completely  ignorant 
of  the  history  of  our  people.  Every 
English  statesman  who  has  addressed 
his  mind  and  intellect  to  the  considera- 
tioQ  of  the  Irish  Question  in  years  gone 
by  has  declared  his  conviction  that  the 
essence  of  the  difficulty  in  Ireland  is 
the  fact  that  the  law  ia  distrusted,  dis- 
liked, and  looked  upon  as  hostile  by  the 
masses  of  the  population.  Statesman 
after  statesman,  from  the  days  of  Fox 
and  Burke,  and  the  days  of  the  Old 
Whigs,  to  the  days  of  Peel  and  Russell, 
and  down  to  the  day  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian, 
has  declared  bis  conviction  that,  until 
yon  conciliate  the  masses  of  the  people 
and  give  them  confidence  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law,  you  cannot  hope 
for  peace  in  Ireland.  And  now,  in  1887, 
the  nest  way  English  Ministers  can  de- 
vise for  conciliatiug  the  people  and  im- 
parting to  them  confidence  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law— the  best  way 
they  can  devise,  after  87  years'  expe- 
rience, \n  to  adopt  a  machinery  which 
they  tell  us  ia  to  be  perpetual,  and  which 
provides  that  the  man  who  belongs  to 
the  poor,  and  the  man  who  holds  the 
same  political  convictions  as,  at  the 
lowest  estimate,  four-fifths  of  the  peoplo 
Ur.  Ditton 


of  Ireland,  can  never  s 
a  political  offence,  but 
the  jury-box   12  men 

Political  convictions  ai 
CriMo/'-No!"]  We 
cry  of  "  No ! "  I  will  n 
Gentlemen  opposite  of 
I  care  not  whether  the; 
ligion  or  not,  because  i 
friends  of  Ireland  are 
will  merely  say  alien  to 
political  conviction,  ai 
the  most  potent  of  all  h 
— namely,  the  convictio 
its  pockets  will  be  afl 
the  Irish  people  that  t 
to  live  under  such  a  sy 
demn  them  to  an  une 
of  the  turmoil,  diaorc 
with  the  law  which  has 
history  of  your  admin 
country.  I  would  ask 
this  House,  whether  th 
Conesrvativs,  if  they  h 
system  as  that  is  goin^ 
Union,  and,  if  they  d 
are  not  beginning  to 
object  on  which  they 
hearts  ia  not  worth  the 
Dr.  COMMINS  (B 
Whan  I  put  down  1 
which  stands  on  the  Fa 
to  omit  this  clause,  I 
there  was  one  saving  p< 
tion  it  was  the  provisioi 
been  struck  out.  I  ha 
periencB  of  English  Ian 
in  England,  and  I  knt 
the  English  law  as  adn 
land.  I  know  that  the 
tered  in  England  is  gen 
prejudice  seldominfluen 
the  packing  of  juries  do 
Judges  and  Recordeia  i 
those  who  administer  t] 
think  more  of  doing  ju 
soner  than  they  think  o 

Solitical  parties.  I  hi 
ence  in  English  jnri 
jury  selected  and  pad 
adopted  in  Ireland  by  t 
after  Attorney  General 
did  not  object  to  the 
which  I  believed  was  th 
of  the  clause — the  one  J 
the  ship  from  going  do 
has  been  thrown  ore 
whale.  Although  no  Ir 
to  the  sub- section — altl 
had  tbat  confidenoe  ii 
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they  belieyed  their  countiTmen  would 
get  better  justice  before  an  English  jury 
than  under  the  other  machinery  pro- 
vided by  the  Bill,  the  provision  was 
so  essentially  unfair,  so  atrocious,  so 
contrary  to  the  old  and  well-established 
principles  of  English  jurisprudence,  so 
contrary  to  the  spirit  of  the  jury  system, 
that  from  all  sides  of  the  House  and 
from  all  shades  of  opinion  in  the  coun- 
try the  strongest  condemnation  was 
showered  upon  it.  And  yet  that  pro- 
vision was  less  atrocious  than  anything 
else  in  the  Bill.  There  was  no  Amendment 
put  upon  the  Paper  showing  that  there 
was  any  intention  amongst  us  to  oppose 
it,  but  at  the  last  moment  it  is  thrown 
overboard,  and  the  rest  of  the  clause  is 
left  in  its  unmitigated  hideousness. 
What  does  the  section,  in  its  present 
form,  propose  ?  It  begins  with  several 
lines  which,  Sir,  are  so  unusual  that 
I  defy  any  of  those  learned  or  unlearned 
Members  who  sit  opposite  to  point  to 
any  English  Act  of  Parliament  in  which 
it  was  ever  found  expedient  that  a  pre- 
amble should  be  put  into  a  clause,  es- 
pecially a  preamble  which,  like  this,  in- 
volves insult  and  contumely  to  a  whole 
people.  If  the  clause  is  justifiable,  it 
does  not  need  such  a  preamble 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  Question  of  the  preamble  was 
debated  yesterday  for  two  and  a-half 
hours.  The  hon.  Member  must  now 
confine  himself  to  the  clause  as  a  whole. 

Dr.  COMMINS  :  WeU,  Mr.  Courtney, 
the  preamble  has  been  passed,  and,  as  I 
oppose  the  whole  clause  as  it  stands,  I 
thought  it  was  open  to  me  to  express 
my  objection  to  the  preamble.  How- 
ever, Sir,  I  am  content  to  accept  your 
ruling  in  the  matter.  Then  comes  the 
most  material  part  of  what  is  left  of  this 
clause,  and  that  is  the  arbitrary  power 
which  it  confers,  without  supervision  or 
check,  on  the  Irish  Attorney  General, 
whoever  he  may  be,  not  only  to  select 
the  place  of  trial,  but  virtually  and 
practically  to  select  the  jury,  and  to 
abolish  every  pretence  of  fair  trial  in 
Ireland.  "We  know  how  strongly  opi- 
nion runs  in  Ireland.  Wo  know  that 
the  Attorney  General  is  always  able  to 
bring  that  opinion  into  the  jury-box  to 
destroy  all  chance  of  any  person  charged 
with  a  political  offence  having  a  fair 
trial.  That  being  so,  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  clause,  as  at  present  framed, 
places  the  liberty    of  every  man  who 


happens  to  be  resident  in  Ireland  at  the 
mercy  of  the  Attorney  General  for  the  time 
being,  with  no  legal  check  on  the  exercise 
of  his  discretion.  I  oppose  this  clause 
because  I  feel  that  the  very  best  portion 
of  it  has  been  thrown  over,  and  because, 
as  it  now  stands,  it  is  an  absolute  abne- 
gation of  fair  trial  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  : 
I  may  be  permitted  to  say  one  word. 
We  are  charged  with  obstruction,  but 
we  have  only  given  the  Government 
time  to  consider  this  clause,  for  they  do 
not  seem  to  have  been  able  to  make  up 
their  minds  upon  it  sooner.  Do  you 
condemn  murder  and  assassination  by  a 
Eibbon  Society  ?  You  do.  That  is  in- 
telligible ;  but  this  is  a  proposal  to 
assassinate  by  legal  methods.  The 
Eibbon  Society  gives  a  man  a  trial  in 
secret,  but  without  the  forms  of  law ;  of 
course  its  murderous  executions  are  of  a 
very  hideous  and  horrible  character, 
and  must  produce  a  painful  and  shock- 
ing sensation.  But  the  people  have  a 
motive  in  carrying  them  out ;  they  think 
they  are  justifiable,  but  they  do  not  be- 
lieve you  have  a  right  to  carry  out  your 
law  in  their  country,  because  that  law 
has  no  moral  ground ;  it  has  no  founda- 
tion except  that  of  your  bayonets.  You 
propose  now  to  pick  out  from  amongst 
the  population  of  Ireland  a  body  of  men 
in  every  .county,  numbering,  perhaps, 
not  more  than  1,000  in  the  aggregate, 
men  who  belong  to  a  secret  organization, 
and  you  want  to  place  on  their  trial, 
before  these  men,  the  Irish  Nationalists. 
You  condemn  the  Eibbon  men  for 
arraigning  the  landlords  before  their 
organization,  and  upon  their  verdict 
after  what  they  call  a  fair  trial,  carrying 
out  the  sentences  of  execution ;  you  con- 
demn them  for  carrying  out  their 
miserable  sentences  in  their  miserable 
Eibbon  Lodges  ;  but,  Sir,  you  would 
drag  the  Irish  Nationalists  for  trial 
before  a  jury  of  members  of  the  Orange 
Order  — of  men  who  will  not,  perhapa, 
sit  in  the  jury  box  wearing  the  regalia 
of  their  order,  but  who  may  have  come 
down  shouting — ''To  hell  with  the 
Pope !"  or  who  may  be  boasting — **  I  shot 
so  and  so  in  the  Shanklin  Eoad."  It  is 
true  the  Government  have  dropped  the 
sub- clause.  I  was  careful  to  say  nothing 
about  that  clause  at  any  time ;  but  I 
must  now  say  it  is  strange  that  at  a 
period  when  the  country  lias  enlarged 
the  basis  of  its   franchise,  and  when 
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500,000  individuals  have  just  been  ad- 
mitted within  the  Constitution  in  Ireland, 
you  say  that  only  5,000  men  are  to  be 
allowed  to  sit  in  the  jury-box  in  Ireland. 
This  is  a  stop  back  into  the  dark  ages. 
If  you  decide  on  this  you  will  poison 
public  life  in  Ireland  ;  you  will  continue 
to  poison  the  relations  and  feelings 
between  the  two  countries,  and  it  can 
only  lead  to  havinp:  the  Irish  Members 
expelled  from  this  House.  If  this  policy 
is  maintained  in  its  entirety,  you,  who 
are  in  favour  of  Union,  as  you  say,  will 
have  to  see  the  failure  of  another  of 
your  Crimes  Bills,  in  the  same  way  as 
you  have  seen  20  or  30  previous  Crimes 
Bills  fail ;  and  if  the  Germans  conquered 
England  to-morrow — which  God  forbid ! 
— and  if  they  selected  20  or  30  men  who 
supported  their  administration  to  be  the 
Eole  administrators  of  the  law,  would 
you  consider  justice  could  be  adminis- 
tered in  that  way  ?  No ;  you  would  not. 
Then  why  try  the  same  policy  in  Ireland  ? 
And  when  you  have  failed  in  this  policy 
— as  fail  you  must — you  will  come  down 
with  another  proposition,  and  you  will 
say — **  It  is  the  agitators."  Yes  ;  it  will 
be  the  same  old  story.  You  will  com- 
plain that  it  is  the  agitators  who  are 
attacking  the  privileges  of  the  landlord 
class,  and  you  will  wind  up  by  expelling 
from  this  House  those  who  raised  their 
voices — as  our  future  Representatives 
will — against  the  continuance  of  this 
bad  system.  Then  you  will  be  left  alone. 
I  recommend  the  Government,  when 
their  first  Coercion  Bill  has  failed, 
and  when  their  second  one  has  been 
brought  in,  to  make  the  latter  much 
shorter,  and  merely  provide  that  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  may,  of 
his  own  will,  order  any  Irish  Member 
or  Irish  peasant  to  execution. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  Ayes  219; 
Noes  115:  Majority  104. — (Div  List, 
No.  211.)  [2.10  a.mI 

Sir  WILLI  AM  HARCOURT  (Derby) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
state  what  will  be  the  character  of  the 
Motion  of  which  he  has  given  Notice 
for  debate  to-morrow  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  propose  to 
move.  Sir — 

"That,  at  Ten  o'clock  p.m.  on  Friday  the 
17th  day  of  June,  if  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill  bo  not  previously  reported 

Mr.  T.  J/.  Healy 


from  the  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  the 
Chairman  shall  put  forthwith  the  Question  or 
Questions  on  any  Amendment  or  Motion  already 
proposed  from  the  Chair.  He  shall  next  pro- 
ceed and  successively  put  forthwith  the  Ques- 
tions, That  any  Clause  then  under  consideratioo, 
and  each  remaining  Clause  in  the  Bill,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill,  unless  Progress  ho  moved  as 
hereinafter  provided.  After  the  Clauses  are 
disposed  of  he  shall  forthwith  report  the  Bill, 
as  amended,  to  the  House. 

**  From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Order, 
no  Motion,  That  the  Chairman  do  leave  the 
Chair,  or  do  report  Progress,  shall  be  alloved 
unless  moved  by  one  of  the  Members  in  charge 
of  the  Bill,  and  the  Question  on  such  Motioa 
shall  be  put  forthwith. 

"  If  Progress  be  reported  on  the  1 7th  Jime, 
the  Chairman  shall  put  this  Order  in  force  in 
any  subsequent  sitting  of  the  Committee.** 

SiE  WILLIAM    HABCOURT :   As 

far  as  I  caught  it,  this  seems  to  me  to 
be  copied  in  some  respects  from  a 
former  Notice  in  reference  to  Urgency. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  re- 
member that  in  those  Hules  with  refer- 
ence to  Urgency  there  was  a  certain 
majority  required. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Order,  order!  It 
is  very  irregular  to  discuss  a  Motion  of 
which  Notice  is  merely  given  by  pe^ 
mission  of  the  House.  It  is  permissible 
to  ask  a  Question  in  regard  to  it. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:  Thai 
is  what  I  am  going  to  do.  \^InterrupUw] 
I,  of  course,  fully  submit  to  the  ruling 
of  the  Chair ;  but  I  will  not  submit,  nor 
will  I  pay  any  attention,  to  these  inter- 
ruptions from  hon.  Members  opposite. 
In  order  to  explain  the  Question  I  pro- 
pose to  put  to  the  right  hon.  GentlemaSt 
I  referred  to  a  former  Resolution  « 
Urgency  and  to  the  majority  required 
by  it.  I  only  rose  to  ask,  in  reference 
to  this  Notice,  whether  it  is  proposed 
that  there  shall  be  any  particular  ma- 
jority, or  whether  it  is  to  be  a  bare  one? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  We  shaU  not 
propose  any  particular  majority. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  The  right  hoi 
Oentleman  promised  us  we  should  hift 
copies  of  this  Resolution,  but  we  hiTt 
not  had  an  opportunity  of  seeing  it  I 
tried  to  take  it  down,  but  that  vn 
wholly  impossible,  for  it  is  as  long* 
**God  Save  the  Queen."  I  would  rfr, 
spectfully  ask  him  is  it  carrying  outtk 
pledge  that  we  should  bave  it  at  an  Wi 
hour  to  give  it  to  us  now  ?  I  uffil 
him  entirely  of  bad  faitb,  because  atm 
time  the  right  hon.  Ghentleman  thoOT 
it  possible  the  Coal  Mines  Regnli^f 
Bill  might  be  reached    by   10  o'cbij 


1553  Uunicipat  Corporations  Acts  {JjmE  d,  1887J         {lreland\  ifc.  BiU.         1554 


\ 
I 

\ 

i 

I 
V 

I 

4 

I 

I 


But  we  were  promised  an  adequate  op- 
portunity of  seeing  and  handling  this 
Hesolution,  so  as  to  enable  us  to  put  on 
the  Paper  any  Amendments  we  might 
think  necessary.  I  submit  that  the  pro- 
mise has  not  been  kept.  Does  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  expect  us  now  to  sit 
down  and  prepare  the  Amendments,  to 
laboriously  copy  them  out,  and  to  keep 
the  Clerks  at  the  Table  after  the  rising 
of  the  House  ?  Does  he  think  it  reason- 
able to  treat  us  in  this  manner  ?  The 
discussion  should  be  postponed  or  the 
period  extended. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  very  sorry 
that  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee 
have  been  protracted  far  beyond  the 
hour  at  which  I  thought  we  might  close. 
But  I  do  not  see  how  I  can  possibly 
postpone  the  consideration  of  this 
Amendment,  or  extend  the  Committee 
stage  beyond  June  17. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Put  it  on  to 
Jubilee  Day, 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  will  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  moving  any  Amendment  he 
chooses. 

Committee  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  this  House  will,  To-morrow, 
again  resolve  itself  into  the  said  Com- 
mittee.'*— (  J/r.  -4.  J.  Balfour.) 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  I  wish  to  ask 
for  what  day  do  the  Government  put 
down  this  Bill  ?  If  for  to-morrow,  I  must 
resist  it ;  because  the  Government  have 
given  Notice  of  a  Motion  that  must  give 
rise  to  a  long  discussion,  and  it  would 
be  unreasonable  to  expect  us  to  resume 
the  discussion  of  this  Bill  after  that  at 
a  late  hour— perhaps  2  or  3  in  the 
morning.  At  least,  let  us  set  it  down 
for  a  day  when  there  is  some  probability 
of  its  being  taken.  I  move  that  it  be 
set  down  for  Monday. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
**  To-morrow,"  and  insert  **  on  Monday 
next."— (-^^-  T.  M.  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  'To-mor- 
row '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  CHIEP  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
IjAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoub)  (Man- 
chester, E.):  I  hope  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  will  not  press  this 
Amendment.  How  long  the  debate  on 
other  Business  may  take  this  day  I  can- 


not say,  but  we  will  undertake  that 
Committee  shall  not  be  resumed  at  a 
late  hour. 

Mr.  DILLON:  Then  why  not  put 
the  Bill  down  for  Monday  at  once,  or 
else  let  the  Motion  for  Urgency  be  put 
down  for  Monday,  a  far  more  sensiole 
plan  ?  I  presume  the  Government  do  not 
expect  that  the  Motion  for  Urgency  will 
be  disposed  of  without,  at  least,  a  night's 
debate. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY:  What  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  consider  a 
late  hour  ?  Will  he  say  that  it  will  not 
be  taken  after  10  o'clock,  then  we  shall 
understand  ?  Let  him  give  us  an  under- 
taking that  it  shall  not  be  taken  after  a 
certain  hour. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUR:  Not  after 
half-past  1 1 . 

Mb.  T.  M,  HEALY :  Then  I  with- 
draw  my  Motion  for  Monday. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  To-morrow. 

MUNICIPAL  CORPORATIONS  ACTS  (IRE- 
LAND) AMENDMENT  (No.  2)   BILL. 
(Sir  James  Corry,  Mr.  Ewart,  Mr,  Johnston.) 
[bill    176.]      C0N8IDBBATI0N. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered. 
New  Clause — 

(Execution  of  IMain  Drainage  Scheme.) 
"IJntil  the  New  Council  shall  have  been 
elected  in  manner  described  in  the  preceding 
section,  no  action  shall  be  taken  nor  liability 
incurred  in  respect  of  any  scheme  which  may  be 
passed  into  Law  during  the  present  Session  of 
Parliament  for  the  Main  Drainage  of  the 
Borough  of  Belfast,"— (if r.  Sexton,) 

— brought  up,  and  read  the  first  time. 

Mb.  sexton  (Belfast,  W.) :  In 
moving  the  insertion  of  this  clause  in 
the  Bill  very  little  argument  is  required 
from  me  to  commend  it  to  the  House.^  It 
is,  in  fact,  for  the  purpose  of  completing 
an  arrangement  made  by  the  House  in 
Committee.  The  House  has  determined 
to  increase  the  municipal  franchise  of 
Belfast  from  5,000  to  20,000,  in  order  to 
secure  that  such  schemes  as  that  for  the 
main  drainage  of  Belfast  should  not  be 
proceeded  with  against  the  opinion  and 
without  control  of  the  great  body  of 
householders.  The  House  has  further 
declared  that  next  November  all  the 
seats  on  the  Town  Council  shall  become 
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vacant,  and  shall  be  refilled  at  an  elec- 
tion to  be  held  then;  therefore,  it  is 
apparent  that  the  present  Town  Council 
vill  have  no  control  over  the  works  for 
the  main  drainage  scheme  after  No- 
vember. But  what  security  have  we  as 
to  the  action  of  the  present  Town  Coimcil 
between  the  passing  of  the  Main 
Drainage  Bill  and  the  elections  in  No- 
vember? There  is  great  danger  that 
the  present  Council,  conscious  that  the 
term  of  their  power  is  approaching  an 
end,'  may  make  contracts  and  otherwise 
proceed  with  the  scheme,  plunging  the 
borough  into  a  liability  that  may  con- 
tinue for  30  or  40  years.  My  Amend- 
ment will  prevent  that.  Eesolutions 
Eassed  at  public  meetings  in  Belfast 
ave  been  forwarded  to  me,  and  they 
express  what  is  the  general  opinion  in 
the  town,  that  there  is  no  confidence  in 
the  Town  Council  elected  on  the  re- 
stricted franchise.  I  ask  the  House  to 
complete  the  action  it  has  taken,  and  to 
make  the  control  it  has  vested  in  the 
ratepayers  a  real  and  effective  control  in 
regard  to  the  main  drainage  scheme. 
If  the  House  does  not  adopt  this  clause, 
that  control  will  be  illusory,  and  I  cannot 
regard  the  Bill  without  this  clause  as 
satisfying  the  claim  I  have  made,  and 
giving  the  ratepayers  that  security  they 
have  a  right  to  expect  after  the  action 
of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Sexton.) 

Mr.  EWART  (Belfast,  N.) :  I  rise  to 
oppose  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Belfast.  The  main  drainage 
scheme  is  one  upon  which  no  time 
should  be  lost,  for  the  drainage  of  Bel- 
fast is  in  a  deplorable  condition.  The 
effect  of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  to  delay  all  opera- 
tions for  a  year.  The  Corporation  of 
Belfast  are  prevented  from  discharging 
any  sewage  matter  into  the  Lough  until 
an  outlet  sewer  and  settling  tank  are 
completed.  These  operations  are  to  be 
carried  on  in  the  waters  of  the  Lough, 
on  ground  which  is  bare  at  low  water 
and  covered  at  high  water,  and  they  can 
only  be  carried  on  during  the  summer 
and  autumn  months.  The  contracts  for 
these  works  are  not  heavy,  not  more 
than  £60,000  or  £70,000,  and  they  are 
the  only  contracts  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  enter  into  for  a  long  period. 

Mr.  Sexton 


II  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
is  carried  it  will  delay  operations  until 
next  year,  a  delay  of  at  least  12  months. 
Already  the  town  has  suffered  a  year's 
delay  in  these  works  through  the  action 
of  the  hon.  Member,  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  mark  its  disapproval  of  the 
action  of  the  hon.  Member.  Instead  of 
the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  have 
given  Notice  of  an  Amendment  which  I 
will  move  on  the  consideration  of  the 
Lords'  Amendments  to  the  Main  Drain- 
age Bill,  to  the  effect  that  no  action 
shall  be  taken,  or  liability  incurred,  in 
respect  to  these  works  authorized  by  the 
Act,  unless  and  until  approval  has  been 
expressed  by  a  meeting  of  the  ratepayers. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.)  :  That 
will  not  be  in  Order. 

Mr.  EWART:  The  portion  of  the 
works  I  have  referred  to  as  being  ne- 
cessary to  proceed  with  before  the 
winter  will  bear  but  a  very  small  pro- 
portion to  the  whole.  Seeing  that  the 
health  of  the  town  has  suffered  so 
much  from  the  want  of  a  scheme  of 
main  drainage,  I  hope  the  House  will 
not  support  the  further  delay  this  clause 
would  occasion.  We  have  had  a  good 
deal  of  discussion  about  Belfast  for 
months  past,  and  reference  has  often 
been  made  to  the  lamentable  loss  of 
life  in  what  may  be  called  a  small  civil 
war.  Strangely  enough,  this  commenced 
about  the  time  the  hon.  Member  made 
his  appearance  there  as  an  advocate  of 
Home  Eule.  But  the  loss  of  life  in 
those  disputes  is  as  nothing  as  com- 
pared to  the  loss  of  life  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber wishes  to  make  provision  for — — 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  rise  to  Order,  Sir.  Is  it  in  Order  to 
say  the  loss  of  life  the  hon.  Member 
wishes  to  make  provision  for  ? 

Mr.  speak  re  :  I  am  sure  the  hon. 
Member  does  not  wish  to  imply  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  West  Belfast  desires  to 
provide  for  the  loss  of  life  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON  :  Oh,  I  do  not  mind. 

Mr.  EWART  :  I  withdraw  the  obser- 
vation. But  in  a  sanitary  sense  the  loss 
of  life  through  a  want  of  a  proper  sys- 
tem of  main  drainage  works  is  not  less 
than  200  persons,  and  I  do  hope  the 
House  will  not  incur  the  blood-guiltiness 
of  bringing  about  such  a  state  of  affairs. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  confidently  appeal  to  the 
House — to  all  sections  of  the  House — to 
vote  for  the  proposal  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
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I  make  the  appeal  in  confidence,  not 
merely  because  of   the  merits  of  the 
question  being  on  the  side  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  but    because    in    all    previous 
stages  of  the  Bill  my  hon.  Friend  has 
been  able    successfully  to    oppose  the 
narrow  policy  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  by  the  assistance  of  votes  from 
both  sides  of  the  House.     I  trust  the 
impartial  manner  in  which  this  Bill  has 
been  discussed  and  dealt  with  in  previous 
stages   will  continue  to   the  end,  and 
that   when   it    leaves  this  House  the 
credit  of  passing    it    may    be    shared 
among   all    sections  of  the  House.    I 
may  recall   it  to   the   attention  of  the 
House  that  not  a  single  proposal  hasbeen 
made  by  my  hon.  Friend  that  has  not 
been  opposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Belfast  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Armagh  (Sir  James  Corry),  and  I 
cite  this  as  a  precedent  to  show  that  the 
burden  of  proof  lies  with  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite,  who  have  been  defeated 
when   opposing    Motions  of  my   hon. 
Friend.     The  House  will  remember  that 
the  whole  action  of  the  House  in  refer- 
ence to  this  Bill  has  been  abnormal.    In 
the  Main  Drainage  Bill  my  hon.  Friend 
the   Member   for    West   Belfast    (Mr. 
Sexton)  was  enabled  to  induce  the  House 
to  deal  with  the  municipal  franchise  of 
Belfast.    It  was  objected  by  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  who  is  respon- 
sible for  Private  Bill  legislation,  that  this 
was    an    entirely  anomalous,  unprece- 
dented,    irregular,    and     inconvenient 
course  ;  and  I  must  say,  speaking  gene- 
rally, that  his  argument  was  well  worth 
consideration.    But  all  sections  of  the 
House  were  so  convinced  of  the  absolute 
necessity  of  enlarging    the    municipal 
franchise  of  Belfast  in  view  of  the  main 
drainage  scheme,   that   the  conviction 
overcame  these  objections  and  caused 
the  acceptance  of  my  hon.  Friend's  pro- 
posal and  the  introduction  into  the  Main 
Drainage  Bill  of  a  comparatively  extra- 
neous matter,  the  extension  of  the  muni- 
cipal franchise.    The  House  took  this 
unusual,  if  not  entirely  unprecedented 
course,  on  the  gpround  that  while  the 
main  drainage    scheme  was  large  and 
important  as  affecting  the  whole  body 
of  ratepayers,  on  the    other  hand  the 
franchise  was  so  narrow,   that  it  was 
right  the  latter  should  be  extended,  that 
the  people  of  Belfast  should  have  a  voice 
in  the  control  of  the  large  expenditure. 


Now,  is  not  the  hon.   Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Belfast  (Mr.  Ewart) 
asking  the  House  to  stultify  itself  on 
the  whole  ground  upon  which  it  took  an 
exceptional  course,  by  removing  from 
the  ratepayers,  to  whom  you  have  now 
extended  the  franchise,  all  control  over 
the  drainage  scheme  until  November  ? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  says  the  delay  in  the 
Bill  will  cause  great  loss  of   life.    I 
should  be  inclined  to  pay  more  attention 
to  that  argument  were  it  not  for  the 
fact  that  this  scheme  and  this  extraordi- 
nary anxiety  for  the  preservation  of  life 
in   Belfast  occurs  with  suspicious   se- 
quence to  the  choice  of  my  hon.  Friend 
to  be  Bepresentative  of  West  Belfast,  and 
his  efforts  to  bring  the  municipal  expen- 
diture of  Belfast  within  the  purview  and 
control  of  all  the  ratepayers.    There  will 
be  no  avoidable  delay.     Surely  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  knows  that  even  if 
the  clause  is  rejected,  no  serious  action, 
so  far  as  the  actual  works  are  concerned, 
can  be  taken  yet  ?  Large  contracts  have 
to  be  made,  on  which  I  wDl  say  a  word 
presently,  and  great  preparations  have 
to  be  made,  and  it  is  quite  impossible  to 
get  through  these  preliminaries  before 
November ;  therefore  there  will  be  no  loss 
of  time  in  actual  works.    It  is  said  the 
expenditure  before  November  will  be 
small;  but  contracts  may  be  entered 
into  involving  very  heavy  expenditure 
indeed.    I  have  no  desire  to  cast  doubt 
on  the  bona  fides  of  hon.  Gentlemen,  who, 
no  doubt,    mean  what  they  say ;   but 
surely  their  words  have  no  binding  effect 
upon  the  Corporation  while  the  latter 
has  power  to  make  these  contracts.   I  say 
that  unless  this  clause  is  passed  the  pre- 
sent Corporation  of  Belfast  will  have  the 
power  to  enter  into  contracts  for  the 
expenditure  of  £300,000,    and   that  in 
face  of  the  fact  that   this  House  has 
decided    that   the  Corporation  is   not 
competent  to  enter  into  such  an  expen- 
diture until  the  large  body  of  the  rate- 
payers have   made  their  voice   heard. 
When  this  Bill  passes  the  Council  will 
dissolve  next  November,  and  it  is  no- 
torious that  not  a  single  member  of  the 
Council  will  be  re-elected,  so  that  the 
House-— if  this  clause  is  not  accepted — 
will  come  to  the  astounding  decision  that 
a  Corporation  that  will  not  be  re-elected 
shall   have  the  prospective   power  of 
saddling  the  ratepayers  with  an  expen- 
diture of  £300,000.  I  recognize  with  my 
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hon.  Friend  the  impartial  spirit  with 
which  hon.  Memhers  have  acted  in  re- 
gard to  this  Bill,  and  I  trust  that  spirit 
will  prevail  to  the  end  of  the  proceed- 
ings. The  House  has  decided  over  and 
over  again  that  the  ratepayers  should 
have  control  over  the  large  expenditure 
upon  the  drainage  scheme,  and  the  way 
to  give  effect  to  that  decision  is  to  pre- 
vent the  present  Corporation  taking 
action  until  the  ratepayers  have  expressed 
their  opinion  by  the  election  of  a  new 
Council. 

Me.  CHANCE:  The  hon.  Member 
who  said  that  there  was  an  annual  loss 
of  200  lives  from  want  of  a  main  drain- 
age scheme  for  Belfast  did  not  even  see 
this  was  a  heavy  accusation  against  the 
Corporation  that  for  half-a-century  made 
no  attempt  to  remedy  the  evils.  In  re- 
ference to  what  the  hon.  Member  has 
said  as  to  the  Amendment  he  proposes 
to  move  to  the  Main  Drainage  Bill,  I 
am  quite  sure  it  would  be  out  of  Order 
on  the  consideration  of  the  Lords'  Amend- 
ments ;  and  without  such  a  clause  as  this 
there  is  no  guarantee  that  the  Corpora- 
tion, in  which  the  people  have  no  confi- 
dence, would  not  burden  the  town  with 
an  expenditure  of  £300,000. 

Mr.  SEXTON:  Before  we  go  to  a 
Division,  Sir,  may  I  ask  you  a  question  ? 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Belfast  has 
stated  that  it  is  his  intention,  on  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Lords'  Amendments  to 
the  Main  Drainage  Bill,  to  move  the  in- 
sertion of  a  clause  to  provide  for  a  town 
meeting  to  consider  the  scheme.  I  have 
to  ask  you,  Sir,  will  it  be  competent  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  enter  upon  any 
other  matters  than  the  acceptance  or  re- 
jection of  the  Lords'  Amendments? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Any  Amendment 
proposed  by  any  hon.  Member  in  this 
House  must  be  relevant  to  the  Lords' 
Amendment  then  under  considera- 
tion. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  89  ;  Noes 
71 :  Majority  18.— (Div.  List,  No.  212.) 

Clause  added, 

Mr,  sexton  :  I  ask  the  House  to 
allow  the  third  reading  to  be  taken  now, 
because  the  Main  Drainage  Bill  comes 
on  on  the  20th,  and  if  this  Bill  is  delayed 
a  further  postponement  of  that  Bill  will 
be  necessary. 

Mr.  T.  P.  0'  Connor 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  thiid 
time." — (i/r.  Sexton,) 

Mr.  EWAET  :  I  do  not  object  to  the 
Motion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  paued, 

MOTION. 


CRIMINAL   LAW    AMENDMENT    (IRE- 
LAND)  [EXPENSES].— RESOLUTION. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  this  Hcuae  will,  To-morrow,  reaolTO 
itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider  of  authorisng 
the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  br 
Parliament,  of  any  allowances  that  may  be 
made,  and  Expenses  that  may  be  incurred, 
under  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present 
Session  to  make  better  provision  for  the  pre- 
vention and  punishment  of  Crime  in  Ireland, 
and  for  other  purposes  relating'  thereto** 
(Queen's  Heeommendation  sigpoified). — {Mr,  Jmk- 
son.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
May  I,  upon  this  Motion,  ask  the  Gt>Yeni- 
ment  to  give  me  a  distinct  answer  to  a 
question  I  raised  earlier  without  getting 
an  answer  ?  This  is  a  ^Resolution  upon 
which  to  found  a  Committee,  and  to  that 
extent  it  is  a  matter  of  form,  but  it  is 
one  upon  which  I  may  put  the  question 
again  ;  and  that  is,  do  you  expect  a  pri- 
soner to  pay  all  his  expenses  for  the 
transfer  of  his  counsel  and  witnesses? 
The  travelling  expenses  from  Dublin  to 
England  are  less  than  the  expenses  of 
travelling  from  Cork  to  the  Giant's 
Causeway,  and  it  is  only  a  fair  thing 
that  if  a  prisoner  is  removed  for  trial  to 
such  a  distance  these  expenses  should 
be  defrayed  for  him.  Before  we  allov 
a  Committee  to  be  formed  to  make  pro- 
vision for  the  payment  of  useless  fees  for 
motions  for  cause  we  should  know  whe 
ther  the  expenses  of  counsel  and  wit- 
nesses in  the  case  of  a  prisoner  tom 
from  his  friends  by  a  change  of  venae 
will  be  paid. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  fok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity): Under  this  clause  the  same 
course  as  regards  expenses  will  be 
followed  as  in  a  similar  clause  in  the 
Act  of  1882.  The  hon.  and  leaned 
Member  is  probably  aware  that  in  thai 
case  the  expenses  of  counsel  were  paid 
when  the  change  of  venue  necessitated 
any    extra    or   additional    expense  bj 
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reason  of  the  change.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  will  see  that  it  would 
not  be  fair  to  the  taxpayers  to  impose  on 
them  the  payment  of  counsel  in  all  oases 
where  there  is  a  change  of  place  of 
trial.  For  instance,  take  the  case  of  a 
change  of  venue  from  Cork  to  Dublin, 
the  services  of  the  very  same  counsel 
would  probably  be  available  more  readily 
than  if  the  proceedings  went  on  in  Oork. 
That  will  be  done  which  was  done  in  the 
Act  of  1882 — namely,  that  when  by  a 
change  of  venue  charges  are  incurred 
by  the  prisoner  or  accused  for  extra  ex- 
penses to  obtain  the  services  of  counsel, 
those  expenses  will  be  paid ;  and  of  course 
the  expenses  of  witnesses,  where  there 
is  a  change  of  venue,  will  also  be  paid. 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  has  not  answered 
the  question  ;  he  has  mentioned  a  change 
from  Cork  to  Belfast.  Of  course,  in 
Dublin  the  same  counsel  would  act,  for 
there  is  the  Central  Law  Courts.  But 
suppose  the  change  of  venue  is  to  some 
other  circuit ;  then  the  prisoner  could 
not  employ  the  same  counsel  without  the 
payment  of  special  fees.  Will  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  answer 
that? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  If  we  do  not 
get  an  answer  we  shall  divide. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  111;  Noes 
48  :  Majority  63.— (Div.  List,  No.  213.) 

House  adjourned  at  twenty-five  minutes 

after  Three  o'clock. 
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DOO  OWNERS  BILL.— (No.  91.) 
{The  Lord  Moimi' Temple  J) 

SECOND  BEADIKa. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing read. 

Lord  MOUNT-TEMPLE,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  pro- 
vide that  the  owner  of  a  dog  should  be 
liable  in  damages  for  any  personal  injury 
done  by  such  dog  to  any  person,  and  it 
should  not  be  necessary  for  any  person 
suing  for  the  recovery  of  damages  for 
any  such  injury  to  show  a  previous  mis* 
chievous  propensity  in  such  dog,  or  that 
the  owner  knew  or  had  notice  of  such 
mischievous  propensity,  or  that  the 
injury  complained  of  was  attributable 
to  any  negligence  on  the  part  of  the 
owner  in  the  keeping  or  management  of 
such  dog.  The  sight  of  dogs  with  jaws 
tied  up  by  iron  muzzles  had  given  to 
multitudes  a  new  impression  of  the 
dangerous  character  of  dogs.  Many, 
who  used  to  think  of  them  as  tame  and 
pleasant  domestic  creatures,  were  sus- 
picious and  alarmed  at  the  sight  of  them, 
and  some  people  bad  begun  to  wish  that 
no  dogs  were  to  be  seen  in  the  street. 
It  was  for  the  interest  of  dogs  and  of 
dog-owners  that  the  rising  prejudice 
against  the  freedom  of  dogs  should  be 
allayed,  for,  though  the  cases  in  which 
dogs  were  savage  and  injured  strangers 
were  very  rare,  they  did  arise,  and  there 
ought  to  be  an  easy  process  for  getting 
compensation  in  the  form  of  damages. 
In  this  respect  the  law  was  absurdly  in- 
efficacious. The  right  of  a  person  inj  ured 
by  the  bite  of  a  dog  to  maintain  an  action 
for  damages  against  the  owner  of  a  dog 
depended  on  his  ability  to  prove  by  evi- 
dence, not  only  that  the  dog  was  of  a 
mischievous  and  ferocious  disposition, 
but  that  this  fact  was  known  to  the 
owner  or  person  in  charge  of  the  dog. 
There  had  been  many  cases  in  which  the 
ferocity  of  the  dog  and  the  knowledge 
in  the  owner  of  that  ferocity  were  fuUy 
believed  by  the  neighbourhood,  and  yet 
the  injured  party  lost  his  damages  from 
the  want  of  the  particular  evidence  re- 
quired by  law.  This  was  one  of  the 
instances  in  which  the  law  gave  more 
protection  to  property  than  to  individual 
human  persons ;  for,  by  an  Act  of  1865, 
damages  for  injury  inflicted  by  dogs  on 
cattle  and  sheep  could  be  obtained  with- 
out proof  of  the  previous  ferocity  of  the 
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dog,  or  previous  knowledge  in  the  person 
who  was  responsible  for  the  dog,  so  that 
if  a  dog  hit  a  calf  in  his  pasture  the  law 
gave  him  easy  redress,  but  if  that  dog 
preferred  to  bite  the  calf  of  his  leg,  the 
law  gave  him  little  more  than  a  nominal 
redress.  None  of  their  Lordships  would 
doubt  that  an  alteration  of  the  whole 
condition  of  the  law  was  required,  but 
there  might  be  a  question  as  to  the  form 
of  that  alteration.  The  ancient  law 
seemed  to  have  been  founded  on  the 
assumption  that  dogs,  like  other  domestic 
animals,  must  be  considered  too  respect- 
ful towards  men  and  women  to  presume 
to  injure  them  until  some  evidence  could 
be  produced  to  prove  an  exception  in  the 
case  of  a  particular  dog.  He  believed 
that  most  lawyers  agreed  that  it  was  not 
necessary  at  the  present  time  to  cling  to 
the  antiquated  doctrine  of  scienter,  and 
he  had  the  result  of  an  inquiry  made 
for  the  opinions  of  the  County  Court 
Judges,  who,  with  very  few  exceptions, 
considered  it  better  to  extend  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Act  of  1865  to  iniuries  done 
to  human  beings  than  to  adopt  a  new 
form  of  application  of  the  old  rule  of 
»eient&r.  The  owner  was  free  to  have  or 
not  to  have  a  dog.  He  got  the  pleasure 
and  companionship  of  the  animal,  and 
upon  him,  and  not  upon  anyone  else, 
ought  the  risk  to  fall  if  the  dog  turned 
out  to  be  worse  than  he  expected.  On 
these  grounds,  he  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  assent  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill. 

Moved  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 
—{The  Lord  Mount- Temple.) 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  (Lord 
Halsbtjry)  said,  he  was  very  sorry  he 
could  not  recommend  their  Lordships 
to  adopt  the  proposed  alteration  of  the 
law.  No  doubt,  a  person  who  chose  to 
keep  a  mischievous  dog  ought  to  be  re- 
sponsible for  any  injury  done  by  it. 
That  was  the  law  at  present,  and  it  ap- 
plied not  to  dogs  only,  but  to  all  other 
mischievous  animals.  If  a  man  chose 
to  keep  a  tiger,  he  was  bound  to  keep 
it  under  such  conditions  that  it  could 
not  kill  or  injure  human  beings.  If  a 
dog  had  become  ferocious,  and  was  likely 
to  worry  mankind,  the  law  said  that  the 
owner  who  knowingly  permitted  such  a 
dog  to  be  at  large  was  responsible  in 
damages  for  any  injury  it  might  commit. 
So  far  the  law  seemed  to  him  to  be  based 
upon  an  intelligible  principle.    But  now 
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it  was  suggested  that  the  law  should  go 
further.  The  Bill  would  make  personi 
liable  for  damages  from  accidental  causes, 
as  in  the  case  of  a  dog*  being  affected 
with  rabies.  He  did  not  think  the  noUe 
Lord  could  have  contemplated  the  effect 
and  the  far-reaching  consequences  of  tiie 
alteration  he  proposed,  llie  keeping  of 
a  dog  was  not  in  itself  a  wrong,  unlen 
it  were  accompanied  by  negligence  or 
some  culpable  omission  to  proYide 
against  the  risk  of  injury  to  the  pnbUe. 
He  admitted  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
some  precedent  for  his  Bill  in  the  Act  of 
1865.  He  did  not  think  their  Lordships 
would  approve  this  very  serious  altera- 
tion in  the  law,  which,  in  his  opinion, 
would  open  the  door  for  numberless 
actions  of  a  frivolous  and  mischieTOOi 
character. 

On  Question?   ReBolved  in  the  n$§vtiu. 

EGYPT— THE    ANGLO-TURKISH    CON- 
VENTION —  FRANCE    AND   THE 
HEBRIDES-THE    PAPERS. 

OBSERVATIONS.        QUBSTIOK. 

The  Eabl  op  CARNABVON  :  My 
Lords,  I  do  not  propose,  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned,  to  raise  any  discussion  intliii 
House  in  reference  to  the  Question  of 
which  I  have  given  Notice.  It  is  clear, 
from  the  reports  which  have  appeared 
in  the  public  Press,  that  the  position, 
diplomatically,  is  one  of  a  certain  amooDt 
of  tension  at  the  present  moment.  1 
have  no  wish  whatever  to  increase  that 
tension.  I  am  (Hiite  conscious  that  the 
position  of  Her  Majesty's  Ghovemment 
is  a  difficult  one,  and — giving  them 
credit,  as  I  fully  and  sincerely  do,  for 
an  anxious  regard  for  British  interests 
in  Egypt,  and  also  giving  them  credit 
for  taking  into  full  consideration  that 
duty  which  unquestionably  we  owe  to 
Egypt,  having  undertaken  a  certain 
mission,  so  to  say,  not  to  leave  it  unfal- 
filled — I  do  not  propose  to  raise  anj 
question  of  debate  to-night.  I  shall  not 
comment  upon  those  reports  which  hsTS 
appeared.  I  shall  make  no  criticisms, 
however  friendly,  which  ought  place  my 
noble  Friend  in  a  difficult  position  for 
reply.  I  shall  leave  it  entirely  to  him 
to  say  much  or  little,  as  he  thinks  best 
under  the  circumstances.  One  thing 
only  I  would  say.  It  is  stated,  and 
apparently  stated  on  solid  grounds,  that 
great  pressure  is  being  placed  diploma- 
tically upon  Her  Majesty's  Govemmest 
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with  regard  to  that  Article  which  gives 
uSy  under  certain  circumstances,  the 
right  to  the  re-occupation  of  Egypt.  I 
pronounce  no  opinion  on  the  Convention 
so  far  as  it  has  appeared ;  hut  I  will 
venture  to  say  this  much — that  I  think 
the  Government  have  gone  to  the  ex- 
treme verge  of  that  which  was  prudent 
and  safe,  and  I  sincerely  trust  that  no 
amount  of  diplomatic  or  political  pres- 
sure will  induce  them  to  go  one  single 
step  further  in  the  direction  of  that 
re-occupation — I  mean,  of  course,  one 
single  step  further  towards  giving  up  the 
claim  for  re-occupation.  I  adhere,  there- 
fore, to  my  resolution  with  which  I 
started,  and  I  will  merely  ask  my  nohle 
Friend,  When  he- will  he  in  a  position  to 
lay  the  Papers  on  this  most  important 
transaction  on  the  Tahle  of  the  House, 
without  the  reading  of  which  it  will  he 
difficult  for  your  Lordships  to  form  any 
fair  and  impartial  conclusion  ? 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquessof  Sausbuby): 
My  Lords,  I  feel  that  hoth  in  this  and 
in  the  other  House  very  great  considera- 
tion and  forhearance  have  been  shown 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  refer- 
ence to  this  question,  and  that  no  step 
has  been  taken  in  any  way  to  embarrass 
us  or  create  difficulties.  That  circum- 
stance makes  me  feel  the  more  regretful 
that  I  cannot  at  once  lay  the  Conven- 
tion, and  the  Papers  relating  to  the 
Convention,  on  the  Table  of  the  House ; 
but  the  circumstances  to  which  my  noble 
Friend  has  referred  must,  I  think,  with- 
out dwelling  upon  them  further,  show 
that  it  would  not  be  desirable  to  lay  that 
Convention  on  the  Table  until  it  has 
been  ratified.  As  soon  as  it  has  been 
ratified  it  shall  be  laid  on  the  Table.  I 
may  just  say  shortly  what  the  provisions 
are.  Our  position  is  not  one  of  perfect 
freedom.  We  were  not  dealing  with 
the  matter  as  res  integra.  We  had 
pledges  of  a  very  binding  character 
which  we  inherited,  and  binding  in  two 
directions.  It  was  not  open  to  us  to 
assume  the  protectorate  of  Egjrpt  in  the 
way  that  the  French  Government 
assumed  the  protectorate  of  Timis,  even 
supposing — a  question  upon  which  I 
desire  to  g^ve  no  kind  of  opinion — that 
such  a  course,  on  other  grounds,  would 
be  consistent  with  International  Law 
and  the  interests  of  this  country.  It 
was  not  open  to  us  to  do  so,  because  Her 


Majesty's  Government  had  again  and 
again  pledged  themselves  that  they 
would  not  do  so.  On  the  other  hand,  it 
was  not  open  to  us  to  abandon  the  task 
we  had  undertaken  and  leave  the 
Egyptians  without  any  protection  from 
those  evils  to  which  undoubtedly,  by  the 
force  of  events,  our  intervention  had 
tended  more  to  expose  them.  We  had 
no  right  to  leave  them  at  the  mercy 
either  of  any  kind  of  foreign  invasion, 
such  as  they  have  had  to  deal  with  and 
repel,  or  exposed  to  the  dangers  of  in- 
ternal troubles  which  had  brought  their 
State  within  a  very  short  distance  of  de- 
struction. My  noble  Friend  has  dwelt 
upon  that  pledge,  and  he  does  us  no  more 
than  justice  when  he  expresses  his  con- 
viction that  it  is  a  pledge  which  has  been 
constantly  present  to  our  minds,  and 
which  we  have  done  our  utmost  to  fulfil. 
Hedged  in  on  one  side  and  the  other  by 
these  two  pledges,  we  had  to  find  a  so- 
lution of  the  question  which  should  be 
agreeable  to  both  of  them,  and  we  did 
not  feel  that  it  was  a  solution  which 
could  be  indefinitely  postponed.  Not 
only  was  there  considerable  expense  in- 
curred by  this  country,  for  which  Par- 
liament would  naturally  desire  to  see 
some  practical  motive ;  but  it  was  un- 
doubtedly the  fact  that  our  presence  in 
Egypt,  unrecognized  by  any  Convention, 
did  inspire  the  Ottoman  Court  with  con- 
siderable disquietude  and  gave  the  sub- 
jects of  the  Sultan  cause  for  a  suspicion 
which  we  did  not  deserve,  but  which  it 
was  very  natural  that  they  should  enter- 
tain. We  were  very  anxious  to  sustain 
the  authority  of  the  Sultan,  and  not  to 
give  any  handle  for  the  belief  that  we 
entertained  designs  in  the  slightest  de- 
gree against  his  just  rights.  Guided  by 
these  motives,  we  have  agreed  to  a  Con* 
vention  being  signed.  We  have  au- 
thorized the  signing  of  a  Convention 
which  has  been  negotiated  by  my  friend 
Sir  Drunimond  Wolff,  to  whose  skill, 
tact,  and  patience  I  am  bound  to  pay  a 
very  high  tribute ;  and  the  terms,  with- 
out going  into  m&ny  details,  may  be 
briefiy  described  as  follows: — There  is 
something  in  it  about  the  Suez  Canal 
and  Protocols  in  reference  to  it ;  and  there 
are  other  details.  But  what  my  noble 
Friend  was  most  concerned  to  know  was 
as  to  the  presence  and  stay  of  our  troops 
in  Egypt.  We  have  engaged,  subject  to 
certain  conditions,  which  I  shall  state,  to 
withdraw  our  troops  from  Egypt  at  the 


1667 


Tithe  Sent- 


(LOEDS} 


Charff0  Bin. 


156S 


expiration  of  three  years  from  the  ratifi- 
cation of  the  Convention,  and  we  shall 
cease  at  the  end  of  five  years  to  have 
the  right  secured  to  us  up  to  that 
time  to  appoint  the  officers  of  the 
Egyptian  Army.  But,  in  the  first  place, 
that  engagement  is  limited  by  the  con- 
dition tiiat  if  there  is  any  danger,  ex- 
ternal or  internal,  to  be  apprehended 
at  the  time  when  this  evacuation  is 
due,  it  will  be  adjourned,  and  will 
not  take  place  until  that  external  or  in- 
ternal danger  has  passed  by.  After  the 
evacuation  has  taken  place  we  shall  then 
have  to  deal  with  what  may  happen 
during  the  absence  of  our  troops  from 
^S»7P^'  -^  three  contingencies  we  re- 
tain the  right  of  sending  our  troops 
back — namely,  if  there  is  danger  of  ex- 
ternal invasion,  if  there  is  danger  of 
internal  disturbance  of  order,  or  if  there 
is  danger  of  the  Government  of  Egypt 
not  fulfilling  its  international  obliga- 
tions. But  we  are  under  the  obligation, 
as  soon  as  the  danger  is  dispelled,  to 
withdraw  our  troops  again.  The  Sultan, 
it  is  recognized  in  the  Convention — but 
it  is  a  right  not  derived  from  the  Con- 
vention— the  Sultan  has  the  same  right 
of  sending  in  his  troops  for  the  same 
causes.  No  other  nation  is  to  have  any 
right  to  send  troops  into  Egypt  except 
for  the  purpose  of  transport,  which  is 
strictly  regulated.  These  are  the  con- 
ditions which  have  been  agreed  upon 
between  the  Porte  and  ourselves.  It  is 
simply  an  agreement  between  the  Forte 
and  ourselves ;  and  your  Lordships  will, 
therefore,  observe  that  supplementary 
proceedings  will  be  required  to  give  it 
full  force  and  efiPect.  The  assent  of 
other  Powers  will  be  necessary  to  some 
of  these  stipulations;  and  unless  that 
assent  is  g^ven  our  engagements  lose 
their  validity,  and  we  remain  in  the 
same  position  as  we  were  in  before. 
Our  engagements  are  made  to  the  Porte, 
and  to  the  Porte  alone.  My  Lords,  I 
think  that,  on  the  whole,  perhaps  I  had 
better  follow  the  cue  given  to  me  by  my 
noble  Friend,  and  not  dwell  any  further 
on  considerations  which  I  could  not 
enter  into  at  any  great  length  without 
the  risk  of  saying  something  which  I  had 
better  not  say.  I  will  merely  say  that,  the 
earliest  possible  time  after  the  ratifica- 
tion, I  propose  to  lay  on  the  Table  all 
the  Papers  connected  with  this  Conven- 
tion,  except,  of  course,  those  connected 
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with  the  negotiations  with  other  Powers, 
which  will  be  presented  on  a  future 
occasion. 

The  Eabl  of  EIliBEBLEY :  I  rise 
to  ask  the  noble  Marquess  one  or  two 
questions  on  this  matter,  although  I  do 
not  wish  to  discuss  now  the  terms  of  the 
Convention  which  has  been  signed.  The 
noble  Marquess  ssdd  that  in  the  Con- 
vention there  was  something  about  the 
Suez  Canal.  That  is  a  matter  of  such 
high  importance  that  it  would  be  satis- 
factory if  we  could  know  in  some  general 
terms  what  that  something  is.  Another 
question  which  I  would  ask  is,  whether 
we  are  to  be  the  sole  judges  as  to  send- 
ing the  troops  back  to  Eg^pt  in  case  of 
necessity,  or  whether  the  Porte  will  join 
in  that  determination  ?  I  would  further 
ask  whether  there  is  any  agreement  with 
regard  to  the  time  for  the  evacuation 
of  our  troops  after  the  restoration  of 
order  ? 

Tub  Makqubss  op  S  ALTSBUBY  :  As 
to  the  first  question  in  regard  to  the 
Suez  Canal,  1  did  not  dwell  upon  it,  be- 
cause,  as  I  thought,  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  would  be  fully  informed,  from 
his  official  experience,  that  all  we  have 
done  is  to  carry  out  Lord  Oranville's 
engagements.  Lord  Oranville  eng^aged 
that  the  Canal  should  be  open  to  all 
persons  at  all  times,  and  to  that  engage- 
ment we  have  strictly  adhered.  The 
noble  Earl  next  asks  whether  we  are  to 
be  the  judges,  or  the  Porte  is  to  be  the 
judge,  as  to  the  necessity  for  the  re- 
entry of  the  troops  ?  We  are  to  act  in 
full  communication  with  the  Porte ;  bat 
we  have  declined  to  make  the  consent 
of  the  Porte  a  condition  precedent  to 
our  going  in,  and  that  for  the  very  ob- 
vious reason  that  the  dangers  which  we 
wish  to  guard  against  might  arise  at  any 
moment;  and  if  it  was  necessary  to 
have  negotiations  with  Constantinople 
before  action  was  taken,  the  danger 
might  become  much  more  formidable 
than  if  action  were  taken  at  once.  There 
is  a  distinct  engagement  between  the 
Forte  and  ourselves  that  the  troops  shall 
be  withdrawn  the  moment  the  danger 
ceases. 

TITHE  BENT-CHABQE  BILL.— (No.  110.) 
( Th$  MarqMta  of  SaiUbuiy.) 
AEPOBT  OF  AIOCICDMKNTS. 

Amendments  reported  (acoordinir  to 
Order).  * 


1569 


Yithe  RenU 


{June  10,  1887} 


Charge  Bill. 


1570 


Clause  2  (Liability  of  owner  of  lands 
for  rent-charge). 

Lord  BRA.BOURNE  said,  he  rose  to 
move,  in  page  1,  line  1 7,  after  ("cease,") 
to  insert — 

(*'  Provided  that  if  tho  owner  of  less  than 
one  hundred  acres  of  land,  Tvithout-any  pro- 
ceedings under  this  Act,  and  within  three 
months  after  any  rent  charge  becomes  payable, 
pays  the  same  in  the  parish  or  parishes  in 
which  his  land  is  situate,  he  shall  be  entitled 
to  deduct  therefrom  five  per  cent  in  considera- 
tion of  the  personal  liability  imposed  upon  him 
by  this  Act.") 

He  proposed  to  restore,  with  some  little 
alteration,  the  Proviso  at  the  end  of 
Clause  2,  which  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  introduced,  but 
which  was  subsequently  withdrawn. 
Their  Lordships  would  bear  in  mind 
that  there  was  this  singular  feature  in 
the  Bill,  that  whereas  it  was  avowedly 
introduced  on  account  of  the  difficulties 
which  had  arisen  in  connection  with  the 
incidence  and  mode  of  collection  of  tithes, 
there  was  not  one  clause,  nor  one  line  oif 
a  clause,  which  afforded  the  slightest 
relief  to  the  tithepayers,  whose  com- 
plaints had  brought  those  difficulties 
prominently  before  the  public.  He  de- 
sired that  the  Bill  should  not  go  down 
to  the  other  House  without  showing  that 
their  Lordships  had  at  least  some  little 
consideration  for  the  tithepayer,  who 
was  complaining  so  much.  At  present  this 
was  emphatically  a  titheowners'  Bill. 
He  observed  that  at  a  Diocesan  Con- 
ference, held  at  Lambeth  the  previous 
day,  under  the  presidency  of  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury,  a  number  of  earnest 
but,  as  he  (Lord  Brabourne)  thought, 
short-sighted  Churchmen  had  come  to 
an  unanimous  resolution  that,  '4n  the  in- 
terest of  the  titheowners,  it  was  desirable 
that  this  Bill  should  at  once  become  law 
without  amendment."  No  doubt,  this 
was  the  titheowners'  view.  The  Bill  was 
aimed  at  owners  of  land,  and  especially 
at  the  class  of  small  owners,  the  number 
of  whom  they  were  all  agreed  it  was 
desirable  to  increase;  and  he  feared  that 
the  inevitable  result  of  the  Bill,  if  it 
passed  in  its  present  shape,  would  be  to 
intensify  and  extend  the  agitation 
against  tithes,  and  also  to  enrol  among 
the  supporters  of  that  agitation  men 
who,  by  a  little  wise  and  well-considered 
legislation,  would  have  been  kept  in  a 
different  camp.  The  first  blow  would  fall 
upon  these  smallowners;  but,  to  his  mind, 
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the  eventual  result  of  that  Bill  must  be. 
a  great  blow  to  the  tenant  farmers  of 
England.  He  earnestly  urged  their 
Lordships  to  consider  how  this  would 
be  brought  about.  They  were  going  to 
repeal  the  Law  of  Distraint  in  regard  to 
tithe,  whilst,  in  the  same  breath,  the 
supporters  of  this  proposal  declared  that 
tithe  was  more  sacred  than  rent,  and  was 
a  prior  charge  upon  the  land.  If  this 
was  the  case,  how  could  they  logically 
refuse  the  demand,  which  would  in- 
fallibly follow,  that  they  should  repeal 
the  Law  of  Distraint  in  regard  to  rents? 
The  moment  they  did  that  they  would 
create  an  entire  revolution  in  the  ma- 
nagement of  the  whole  of  the  landed 
property  of  England.  Landowners 
would  no  longer  be  able  to  grant  to 
their  tenants  the  indulgence  now  con- 
stantly granted  of  holding  their  rents  in 
hand  during  that  portion  of  the  year  in 
which  no  returns  came  from  farming, 
and  of  clearing  up  their  rents  several 
months  after  they  had  become  actually 
due.  The  repeal  of  the  Law  of  Dis- 
traint would  compel  landowners  to  re- 
quire rents  to  be  paid  at  less  intervals 
of  time,  and  would  oblige  them  to  en- 
force more  exactness  and  punctuality, 
and  to  see  that  rent  was  paid,  or  adequate 
security  given,  within  a  limited  time. 
All  this  would  in  its  working  inflict 
great  inconvenience  upon  the  body  of 
tenant  farmers.  But  at  the  present  mo- 
ment he  was  dealing  only  with  the  small 
owners  of  land.  Had  they  or  had  they 
not  reason  to  complain  ?  The  other  day 
his  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment taunted  him  with  not  having 
shown  the  shadow  of  a  case  for  the  re- 
valuation of  tithe.  He  (Lord  Brabourne) 
always  bore  the  taunts  and  jeers  of  his 
noble  Friend  with  great  equanimity, 
because  they  showed  that  he  was  in 
good  health  and  spirits,  which  no  one 
more  devoutly  than  he  wished  for  his 
noble  Friend.  But  the  taunt  was  mis- 
placed in  this  instance,  because  he  had 
not  been  attempting  to  make  out  a  case  for 
the  re- valuation  of  tithes,  but  had  only 
incidentally  remarked  that  if  his  noble 
Friend  had  found  himself  able  to  pro- 
pose any  such  measure,  he  would  have 
done  more  to  meet  the  public  feeling 
than  by  the  present  Bill.  The  tithepayers 
had  a  good  deal  to  complain  of  on  account 
of  the  amount  of  the  tithe  rent- charge, 
its  inequality,  the  manner  in  which  it  had 
been  commuted,  and  the  principle  in  r^- 
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spect  to  tithe  lately  avowed  by  the  Head 
of  the  Oovermnent.     His  noble  Friend 
of    other   day  said   that  he   had  not 
brought   forward    any  figures ;   but  he 
could    have   quite    overwhelmed    their 
Lordships  with  figures,  if  he  had  desired 
to  do  so,  as  regarded  the  amount.   Any- 
one who  had  inquired  into  the  subject 
must  be  well  aware  that  in  many  in- 
stances that  amount  was  excessive,  ex- 
ceeding, as  it  did,  the  rent,  and  pressing 
hardly  upon  the  land.    As  to  the  in- 
equality, that  also  was  beyond  doubt. 
In  his  own  case  he  had,  at  that  moment, 
on  bis  hands  a  large  field  situate  in  two 
parishes.    In  the  one  parish  the  tithe 
was  commuted  at  10«.,  in  the  other  at  7f. 
per  acre,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
latter  was  the  best  part  of  the  field.     In 
another  case  the  rent  was  19«.  per  acre,  of 
which  10«.  went  to  the  landowner  and  9«. 
to  the  titheowner.  These  instances  could 
be  indefinitely  multiplied.    The  fact  was 
that  the  manner  in  which  tithe  was  com- 
muted in  1836  caused  great  inequality. 
The  average  of  the  receipts  of  the  seven 
previous  years  was  taken  at  the  time  of 
commutation.  Consequently,  if  the  tithe- 
owner  had  been  exacting,  a  heavy  tithe 
was  put  upon  the  land  ;  if  he  had  been 
careless  or  liberal,  the  tithe  was  lighter ; 
or,  take  it  another  way,  the  man  who  had 
farmed  well  up  to  the  mark  and  had  his 
land  in  good  condition   paid  a  heavy 
tithe,  while  the  man  who  farmed  badly 
and  neglected  his  land  paid  a  light  tithe. 
All  these  things  tended  to  show  that, 
after  50  years,  there  was  justice  in  the 
demand  for  re-valuation.     But,   above 
all,  the  principle  lately  avowed  by  the 
noble  Marquess  made  it  very  desirable 
that   we    should  know  the  ground  on 
which  we  were  standing.     The  noble 
Marquess  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
said  tithe  was  the  tenth  of  the  produce 
of  the  land,  totally  irrespective  of  the 
cost  of  production.  That  was  the  ancient 
Law  of  Tithe,  at  a  time  when  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  land  cost  little ;    but  now, 
when  the  cost  of  cultivation  was  so  great 
that,  according  to  fair  calculation,  the 
value  of  £7  per  acre  for  wheat,  as  stated 
by  the  noble  Marquess,  was  only  ob- 
tained by  an  expenditure    of    £6   per 
acre,  to  abstract  a  tenth  from  the  value 
of  £7  so  obtained,  was  a  doctrine  which 
he  believed  would  not  be  accepted  by 
the  people  of  England.     If  such  a  prin- 
ciple was  to  be  acted  upon,  their  Lord- 
sliips  would  witness  a  revolution  against 
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tithe  which  would  shake  the  fabric  of 
the    Establishment.       He    thought    it 
would  be  a  wise  thing,  at  this  moment, 
to    consider    whether    they   could    not 
sweeten  to  the  tithepayers,  in  some  small 
measure,   the    Bill,  before   sending    it 
down  to  the*  other  House.     It  appeared 
to  him  that  there  was  a  great  case  for 
reduction    with    regard    to  those  poor 
owners,  because  they  were  the  men  who 
had  suffered  largely  by  the  legislation 
of  the  last  50  years.     Seeing  that  their 
Lordships  were  landowners  themselves, 
he  wished  to  avoid  the    possibility  of 
their  being  charged  with  selfishness  in 
this    matter,   and,  therefore,   he  asked 
them  to  extend  this  relief  only  to  those 
small  owners  who  were  most  in  need  of 
it.     It  might  be  asked,  however,  why 
he  chose  the  figure  100  ?   It  was  obvious 
that  they  must  take  some  figure,  just  as 
£2  was  taken  in  Clause  10  as  the  amount 
to  which  compulsory  redemption  under 
that  clause  should  be  applicable,  and  he 
believed  that  1 00  acres  would  cover  the 
bulk  of  the  small  owners  throughout  the 
country.     In  any  case,  their  Lordships 
were  going  to  impose  a  personal  liability 
where  none  now  existed.     They  ought 
to  give  some  compensation,  and  the  com- 
pensation which  he  asked    for    was  a 
small  one.     In  his  own  opinion  it  was 
too   small.     He  believed    that  if  their 
Lordships  consented  to  the  restoration  of 
this  Proviso  they  would  be  showing  their 
sympathy  with  a  class  who  emphatically 
deserved  it,  affording  an  inducement  to 
thespeedy  payment  of  tithes,  and  making, 
at  the  same  time,  a  concession  in  the 
direction  at  once  of  justice  and  of  wis- 
dom. 

Amendment  moved. 

In  page  1,  line  17,  after  {"  cease,'*)  insert— 
("  Provided  that  if  the  owner  of  le«8  than  one 
hundred  acres  of  land,  without  any  proceedings 
under  this  Act,  and  within  three  months  after 
any  rent  charge  hecomes  payable,  pays  the 
same  in  the  parish  or  parishes  in  which  his 
land  is  situate,  he  shall  be  entitled  to  deduct 
therefrom  five  per  cent,  in  consideration  of  the 
personal  liability  imposed  upon  him  by  tiiis 
Act.")— (TAtf  Lord  Braboume.) 

Lord  ELLENBOROUQH  said,  he  con- 
sidered the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord 
a  very  moderate  one. 

Lord  BEAMWELL  said,  be  must  ex- 
press his  surprise  at  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  moved  the  Amendment. 
In  his  judgment,  the  great  reason  for 
this  Bill  was  the  difficulty  of  making  the 
occupier  of  the  l^nd  imderstaud  that  the 
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question  was  not  one  between  him  and 
the  titheowner,  but  one  between  the 
owner  of  the  land  and  the  titheowner. 
The  noble  Lord's  case  was  founded  on 
the  idea  that  the  landowner  incurred 
some  additional  responsibility.  He  did 
nothing  of  the  sort.  The  landowner  was 
the  person  liable  for  the  tithe.  The 
Tithe  Commutation  Act  expressly  said 
80.  It  was  true  that  he  could  not  be 
directly  got  at  for  non-payment  of 
tithe  by  the  occupier,  but  he  could  be 
indirectly  got  at  in  this  way — that  if  the 
landowner  appointed  his  tenant  to  pay 
he  received  less  rent  from  his  tenant  than 
he  otherwise  would,  and  if  the  land- 
owner did  not  agree  with  his  tenant 
that  the  latter  should  pay,  the  land- 
owner was  liable,  if  he  did  not  pay,  to 
the  tenant  if  distrained  on.  The  land- 
owner was  at  present  as  much  liable  to 
the  tithe  as  he  would  be  by  this  Bill. 
By  it  it  was  proposed  that  he  should  be 
got  at  directly  by  a  suit  to  be  brought 
against  him  for  the  recovery  of  tithe ; 
but  it  was  a  mistake  to  suppose  that  he 
incurred  a  pennyworth  of  liability  more 
than  he  was  subject  to  at  the  present 
time.  In  these  circumstances,  the  foun- 
dation of  the  noble  Lord's  case  seemed 
to  fail.  It  was  urged  by  the  noble  Lord 
that  they  should  sweeten  the  Bill  for  the 
acceptance  of  the  other  House.  Let 
their  Lords  sweeten  it  if  they  chose ; 
but  he  asked  them  not  to  sweeten  it  by 
a  sort  of  plunder  of  the  titheowner. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord  Bramwell) 
complained  that  there  was  no  distinction 
in  substance  between  this  Bill  and  the 
law  as  it  present  stood.  But  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  stated  the  distinc- 
tion himself  with  admirable  clearness. 
No  doubt,  it  was  a  question  between  the 
titheowner  and  the  landowner.  At  pre- 
sent the  relationship  was  an  indirect  one, 
but  this  Bill  proposed  to  make  it  a  ques- 
tion of  direct  relationship ;  and  surely 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  would  not 
say  that  this  was  not  a  difference. 

The  PRIME  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY OF  STATE  FOR  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
said,  that  the  only  thing  which  the  occu- 
piers would  suffer  from  by  the  passing 
of  this  Bill  would  be  that  they  would  no 
longer  be  liable  to  have  their  goods  dis- 
trained upon — a  process  to  which  they 
were  subject  now.  He  doubted  whe- 
ther the  occupier  would  conceive  that  to 


be  a  hostile  act  on  the  part  of  Parlia- 
ment. It  was  said  that  a  great  change 
had  taken  place  in  regard  to  this  mat- 
ter, but  he  confessed  that  he  was  unable 
to  see  it.  It  seemed  to  him  that  that 
which  was  liable  for  tithe  now,  as  in  the 
past,  would  be  the  land.  Those  people 
who  were  owners  of  1 00  acres  of  land 
were,  if  not  invariably,  certainly  in  the 
large  majority  of  instances,  the  occu- 
piers of  their  own  land,  and  they  had 
been  paid  tithes  all  along  without  any 
change  whatever  in  their  position.  They 
were  the  last  persons  in  the  world  who 
had  any  relief  to  claim,  because  their 
position  was  in  no  way  changed.  There 
were  some  parishes  where  there  were  a 
great  many  owners  as  compared  with 
occupiers,  and  in  those  parishes,  where, 
no  doubt,  there  would  be  many  owners 
of  less  than  100  acres,  the  clergyman 
would  not  be  in  the  least  relieved  by 
the  passage  of  this  Bill  from  the  trouble 
he  incurred,  and  he  would  have  nearly 
as  many  persons  to  deal  with  as  before. 
Therefore,  the  reason  for  deducting  the 
5  per  cent  commission  to  him  would 
disappear.  On  the  whole,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  the  proposal  was  not  one  that 
the  House  ought  to  accept ;  and  he 
must  object  to  the  idea  of  making  the 
Bill  sweet  for  the  consumption  of  the 
other  House.  The  other  House  was 
perfectly  capable  of  taking  care  of  itself, 
and  whatever  it  thought  necessary  it 
would  probably  insert  and  send  back  to 
this  House  in  the  Bill.  But  he  thought 
their  Lordships  had  better  send  the  Bill 
down  in  the  snape  they  thought  it  ought 
to  be,  and  leave  the  other  House  to  suit 
its  own  palate. 

Lord  BRABOURNE  explained,  that 
he  had  not  expressed  a  wish  to  sweeten 
the  Bill  to  the  other  House,  but  to  the 
tithepayers. 

On  Question  ?  Retohed  in  the  negative. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Attachment  of  rent). 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY 
said,  he  rose  to  move  the  insertion  of 
words  to  the  effect  that  the  County  Court 
Judge,  before  making  an  order  for  the 
attachment  of  rent  due  to  the  landowner 
for  the  payment  of  tithe  rent-charge, 
must  be  satisfied  that  recovery  could  not 
be  had  with  reasonable  despatch  in  any 
other  way.  He  had  had  some  hesitation 
in  determining  how  to  meet  the  objec- 
tioDs  which  had  originally  bQen  brought 
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against  this  clause.  But,  on  tbe  whole, 
he  thought  the  best  way  would  be  to 
limit  it,  and  not  to  permit  the  titheowner 
to  seek  the  remedy  given  by  it  unless 
he  could  satisfy  the  Court  that  he  could 
not  get  his  money  with  reasonable  de- 
spatch in  any  other  way.  There  was  the 
danger  that  the  section  providing  sum* 
mary  execution  might  produce  the  very 
evils  which  it  was  desired  to  guard 
against,  and  he  thought  that  they  had 
done  enough  for  the  titheowner  in 
putting  it  into  the  Act  that  he  had  the 
right  to  attach  the  rent. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  4,  line  9, 
after  ("unsatisfied,")  insert  ("and  that 
recovery  cannot  be  had  with  reasonable 
despatch  in  any  other  way.") — {The 
Marquess  of  Salishury,) 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  agreed 
entirely  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Marquess.  There  had  been  ground 
for  apprehending  that  the  effect  of  the 
clause  as  it  stood  would  have  been  to  do 
away  with  much  of  the  benefit  to  be 
derived  from  the  operation  of  this  mea- 
sure. 

On  Question  ?  Resolved  in  the  affirmO' 
five. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  Sub-sections  (2)  (3)  and  (4) 
were  struck  out. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Effect  on  existing  contracts 
of  tenancy). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  Amendment  made,  in  page  6, 
line  12,  at  end  of  Clause  3,  inserting  as 
a  fresh  paragraph :  — 

("  Where,  by  reason  of  the  redemption  of  the 
tithe  rent- char fi^e  on  any  lands,  the  tenant  or 
other  person  holding  such  lands  under  the  owner 
by  virtue  of  any  contract  existing  prior  to  such 
redemption  is  liable  to  pay  any  increased  sum  on 
account  of  rates,  ho  shall,  during  the  continu- 
ance of  such  contracts,  be  entitled  to  deduct 
such  increase  from  his  rent.*') 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Provision  for  redemption  of 
rent-charge). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Bishop  of 
London,  Amendment  made,  in  page  8. 
line  1 3,  by  adding  at  the  end  of  Sub-sec- 
tion 1 — 

{**  Provided  that  in  the  case  of  disagreement, 
where  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  are 
themselves  the  payors  of  the  tithe  rent  charge, 

T^e  Marjuess  of  Salishurf/ 


the  amount  and  term  of  the  annuity  shall  be  re« 
ferred  to  the  Lord  Commissioners,  who  shall 
hear  both  parties  and  shall  also  take  the  opinion 
of  the  bishop  as  required  by  the  preceding 
clause  of  this  Act,  and  whose  decision  shall  t« 
final.") 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  fo. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury,  the  following  new  Clause  was 
inserted,  after  Clause  10: — 

(Redemption  of   tithe   rent  charge  on  lands 
divided  into  plots  for  building.) 

(<*  Where  lands  charged  with  tithe  rent  charge 
are,  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  about  to  be 
divided  for  building  or  other  parposes  into 
numerous  plots,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
owner  of  such  land  to  redeem  the  tithe  rent 
charge  on  such  land  before  such  division,  and, 
if  he  fails  so  to  do,  he,  his  heirs  and  assigns, 
shall  be  liablo  to  pay  the  costs  incurred  in  any 
subsequent  redemption  of  such  tithe  rent  charge. 
Where  lands  charged  with  any  tithe  rent 
charge  have  been  or  are  about  to  be  divided  for 
building  or  other  purposes  into  numerous  plots, 
whether  houses  have  or  have  not  been  built 
upon  such  plots,  the  provisions  of  this  Act  with 
respect  to  the  redemption  of  tithe  rent  charge 
to  an  amount  not  exceeding  two  pounds  sh^ 
apply  to  the  said  tithe  rent  charge,  and  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  on  tho  application 
of  any  person  interested  either  in  the  tithe  rent 
charge  or  in  any  part  of  such  lands,  may  re- 
quire the  owner  of  the  lands  to  redeem  the  same 
in  accordance  with  those  provisions,  and  where 
the  lands  have  been  divided  the  tithe  rent  charge 
may  be  apportioned  among  the  divisions  in 
such  manner  as  may  be  just,  either  by  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  or  by  the  Land 
Commissioners  on  the  request  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners,  and  for  that  purpose 
the  Land  Commissioners  shall  have  the  same 
powers  of  apportionment  as  they  have  under 
the  Tithe  Rent-charge  Acts  specified  in  the 
First  Schedule  to  this  Act.") 

The  Marquess  of  SAMSBUKY 
moved  to  insert  the  following  new  Clause, 
after  Clause  10: — 

(Money  applicable  for  redemption  of  tithe  rent 

charge.) 

(**  Any  money  which  may  by  law  bo  applied 
in  the  redemption  of  tithe  rent  charge 
charged  on  any  lands  may  be  applied  in  pay« 
ment  of  a  capital  sum  for  the  determination  of 
any  annuity  charged  under  this  Act  on  such 
lands  by  way  of  redemption  of  such  tithe  rent 
charge.") 

Lord  BRABOUENE  said,  that  it  did 
not  appear  to  him  that  it  had  been  suffi- 
ciently taken  into  account  that  a  tithe- 
owner who  received  a  capital  sum  hj 
way  of  redemption  would  escape  rates 
which  he  (Lord  Brabourne)  foimdin  his 
own  experience  to  amount  to  about  12 
per  cent  on  his  assessment.  This  bur- 
den would  be  transferred  to  the  owner 
who  redeemed  the  tithe.    He  had  not, 
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however,  taken  part  in  the  discussion, 
because  he  was  convinced  that  the  terms 
offered  for  redemption  were  so  one- sided 
that  no  sane  landowner  would  be  likely 
to  redeem. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Schedule  1. 

Lord  BEABOUENE  called  attention 
to  the  proceedings  of  the  first  inquiries 
instituted  under  the  Extraordinary  Act 
as  reported  in  local  papers.  It  appeared 
that  a  claim  had  been  advanced  on  be- 
half of  the  titheowners  to  inquire  into  the 
value,  not  only  of  the  hop  or  fruit  gar- 
dens in  cultivation  as  such  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  Act,  but  into  the  whole 
farm  of  which  such  gardens  formed  a 
part,  as  to  its  capability  for  being  con- 
verted into  such  gardens.  If  this  were 
so,  and  the  request  of  the  tithepayers 
for  a  general  re-valuation  of  tithes  was 
at  the  same  time  refused,  there  would  be 
a  manifest  injustice.  He  had  understood 
that  the  inquiry  and  charge  to  be  placed 
on  the  land  was  limited  to  existing  gar- 
dens, and  he  begged  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  noble  Marquess  to  the  facts 
reported. 

Schedule  agreed  to, 
Eemaining  Schedules  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3'  on  Thursday  the 
dOth  instant:  and  to  be  printed  as 
amended.  (No.  115.) 

PALACE  OF  WESTMINSTER— THE  CEN- 
TRAL HALL  —  POSITION  OF  THE 
STATUE  OF  THE  LATE  EARL  OF 
IDDESLEIGH. 

QUESTION.       OBSEBVATIONS. 

LoKD  MOUNT-TEMPLE,  in  rising 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whe- 
ther it  was  intended  to  give  permission 
to  the  subscribers  to  the  statue  of  the 
late  Earl  of  Iddesleigh,  to  place  the 
statue  in  the  Central  Hall  of  the  Palace 
of  Westminster,  or  on  one  of  the  pedes- 
tals prepared  for  statues  in  the  Lobby 
of  the  House  of  Commons  ?  said,  their 
Lordships  and  the  Government  had 
a  responsibility  for  preventing  inter- 
ference with  the  architectural  character 
and  harmony  of  the  building.  A  statue 
of  the  late  Earl  of  Iddesleigh  they 
would  all  be  glad  to  see  in  a  proper 
place ;  but  if  it  were  placed  in  the  Cen- 
tral Hall  it  would  detract  from  the  archi- 
tectural features  of  that  Hall  for  which 
it  was  so  much  admired.     There  were  in 


the  Hall  48  pedestals,  and  on  them  48 
statues  in  proper  form,  dignified  by 
crowns  and  surroimded  by  media3val 
decorations.  The  statue  of  Earl  Eussell 
seemed  to  have  dropped  down  accident- 
ally into  a  place  not  intended  to  receive 
it.  The  son  of  Sir  Charles  Barry  had 
written  a  letter  in  which  he  said  that 
his  father  would  have  objected  to  the 
statue  of  Earl  Eussell  in  its  present 
position  as  out  of  character  with  the 
Hall  and  a  blot  upon  that  part  of  the 
building.  In  the  Commons  Lobby  there 
were  eight  pedestals  which  Sir  Charles 
Barry  left  to  be  occupied  by  statues. 
Why  should  not  the  statue  of  the  Earl  of 
Iddesleigh  be  placed  upon  one  of  those 
pedestals  where  it  would  be  in  harmony 
with  the  surroundings  ?  The  only  reason 
he  had  heard  for  placing  the  statue  in 
the  Central  Hall  was  that  that  Hall  was 
more  open  to  the  public  than  the  Com- 
mons Lobby.  Many  of  the  great  works 
of  art  in  that  building  were  not  open 
ordinarily  to  the  public.  A  matter  of 
this  kind  ought  not  to  be  left  to  an 
official  like  the  Lord  Chamberlain,  b^t 
it  was  a  matter  upon  which  the  Govern- 
ment and  Parliament  ought  to  express 
an  opinion. 

Lord  HENNIKER  said  he  could  not 
give  the  noble  Lord  an  answer  to  his 
Question,  because  if  he  did  so  he  should 
be  exceeding  his  duty  as  representing 
the  Office  of  Works  in  that  House.  The 
question  was  one  that  rested  entirely  in 
the  hands  of  the  Lord  Great  Chamber- 
lain ;  and,  therefore,  it  would  not  be 
right  on  his  part  to  discuss  whether  it 
should  remain  in  his  hands  or  in  the 
hands  of  the  Board  of  Works,  or  any 
other  authority,  although  it  was  un- 
doubtedly one  of  great  interest,  and 
they  were  indebted  to  the  noble  Lord 
for  bringing  it  before  them. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Six  o'clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  10th  June,  1887. 
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POLLUTION  OF  RIVERS  (SCOTLAND)— 
DISCHARGE  OF  SEWAGE,  &c.,  INTO 
THE  RIVER  CLYDE. 

Mr.  BEADLAUQH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether, 
during  the  past  fortnight,  several  thou- 
sand tons  of  silt,  sewage,  and  chemicals 
have  been  discharged  at  the  mouth  of 
Loch  Long  in  the  River  Clyde ;  whe- 
ther one  of  these  discharges  of  about 
500  tons  took  place  about  two  to  three 
hours  before  high  water  on  Tuesday, 
3 1st  May,  and  was  carried  by  the  in- 
coming tide  along  the  Bay  of  Arden- 
tinny  round  the  rocks  into  Loch goil,  and 
was  there  distinctly  traceable  by  sight 
and  smell  for  a  considerable  distance, 
and  for  at  least  two  boats'  length  from 
the  rocks ;  and,  what  steps,  if  any,  are 
being  taken  by  the  Government,  and 
against  whom,  to  prevent  further  injury 
to  the  fishing  population  of  the  lochs, 
and  to  the  health  of  the  inhabitants 
near  Dunoon,  Kirn,  and  Blairmore  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  It  has  been  ascer- 
tained to  be  the  fact  that  large  quan- 
tities of  offensive  matter  have  been 
recently  discharged  at  the  mouth  of 
Loch  Long,  consisting  of  river-dredgings 
and  chemical  refuse.  No  such  discharge 
is  known  to  have  taken  place  on  the 
31st  of  May  ;  but  on  the  1st  of  June  the 
contents  of  a  lighter,  believed  to  come 
from  a  chemical  work,  were  discharged, 
and  the  result  of  this  being  done  was 
that  the  effects  could  be  traced  along 
the  shore.  The  Scotch  Department  has 
been  in  active  communication  with  the 
Board  of  Trade  on  this  matter ;  but  as 
no  injury  is  caused  to  navigation,  that 
Board  cannot  interfere.  An  experienced 
officer  of  health  will  be  at  once  dis- 
patched to  the  locality,  with  instructions 
to  make  as  speedy  a  Report  as  possible. 
I  must  point  out,  however,  to  the  bon. 
Member  that  the  Local  Sanitary  Autho- 
rities have  the  primary  duty  to  interfere 
to  stop  nuisances,  which,  in  the  case  of 
any  illegal  nuisance,  they  can  do  by 
application  to  the  Courts  of  Law  for 
interdict ;  and  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment cannot  take  the  initiative,  but 
can  only  use  their  powers  to  compel 
dilatory  Sanitary  Authorities  to  do  their 
duty. 


BURMAH  (UPPER)— THE  RUBY  MINES. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  he  can  now   ^ve  the 
House  any  information  as  to  the  nego- 
tiations,  during  the  past   18    months, 
with  reference  to  the  Burmah   Ruby 
Mines ;  whether  he  can  state  the  tenoor 
and  several  dates  of  the  various  com- 
munications received  during  that  time, 
or  made  to  Messrs.  Streeter  or  to  any 
person  on  their  behalf,  or  received  from 
or  made  to  any  other  person  or  persons, 
with  reference  to  the  leasing,  letting,  or 
working  the  said  mines,  or  relating  to 
the  sale  or  other  disposal  of  the  produce 
of  such  mines;  whether  he  will  state 
the  names  of  the  several  persona  who 
have  applied  for  permission  to  visit  the 
mines,  the  dates  of  their  several  appli- 
cations,  and    the    respective     grounds 
stated  for  each  such  application ,  and  the 
date  and  tenour  of  the  reply  in  each 
case ;  why  permission  was  granted  in 
one  case  and  withheld  in  others ;  and 
who  is  the  person  responsible   for  the 
permission  granted  to  the  representa- 
tives of  Messrs.  Streeter ;  and,  whether 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  the  whole  of 
the  Documents,   Reports,    and   Corres- 
pondence, since  the  occupation  of  Bur- 
mah, relating  to  the  said  Ruby  Mines  ? 
The    under     SECRETARY    oy 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham): 
The  Secretary  of  State  has  called  for  the 
Correspondence  on  the  subject  of  leasing 
the  Ruby  Mines  which  has  been  carried 
on  in   India  and  Burmah,   and  which 
has  not  yet  been  sent  home.     As  soon 
as  it  is  received  he  will  consider  what 
part  can  be  laid  upon  the  Table.    In 
the  meanwhile  the  information,  official 
and  private,  in  his  possession  is  so  in- 
complete that  I  cannot  attempt  to  replj 
categorically  to  the  earlier  part  of  the 
Question.     When  the  present  Govern- 
ment came  into  Office,  the  Secretary  of 
State  found  that  the  plan  of  giving  a 
provisional  lease  to  some  firm  or  Com- 
pany had  been  suggested ;  that  with  the 
sanction  of  his  Predecessor  certain  per- 
sons had   been  invited  to  tender;  and 
that  Messrs.   Streeter    had    made    the 
highest  bid.     The  Secretary  of  State, 
however,  came  to  the  conclusion  that  no 
binding  agreement  subsisted   between 
the  Government  of  India  and  Messrs. 
Streeter.    He  informed  the  Gt>vemment 
of  India  that  he  desired  that  the  value 
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liIi'S.l';fl!l'^«*^»r5S?12?S'  METBOPOLITAN    POLICE-NEW    STA. 

bXVSing  Gr4in;rtbat  ^IOK    on    the   THAMES   EMBANK- 

any  arrangements  proposed  should  have  MENT.              -,-,t/^  rrm 

his  previous  approval  before  being  car-  M»-    W.   L.   BRIGHT  (Stoke-upon- 

ried  into  effect.     He  also  intimated  that  Trent)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

the  desirability  of  retaining  the  mines  in  *^®  Home  Department,  Whether  a  con- 

the    hands    of   Government  was    well  ^^^^^  ^^s  been  entered  into  for  a  new 

worthy  of  consideration.     The  Secretary  police  station  on  the  Thames  Embank- 

of  State  has  not  yet  received  the  Report  ^^^^  J  i^  ^O)  ^^a*  is  *^e  contract  price ; 

on  the  value  of  the  mines  which  he  ^^at  will  be  the  rate  per  cubic  foot  of 

asked  for,  nor  have   any  proposed  ar-  building;    and,  out  of  what  funds  the 

rangements  been  submitted  for  his  ap-  c^^*  ^^^L^lBl?!.^?®^/^'^ ^  r.r^.r^^  .,, 
proval,  and  until  these  are  before  him  The  SEOfeETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
no  decision  can  be  arrived  at.  Mean-  Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  No  con- 
while,  he  has  repeated  his  former  direc-  *ract  has  yet  been  entered  into  for  the 
tions— that  no  action  is  to  be  taken  erection  of  the  new  central  police  offices 
without  his  previous  sanction  being  ob-  jn  the  Embankment ;  but  certain  firms 
tained.  The  only  desire  of  the  Secretary  ^ave  been  invited  to  send  in  tenders  for 
of  State  is  to  deal  with  the  propertv  as  the  foundations.  The  rate  per  cubic 
may  be  best  for  the  interests  of  "the  foot  cannot,  therefore,  be  stated.  The 
people  of  India,  due  regard  being  had  cost  will  be  met  out  of  a  loan  which  it  is 
to  Native  rights.  If  any  persons  have  proposed  shortly  to  ask  Parhament  to 
been  prevented  from  visiting  the  mines  sanction, 
on  any  ground  other  than  a  regard  for 

their  personal  safety,  it  has  been  owing  INDIA  —  SPECIAL  ALLOWANCES  TO 
to  no  directions  on  his  part,  but  to  some  TWO  ENGINEER  OFFICERS, 
misapprehension  on  the  part  of  the  Local  Me.  KING  (Hull,  Central)  asked  the 
Authorities.  I  have  now  given  the  hon.  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Inia, 
Member  and  the  House  all  the  informa-  Whether  it  is  true  that  special  allow- 
tion  I  can  at  the  present^  moment.  As  ances  were  granted  to  two  military  offi- 
soon  as  a  decision  is  arrived  at,  or  the  cers — namely,  Lieutenant  Colonel  J. 
fuller  information  asked  for  is  in  the  Brown,  R.E.,  Engineer  in  Chief  of  the 
possession  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  I  Sind  Pishin  State  Railway,  and  Major 
shall  be  most  happy  to  give  such  T.  Gracey,  R.E.,  Superintendent  Engi- 
further  particulars  as  may  be  then  neer,  Burmah,  while  civil  engineers  as- 
available,  signed  to  similar  duties  in  the  same  dis- 
tricts were  refused  the  same  privilege ; 
ADMIRALTY— EXPLOSION  ON  BOARD  if  80,  under  what  circumstances,  and  on 
H.M.S.  "RUPERT"  AT^HULL.  what     grounds,     the     distinction     was 

ty.fl^:^-^\^^T^if'^^'u-^wl'^  "'the    under    8ECRETAET    o. 

the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty    Whe-  g^^^g  ^gj    j         q        ^  (Chatham) : 

nf   it^.^lZJTZ^  "kI 'JP  M  m"^'  The  Secretary  of  State  has  io  informk- 

p     w    !f^J?  n    A    •        1,     A    i^  tion  of  any  such    aUowances    having 

pra;lefuag'r^the'''tlTf  been -ade  L  the  officers  mentioned  iS 

one     man  ^  and     injury     to    several  ®^^®8  ^°' 
others  ? 

The   secretary   (Mr.   Forwood)  INDIA- THE   PUBLIC   SERVICE   COM- 

(Lancashire,   Ormskirk) :    An  explana-  MISSION -THE     DNCOVENANTED 

tion  has  been  received  from  the  captain  CIVIL  SERVICE, 

of  Her  Majesty's  ship  Rupert  reporting  Mr.  KING  (Hull,  Central)  asked  the 

that  the  usual  precautions  were  observed  Under  Secretary  of   State    for  India, 

at  practice ;  but  pending  the  further  in-  Whether    the    Government    of   India, 

quiry  to  be  held,  when  the  injured  men  having,  since  the  Commission  as  consti- 

are  able  to  give  evidence,  the  absolute  tuted  under  Sir  Charles  Aitchison  broke 

cause   of  the    accident  cannot  yet  be  up,  appointed  a  limited  Sub-Committee 

stated.  to  inquire  into  the  subject  of  the  admis- 
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aion  not  only  of  Natives  but  Europeans  second  and  third  paragrapba  of  the 
to  all  the  more  important  branches  of  Question  which  hare  found  expressioit 
tlie  Public  Service  eonneeted  with  the  in  the  newspaper  articles  and  the  letter 
Civil  adminialration  of  the  country,  thus  mentioned.  It  ia  intended  that  the  Sub- 
largely  extending  the  scope  of  the  Committee  shall  conclude  its  inquiry  by 
inquiry,  any  arrangements  have  been  the  autumn  ;  and  that  then  the  Commis- 
made  to  give  the  Uncovenanted  Service  aion,  aa  a  whole,  shall  be  re-constituted 
afairopportunity  of  laying  its  grievances  for  the  purpose  of  preparing^  its  Beport 
before  the  Committee ;  whether  his  at-  to  the  Government  of  India.  Any 
tention  has  been  called  to  the  exprea-  changes  which  the  QoTeroment  of  India 
sions  of  alarm  in  the  Indian  Fresa  and  may  then  have  to  propose  will  be  sub- 
among  the  Anglo-Indian  community  at  mitted  to  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
the  course  being  pursued  by  the  Govern-  Council,  and  will  be  considered  with  the 
ment  of  India,  owing  to  the  suspicion  care  due  to  the  importance  of  the  sub- 
that  very  important  changes  are  con-  ject. 
templated  in  the  organization  and  con- 
ditions of  the  Services,  especially  in  the  CR0FTEK8  HOLDINGS  (SCOTLAND) 
direction  of  a  large  admisHion  of  Natives  ACT—  LOANS  FOK  FISHIKO 
to  important  positions  in  the  Services  ;  HAEBOUHS. 
whether  the  Secretary  of  State  has  in-  -q^  CLAEK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
formatioa  that  the  Bengal  Chamber  of  ^^^  Advocate,  What  are  the  terms  on 
Commerce  has  had  submitted  to  it  a  ^^^^^  ^^^  Fishery  Board  for  ScotUnd 
letter  etrongly  deprecating  the  course  „iu  lend  money  under  the  Croftew  Act 
now  being  pursued  by  the  Governnieut  j^^  building  and  repairing  ashiDg  bar- 
m  relation  to  th,a  question;  whether,  hours  in  the  counties  under  the  C^fters 
having  regard  to  tlio  grave  mteresM  in-  a„*9 

volvod,  he  con  make  onj  .latemenl  with  ,j„  lOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A 

regard   to   the  ultimate    object  ot  the  i[^„„„jjj.„)  (Edinburgh    and    St.  .In- 

inquipy.and   the  time  wilhia  "hich  it  d„,,  Univ.r.itie.) :   The  Crofter.  Ad 

trill  be  brought  to  a  conclusion,  wbioh  joe,  „ot  authorize  loan,  for  the  eonetm.. 

may  have  the  cITect  of  ra-amunng  in-  ,j„^„,  h„bonr.,  and,  therefore,  no  term, 

vestor.  and  other,  having  intere.ls  in  for  »uch  loan,  have  been  adj nsted. 
India  that  no  serious  changes  are  about 
to  be  made  in  the  direction  indicated  in 

the  above  letter;  and  what  object  the  THE  CHIEF  LAND  COM  MISSION  BBS  AT 

Government  of  India  has  in  view  in  ita  LONQFORD-RE-HEARING  FROM  AP- 

presont  proceedings  ?  PEAL. 

The  UNDEESECRETAEY  OF  STATE  Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  asked 
{Sir  JoBN  Goest)  (Chatham)  :  The  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
Fublio  Service  Commiasion  has  not  tenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  ia  true 
broken  up.  It  was  originally  appointed,  that  an  application  for  the  re- hearing  of 
in  consequence  of  a  despatch  ot  the  Earl  the  appeal  (Record  No.  2,423)  of  £d- 
of  Kimberley,  dated  July  16,  1886,  to  ward  Murray,  tenant,  Francis  O'Beiroe, 
inquire  into  the  admission  of  natives  of  landlord,  came  before  the  Chief  Land 
India  to  offices  formerly  reserved  exclu-  Commissioners  at  Longford  on  the  2Srd 
aively  for  members  of  the  Covenanted  of  February,  1887  ;  whether  a  period  of 
Civil  Service.  The  Hesolution  of  Oc-  three  years  had  elapsed  after  the  notice 
tober  4,  1886,  appointing  the  Commis-  before  the  appeal  came  on ;  whether  the 
aion,  and  the  Hesolution  of  March  8  last,  case  waa  struck  out  of  the  list,  and  the 
appointing  the  Sub-Committee  referred  tenant  ordered  to  pay  the  landlord's 
to  by  tlie  lion.  Member,  have  been  laid  costs,  solely  on  the  ground  that  a  fee  of 
upon  the  Table.  It  is  for  the  Commis-  \».,  as  provided  by  one  of  the  Kules,  had 
sion  and  tbe  Sub-Committee  to  make  not  been  paid  by  the  tenant ;  and,  v he- 
arrangements  for  obtaining  full  infor-  ther  the  attention  of  the  Commiaaionen 
mation  on  the  subjects  of  the  inquiry ;  will  be  drawn  to  the  matter  ? 
and  I  have  no  reason  to  euppoee  that  The  PAELIAMEKTAIIY  UNDEB 
the  Uncovenanted  Service  will  not  be  SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kihq-Haemaj) 
given  a  fair  opportunity  for  stating  its  (Kent,  lale  of  Thanet)  (who  rephed), 
grievances.  There  is  no  ground  for  the  said,  the  Land  Comuiiasioners  reported 
alarms  and  auapicions  referred  to  in  the  that  the  facts  were  aa  stated  ia  tli« 
Sir.  King 
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QaeBtion.    Tbe  law  required    that    in  Ub.  PLUNKRi' :  Astotherestofthe 

every  case  in  which  DOtice  of  re-hearing  Government  ground  I  think  I  may  be 

was  served  such  notice  should  bear  a  1«.  able  to  give  a  more  satiafactorj  answer 

Btamp.    This  was  not  done  in  the  pre-  lateroD.    I  am,  however,  not  responsible 

sent  case,  and  no  appeal  was,  therefore,  for  the  distribution  of  tickets  by  the 

properly  before  the  Court ;  and,  if  the  Vestry  of  St.  Margaret's. 

opposite  Party  desired,  he  could  ask  that  MH.AETHUEO'C0NN0E(Donega1, 

the  case  be  struck  out,  which  was  the  £.)  aaked,  whether  the  expenditure  and 

invariable  practice.  income  in  connection  with  these  plat- 

forma  of  tbe  Vestry  of  St.  Margaret's 

JUBILEE    THANKSGIVING    SERVICE  would  come  within  Uie  scope  of  the  in- 

(WESTJIINSTEE  ABBEY)-  LETTING  ^S'tOTs"'                       Oo"«™»t  Board 

OF    SEATS  ON   PnBLIC  GROUND.  ''°ltB°"pLnNKET :     I    am   unaWe   to 


Sia  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk-  answer  the  question  as  it  does  not  come 

caldy,  &c.)askedtheFirstGommissioner  within  the  scope  of  my  Department, 
of  Works,  For  whose  benefit  and  profit 

seats  on   stands  on  public  ground  ad-  DISPENSARIES  (IRELAND)— OUGHTER- 

.ioining  Westminster    Abbey    and    St.  aRD  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS. 

Margsret's    Church     to    witness     the  ^    FOLEY  (Galway,  Oonnemara) 

Jubilee  Procession  are  advortsed  at  five  „t,a  n.  Chief  Secretaj}  to  the  Lord 

guineas  each;  if  th,  ground  has  been  ii„i„„„,  „flr,l,nd.  Whether  any,  or 

let  tor  the  purpoje,  by  whom  and  on  „^„    ,^       t,„  ,,,„  „^,„  ^  'l^, 

what  terms  It  has  been  let,  and  to  whom  l„„i  G„„mment  Board  to  mejt  the 

fte  rent  .s  logo  ;  whether,  m  any  shape,  ii,,.ij„„  „,  the  Oughterard  Board  of 

It  will  be  devoted  in  diminution  of  tTie  ,f^„ii„,     ,„   th, 'erection,    in    the 

expenses  incurred  by    Parliament  for  L,„e„ore  district  of  that  uiiou,  of  a 

fitting  np  the  Abhey,  to. ;  whether  any  jj                 „a    dispensary    residence, 

other  pnWic  ground  is  to  be  let ;  and,  if  ,„/,j ,  „/^  „,(,,,  ^Jj-^^,  Jj,^^  „,  ^ 

'°' '°'  '2S^.R'?,„,,„„„„m,„  ,„  district ;  and,  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 

Tin  FIESr  COMUISSIONEE  (Mr.  ^.e  onl>  available  residence  at  present, 

PtmK.,)    (Dublin    University)  :    The  .„d  for  the  past  three  years,  for  the  use 

stand  erected  on  the  green  adjacent  to  „,  ^  medical  officer  hss  been  a  poor 

the  Abbey  has  been   built  upon  land  „nbin  in  a  remote  part  of  tbe  district^ 

which  IS  the  property  of  St.  Margaret  s  ^^   PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDEE 

Chorch,  and  the  profit  derived  from  it  seceETAEV  (Colonel  K™o-Hi»Ms») 

willgoto  the  Vestry  of  St    Margarets.  ,^^,    j,,^  of  Ihanet)    (who  replied 

Neither  the  authorities  of  the  Abbey  nor  >,- j   ,^,  j^^ ^  Government  Board  found 

the  Qoveramoul  have  any  authority  or  |,   „„„„„    ,„   o„„nection   with  tbia 

right  of  interterenoo  in  the  matter     In  „pii„ii„„-'Uich  wae  received  on  the 

order  to  meet  the  convenience  of  the  ^^^^  April  last,  to  ask  the  Guatdiano 

Government  the  Vestry  of  St.  Margaret  s  ,„  „„J  partioulats.    These  partienlara 

have  agreed  to  surrender  their  righu  j^^  „„,  '      ^^^  furnished,  and  an, 

over  a  eonsiderable  space  of   the  re-  i.i        ujt  ^  u  !,„,  occurred  wu 

maiader  of  the  frontage  belonging  to  a„Jf„„  attributable  to  the  Guardian., 

thorn,  and  they  have  been  permitted  in  n,  L„„ai  Government  Board  were  not 

exchange  to  place  a  stand  in  theCanmng  ,^,(  j^^         „,  dispensary  resi- 

enclosure  on  the  other  side  of  the  road-  d.„„e  wassituatsd  in  a  remotest  of 

way.    It  IS  not  proposed  to  let  any  pubhc  ,i,  district)  but  the  medical  offlcM  had 

''°s1,GE(S°GE    CAMPBELL  asked,  r-P^^  ""' "  "'"''•"°  ""'"' "-"^ 
whether  the    First   OommisaiaDer  vae 

aware  that  through  the  courtesy  of  a  ^^^^j_  AFRICA-TRANSIT  TAEIFf 

S::^T.tve.'tr;^«"nrdSn^Med  THRODGH  PORTUGUESE  TERRITORY. 

pariBhioners  were  to  have  seata ;  and  Ma.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 

whether,  on  the  Ooremment  ground,  a«ked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 

■oma  arrangement  of  the    Bama  kind  Foreign  Affairs,  What  ateps  have  been 

could  not  bo  made  for  the  conTenienca  of  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  OoTemment  to 

the  families  of  bon.  Hembere  ?  remove  the  impeiUi&euts  that  hare  been 
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placed  by  the  Foi^u^nese  authorities  in  Jubilee  fear,  in  regard  to  the  Aimj,  hj 

the  way  of  communication  bj  the  Lowei  recommending  a  slight  iBcreaafl,  daring 

Zambesi  and  Shire,  between  the  African  the  remainder  of  their  lives,  in  the  pen- 

coaat    and    the    trading    and    mission  aions  of  those  old  soldiers  who  took  part 

stations  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Lake  in  either  or  both  of  the  two   great  waia 

Nyassa  ?  of  Her  Majesty's   reign — namely,  the 

Tni    TJNDEB     SECBBTAEY     oe  Crimean  War  and  the  Indian  Mutinr  ? 

STATE  (Sir  James  FaRausaou)  (Man-  Thb  SECEETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 

Chester,  N.E.):  I  presume  that  myhon.  E-Stakhops)  (LiitcolDshire,HorQcast]e): 

Friend  alludes  to  the  suspension  of  the  No,   Siv  ;    I  am  unable  to    recommend 

trading  facilities  formerly  afforded  by  that  au  increased  charge  for  paneions 

the  seals  of  transit  duties  through  the  should  be  created  in  honour  of  Her  9ia- 

Portuguese    territories.      I    stated    on  jesty's  Jubilee. 
May  12,  in  answer  to  a  Question  from 

the  hon.  and  learned  MemberforPartick  THE  PUBLIC  OFFICES— LOWEB  Dm- 

Division  (Mr.  Craig  Sellar),  that  Her  gjON   CLERK3  IN   THE    TREASDEY 

Majesty's  Government,  having  no  Treaty  OFFICE. 

rights  in  that  region  cannot  object  to  jj^   AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 

the    imposition     of     the    Mozambique  ^    g  j  ^^^   ^^    Chancellor   of  the 

Tariff.    Her  Majesty's  Consul  there  has  l^^heqiier,  Whether  it  Is  a  fact,  that  of 

late^  reported  that  the  revision  of  the  ^^^   2.  I^wer  Dirieion  clerks    in   the 

tantf  of  that  Province   is    under  con-  ^re^^^y  office  no  less  than   five  were 

smeranon.  formerly  writers,  and  that  four  of  them 

are  so  efficient  as  to  be  receiving  the 

WAR  OFFICE  (AUXIUARY  FORCES)-  highest  rate  of  dutv  pay  ;  and,  whether 

THE  V0UNTEER8  -  ASSISTANT  IN-  instructions  have  "been    iaaued   to    the 

STRUCTORS  IN  SIGNALLING.  Civil  Service  Commissionera  to  fill  up 

Colonel  ETEE  (Lincolnshire,  Gains-  121  vacancies  in  the  Lower  Diviaion  of 

borough)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  clerks  by  the  usual  method  of  competi- 

for   War,   Whether  it  is   possible   to  tive  examination  ? 

arrange  for  an  officer  from  the  brigade  Thb  8ECEETAHT  to  the  TBEA- 
depot  to  be  sent  when  necessary  to  ths  SUET  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeda,  N.)  (who 
head  quarters  of  Volunteer  Corps,  to  replied)  said:  There  are  10  Lower 
examine  the  officers  and  non-commie-  Division  clerks  in  the  Treaaury,  not  six 
eioued  officers  as  assistant  instructors  in  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member.  Of 
signalling,  so  as  to  avoid  the  necessity  these,  seven  were  men  who  had  been 
of  the  latter  being  compelled  to  proceed  long  in  the  employment  of  the  Treasorf, 
for  the  purpose  to  a  distant  town?  and  on  account  of  the  special  circum- 
The  SECRETAET  of  STATE  (Mr.  stances  of  their  case  they  were  placed 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn-  in  the  Lower  Division  at  the  time  whea 
castle):  A  duly  qualified  officer  is  ds-  it  was  instituted.  Five  of  them  are  re- 
tailed by  the  General  Officer  command-  ceiving  duty  pay ;  but  none  of  them  the 
ing  each  district  to  examine  the  highest  rate  of  duty  pay  permitted.  Of 
signallers  of  Volunteer  Corps.  As  the  121  vacancies  referred  to  in  the 
brigade  depots  are  not  provided  with  second  part  of  the  Question,  72  will  b« 
instructors  of  signalling,  it  very  fre-  filled  by  Lower  Division  clerks  who 
quently  happens  that  no  qualified  officer  have  obtained  places  on  the  liat,  but 
is  stationed  at  a  brigade  depot.  I  am  have  not  yet  been  employed.  Directioni 
afraid,  therefore,  that  it  would  be  diffi-  have  been  given  for  an  examination  to 
cult  to  make  the  proposed  alteration.  be  held  about  August  next. 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  YEAR  CIVIL  SERVICE    WRITERS— SUB- COM- 
OF    HER    MAJESTY'S    REIGN  —  IN-  MISSION  OF  INQUIRY. 
CREASE  OF  PENSION  TO  OLD  SOL-        Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  (Dooe- 
DIERS.  gal,  £.)  asked   Mr.  Chancellor  of  ths 
Mb.  H.  8.  WRIGHT  (Nottingham,  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  a  fact  th«t 
8.)   asked    the    Secretary  of  State  for  a   Sub- Commission,    cousieting  of  Kr. 
War,   Whether   he   will   conaider  the  Bergne  of   the   Treasury,    Mr.   Ham- 
propriety  of  signalising  Her  Majesty's  phreys  of  the  Civil  Service  CommisaioBi 
Mr.  Buehanun 
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and  Mf.  Bright  of  ths  Inland  Bevenue,  Superintendents  of  Metropolitan  Police 

has  been  appointed  to  confer  with  the  were  all  sent  in    during  Jannary  last ; 

Heads  of  Departments  in  reference  to  and,  if  so,  what  is  the  cause  of  the  delay 

Civil  Service  Writers ;  whether  he  will  in  the  issue  of  the  Heport  of  the  Chief 

state  the  scope  of  the  Sub -Commission' a  Oommissioner ;    and,    whether    he   can 

business  ;  and,  whether  it  is  intended  to  now  state   when   the    Beport  will    be 

forestall,  in  respect  of  the    "  Writer  "  issued ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  will,  at 

Class,  the  Beport  of  the  Bojal  Commis-  any  rate,  give  an  undertaking    that  it 

sion  now  sitting  on  the  Civil  Services  ?  shall  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  before 

The  SEOEETABY  to  the  TBBA-  the  Vote  for  the  current  financial  year 

8URY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who  is  taken? 

Teplted)said:ThTeegentlemenbaTebeen  The  SECBETAKY  of  STATE  (Mr. 

appinted  to  collect  certain  information  Matthews)  (Birmingham,   E.) :    I  am 

which  the  Treasury  thinks  it  necessary  informed   by  the  Chief    Commissioner 

to  obtain.     The  appointment  has  no  re-  that  the  Divisional  Beports  for  1 886  of 

ference  to  the  Boyal  Commission ;  but  the    Superintendents    of    Metropolitan 

is  intended  to    assist  the   Treasury  in  Felice  were  all  sent  in  about  the  end  of 

giving  effect,  as  soon  as  possible,  to  the  Janusry.    It  is  usual  to  present  the 

Treasury  Minute   of   December,  1886,  Chief  Commissioner's  Beport  about  the 

and  to  carry  out  the  pledge  given  by  the  end  of  July.    This  year  the  Commis- 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  sioner  hopes  to  be  able  to  have  it  ready 
a  few  weeks  earlier.    It  cannot  be  pre- 

THE  CUKRENCY— THE  NEW  COINAGE,  P«'ed  earlier  than  this,  as  time  is  neces- 

tr     xiT  T.TH■^u■Ilmm /-nr  .^    T>        ..      \  ^ary  to  completo   the   statistics  of  cri- 

."J^  ■  ™t!™™  {Notto,  Bmell.^)  „i^,,           ^„,  „[  ,ii^  .„  „„  ,m 

aeked  Mr.  Uhancellor  of  the  Jiixohequer,  nnadinir 
If  he  is  atrare  that  urgent  lequests  are 

being  made  of  bankere  in  all  parts  of  fishery  PIBHS  AND  HAEBOUBS  {lEE- 

tbe  country  for  supplies  of  the  new  LAND)— ADDITIONAL   ACCOMMODA- 

ooinage.  especially  the  smaller  denomi-  ^lON  IN  THE  WEST  OF  IBELAND. 

nations,   for  distribution  on  the   21st  j,,   HOOPEE   (Ckjrk,    S.E.)   naked 

mstant;  and   whether,  in  .lew  of  such  „,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Who- 

demand,  it  will  be  pomible  for  supp  les  ,^„  a,  ,„„  „,  £4  „„„  ^  be  derated  to 

?  ^;'°„„i!.'-     1°   /    \^^'Z            ?■'  "■•  promotion  of  fisher,  pier  aeoommo- 

by  the  20th  instant,  so  that  the  prOTin-  j^j-J^  j^  ^^  yf^^  „,  f^f^^j  ^j,, 

cial  public  may  be  able  to  obtain  the  ^jj,  „j„,,  .idinonal  accommodation  of 

new  coinage  on  the  Mowing  day  f  ,^,,  ^-^   „  ^^      „,  ;„  ,t,           1,, 

r.SS,°^^'S'^"'\",S'  1^"™-  lion  of  works  already  commenced  nn'der 

QTIEE  (Mr.    Oosons)    (8t    Oeorge's,  ,„„„  schemes? 

HanOTer  Square) :  In  reply  to  the  hon  ,,,,,  OHANOELLOB  or  Tin  EXOHE- 

Qentleman,  I  haTO  to  say  that  the  Mint  qjjj^j  ,j[,    o„,„„„)  (gi.   Q„„,; 

IS  working  up  to  Its  fall  power  already.  Hanover  Square) :  The  £4,000  is  to  be 

The  Bank  of  ilnglandw.il  make  arrange-  j  ^    .Jrs,  hirbours,  and  roads,  not 

meats,  xn  proportmntothesupplyitinay  „1  pio„ o";],,  „  ,h,  Q„„Son  seems  to 

roceiv,  from  the  Mint,  to  distribute  the  („  ■;       j^  ,'„„  „j  „a„  „„j„  ^3  „„„ 

new  coin   to  conn  ry  banker,  through  ^-^'^   j,„„j    ,„    additions  recom- 

their  London  agent,  betor.  the  dos.  of  „„j^  j,     j^.  Piors  and  Eoads  Oom- 

nejt  week,  on  the  understanding  that  „;„,„„„  „  ^„„i,t.d    to  secure  the 

bankers  are  not  to  issue  such  coin  to  the  f„„  „,iiity  of  the  works  already  executed 

public  before  the  201h  instant     Similar  ^    ,^,„  J  ^„i  £,  2„„  ^„  j/         ,  on 

arrangements  bare  already  been  made  ^'^„  ^^  ^  complete  the  cosStcem- 

lor  Ireland.  municalion between  OalwayandOlifden. 
1  may  take  this  opportunity  of  saying 

METROPOLITAN    POLICE  -  SUPEEIN-  ,h,t  iith  regard  to  the  whole  queMioS 

•     TENDENTS'    DIVISIONAL    EEP0RT3  of  the  appropriation  of  the  £50,000  to 

FOR  1888.  be  doToted  to  works  of  public  utility 

Mb.  PICEERSQUiL  (Bethnal  Green,  in  Ireland,  and  principally  to  arterial 

S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  drainage  as  the  most  urgent,  the  Go- 

tbe  Home  Department,   Whether  the  yemment  will  gladly  learn  the  Ttews  of 

Dirieional   Beporta    for    18B6   of  the  hon.  Members  from  Ireland.    If  the 
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hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  ^Mr.  ^ 

Pamell)   will  appoint   7ome  Members  ^^^^^   ™SH   CONSTABULARY-PRO. 

represoDting  the  views  of  his  Party  to  MOTIQN      OF      SERGEANT     MAGEE 

confer  with  the  Chief  Secretary  and  my-  (BELFAST). 

self  on  the  subject,  the  Government  will  Mr.  H.  CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh, 
give  the  most  attentive  consideration  to  S.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
any  suggestions  they  may  offer.  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.)  Sergeant  John  Thomas  Magee,  R.I.C., 
asked  if  an  opportunity  would  be  given  of  Ballynafeigh,  Belfast,  has  been  pre- 
fer discussing  the  question  of  the  alio-  moted  to  the  rank  of  Head  Constable; 
cation  of  this  £50,000.  On  what  day  was  he  on  several  occasions  convicted  of 
would  the  vote  be  taken  ?  drunkenness ;  did  he,  while  under  cross- 
Ma.  GOSOHEN  said,  the  allocation  examination,  admit  that  he  had  been 
of  the  money  would  be  taken  in  the  form  four  times  convicted  of  drunkenness ; 
of  Estimates,  so  that  hon.  Members  would  and,  how  many  convictions  are  recorded 
have  ample  opportunity  for  discussing  against  him  since  he  joined  the  Con- 
the  different  items.  stabulary  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  And  would  the  Thb   PAELIAMENTARY  UNDER 

right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Irish  Secre-  SECEETARY  (Colonel  King-Harmax) 

tary  confer  with  the  associates  of  assas-  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 

sins  ?  said,  Sergeant  Magee  had  not  yet  been 

[No  reply.]  promoted,  but  he  had  passed  the  neces- 
sary examination.     It  was   quite  true 

EVICTIONS      ( IRELAND )  —  ALLEGED  ^^at  during  his  constabulary  career  Ser- 

OUTRAGE  BY  A   MEMBER   OF  THE  g©ant  Magee  had  been  fined  four  times 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY.  ^^'  drunkenness.     The  last  occasion  wm 

Mr.  CONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam-  ?f  J^f  ^*^^.*«  ^^^f "  *^8^?-     ^his,  with 

borne)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  *\^.  fJ^PV^^^^  ^^  i  °"°tS'   ""f?"^ 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  J.^''^'.^^  the  Constabulary  Kegulations, 

has  inquired  into  the  facts  described  in  ^     ^"i-  ''''''''*  ^'  ^^H^^""'  ^^^  ^^  ^^^^ 

the  following  paragraph  from  The  Fall  ^^'^^^^tions  against  the  man. 

Mall  Qautte  of  the  9  th  instant : — 

..Tf  •    ♦        13.  WIT,.         *v,        *fln  JUBILEE     THANKSGIVING      SERVICE 

"It  18  true  Pat  WalBhs  mother  of  80  was  .wPQTMTTCqTTrp     arrt?v\     t^v    tiht 

bludgeoned  in  hishouse,  as  she  sat  in  her  chair,  ( WESTMINSIER    ABBEY)— THE    BRI- 

hy  a  member  of  the  Uoyal  Irish  Constabulary,  TISH-INDIAN  VOLUNTEERS. 

who  formed  one  of    the  volunteer  storming  SiR  RICHARD  TEMPLE  (Worcester, 

party,  and  she  has  at  this  moment  the  marks  x:,       ,        x      iji.i_TTj       v  •»  ^**''=*"^» 

of  his  baton  in  the  shape  of  a  bad  black  ^^vesbam)  asked  the  Under  Secretary  of 

eye  ;  "  State  for  India,  Whether  provision  will 

and,  whether  the  ahove  statements  are  ^®  niade  f or  some  representatives  of  the 

accurate;    and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  f^'^^^'H  ^.''Tv!??  ^;;i^«^-I^dian  Voluii^ 

take    immediate    steps    to  punish  the  ^^f'^*  Abb     ?      ^^^^^'^^'^'^  ^"^  ^"^^^ 

conduct  of  the  constable  in  question,  "^'^^  jj^^m.     SECRETARY     of 

future  ?^              '             occurrences  m  g^^^^  ^g.^  j^^^  doa^f)  (C^^amJ! 

The  parliamentary  UNDER  ^®«-.   ^^®  Secretary  of  State  is  endea- 

SEORETARY  (Colonel  King-Habman)  7.^":^/°/  ^  make  the  selection  for  the 

(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)   (who    replied)  ^'""i*®?  «P*^®  **  ?'»  disposal  as  repre- 

said,  as  the  Question  was  only  put  on  s^^tative  as  possible;  but  aa  the  list  is 

the  Paper  the  previous  night,  he  had  not  yet  complete  I  am  afraid  I  can  gife 

not  yet  been  able  to  make  the  inquiries  ^^  P^«'^^^®  P^^®  ^  *^®  ^^°-  Member, 
which  were  necessary  before  an  answer 

could  be  given.  JUBILEE     THANKSGIVING      SERVICE 

Mr.    CONYBEARE    asked,    if    the  (WESTMINSTER  ABBEY)— THE  SEATS 

Question   were    postponed,    would    the  OUTSIDE  ON  PUBLIC  GROUND, 

right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  or  Mr.  FULESTON  (Devonport)  asked 

his  superior  officer  be   able  to  answer  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works,  Whe* 

it  ?  ther  he  can  have  seats  in  the  encloeoi* 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  said  they  of  St.  Stephen's  Square  put  up  for  the 

would.  families  and  friends  of  Members  of  tliii 

Mr.  Goschen 
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House  to  see  the    procession    on  the 

2l8t? 

The  FIEST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunket)  (Dublin  University) :  I  hope 
to  be  able  to  put  up  two  platforms,  one 
in  each  of  the  f^arden  spaces  outside  of 
Palace  Yard,  which  spaces  are  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Government.  The  smaller 
will  contain  about  600  places,  and  will 
provide  for  the  Colonial  and  Indian 
visitors  for  whom  seats  cannot  be  found 
in  the  Abbey.  The  other  platform, 
having  two  fronts  to  the  procession, 
will  be  larger,  and  on  it  I  hope  I  shall 
be  able  to  find  about  1,000  seats  for 
Members  and  their  friends  at  10«.  for 
each  seat.  P'Oh,  oh!"  laughter^  and 
'*  Hear,  hear  !  "]  Well,  no  Member  will 
be  under  any  obligation  to  take  a  seat. 
The  platforms  will  be  covered  in.  I 
cannot  bind  myself  yet  to  these  exact 
figures,  and  I  hope  to  be  able  to  give 
a  fuller  explanation  on  next  Monday  as 
to  the  method  of  obtaining  tickets  and 
other  particulars.  I  have  made  these 
proposals  to  meet  what  I  believe  to  be 
wishes  very  generally  entertained,  and  I 
hope  that  I  may  consider  that  I  shall 
have  the  approval  of  the  House  in 
carrying  them  out. 

Mr.  W.  LOWTHER  (Westmoreland, 
Appleby) :  Will  this  charge  of  10*.  per 
head  include  refreshments  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  g^ve  an 
abatement  if  a  quantity  are  taken  ? 

[No  reply.] 

ROYAL  GRANTS— THE   SELECT 
COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  When 
the  Select  Committee  on  Boyal  Grants 
will  be  appointed  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  the  pressure  of  Public  Business  had 
been  such  that  he  had  not  seen  his  way 
to  the  appointment  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee on  Royal  Grants,  regarding  which  he 
had  in  some  degree  pledged  himself  at 
the  beginning  of  the  Session.  He  was 
afraid  he  must  ask  the  hon.  Member  to 
allow  a  further  postponement. 

PUBLIC     BUSINESS  —  ARRANGEMENT 
OF     BUSINESS  —  COAL    MINES,    &c. 
REGULATION  BILL. 
Mr.  mason  (Lanark,  Mid)  asked, 

Whether  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 


sury could  now  state  when  the  Coal 
Mines,  &c.,  Regulation  Bill  would  be 
proceeded  with,  and  at  what  hour  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smixh)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  not  able  to  say  positively ; 
but  he  hoped  the  Bill  would  be  taken  on 
Monday,  the  20th,  about  10  o'clock  in 
the  evening,  or  as  near  that  hour  as 
possible,  consistent  with  the  Business  that 
might  precede  it.  

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  in- 
quired,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man intended  only  to  take  the  first  stage 
of  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  hoped  it 
would  be  possible  to  take  the  Committee 
on  that  day.  He  presumed  it  would  be 
the  desire  of  the  House  to  go  through 
with  the  Committee  if  possible. 

Mr.  BURT  (Morpeth)  said,  that  he 
understood  that  a  discussion  was  to  take 
place  on  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker 
leave  the  Chair,  and  that  the  House 
should  not  go  into  Committee  till  the 
next  occasion. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  understood  that 
there  was  a  strong  wish  on  the  part  of 
hon.  Members  to  proceed  with  the  mea- 
sure itself,  and  not  only  to  have  a  dis- 
cussion upon  it.  Of  course,  it  was  for 
the  House  to  say,  when  in  Committee, 
whether  they  were  to  make  progress  with 
the  measure  or  not. 

MOTIONS. 

BUSINESS    OF    THE     HOUSE  (PROCE- 
DURE    ON     THE     CRIMINAL     LAW 
AMENDMENT   (IRELAND)   BILL). 
RESOLIJTION. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster),  in  rising  to  move  the 
followiug  Resolution : — 

**  That,  at  Ten  o'clock  p.m.  on  Friday,  the 
17th  day  of  June,  if  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill  be  not  previously  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  the 
Chairman  shall  put  forthwith  the  Question  or 
Questions  on  any  Amendment  or  Motion  al- 
ready proposed  from  the  Chair.  He  shall  next 
proceed  and  successively  put  forthwith  the  Ques- 
tions, That  any  Clause  then  under  consideration, 
and  each  remaining  Clause  in  the  Bill,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill,  unless  Progress  be  moved  as 
hereinafter  provided.  After  the  Clauses  are 
disposed  of  he  shall  forthwith  report  the  Bill, 
as  amended,  to  the  House.  From  and  after  the 
passing  of  this  Order,  no  Motion,  That  the 
Chairman  do  leave  the  Chair,  or  do  report  Pro- 
gress, shall  be  allowed  unless  moved  by  onQ  of 
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the  Members  in  charge  of  the  Bill,  and  the 
Question  on  such  Motion  shall  be  put  forth- 
with. If  Progress  be  reported  on  the  17th 
June,  the  Chairman  shall  put  this  Order  in 
force  in  any  subsequent  sitting  of  the  Com- 
mittee,*' 

said :  Sir,  in  submitting  the  Motion 
which  stands  in  my  name,  I  wish  to 
be  most  distinctly  understood  that  I 
desire  to  avoid  any  reference  to  any 
topic  which  can  by  any  means  create 
irritation  or  annoyance  to  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  have  a  perfect  right  to  difiPer 
from  me  and  from  the  Government  in 
the  view  which  they  take  of  their  duty 
under  the  circumstances  in  which  the 
House  is  placed.  But  I  desire  to  place 
before  the  House  the  course  which  the 
Government  feel  to  be  absolutely  essen- 
tial in  the  interests  of  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  Parliament  and  the  duties 
which  are  imposed  upon  the  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  Sir,  I  have 
undertaken  this  task  with  the  greatest 
possible  reluctance.  There  is  no  one  in 
this  House  who  is  more  unwilling  than 
I  am  to  place  any  restraint  whatever 
upon  the  exercise  of  the  liberty  of  speech, 
of  the  right  of  debate,  and  the  full  Pri- 
vilege of  the  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  Since  I  have  had  the  honour 
of  being  a  Member  of  this  House,  I  have 
always  deprecated  any  attempt  whatever 
to  restrain  those  liberties  and  rights  of 
debate.  It  has  only  been  when  the 
necessity  has  been  absolutely  imperative 
and  irresistible  that  I  have  concurred  in, 
or  that  I  have  proposed  measures  which 
have  placed  any  restraint  whatever  upon 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons.  We 
had  hoped  that  it  would  be  possible  to 
avoid  the  course  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  now  feel  it  necessary — 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  now 
feel  it  their  duty — to  ask  the  House  of 
Commons  to  adopt.  We  had  hoped  that 
the  counsel  that  has  been  ofifered  by  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench  would  have  been  accepted  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  who,  conscientiously  no 
doubt,  have,  opposed  the  measure  which 
the  Qt)vemment  thought  it  their  duty  to 
propose  to  the  House  of  Commons.  We 
had  hoped  that  reflection  and  considera- 
tion would  have  induced  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  accept  the  suggestion  that  points  of 
principle  and  points  of  importance  might 
receive  the  consideration  of  the  Com- 
mitee  of  this  House,  and  that  mere  mat- 
ters of  detail — mere  matters  which,  in 
the  judgment  of  those  who  have  op- 

Jifr.  W.  jr.  Smith 


posed  them  at  least,  have  appeared  to  be 
of  absolutely  trivial  importance — might 
be  passed  over,  and  might  be  allowed  to 
receive  only  that  very  limited  considera- 
tion which  their  importance  deserves; 
but  I  am  sure  that  anyone  who  has  sat 
in  this  House  during  the  last  week  must 
have  felt  that  there  was  no  longer  any 
hope  that  those  wise  counsels  offered 
from  the  Front  Opposition  Bench  would 
be  accepted  and  acted  upon   by  hon. 
Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway.     Then, 
Sir,  it  becomes  our  duty,  from  our  point 
of  view,  to  offer  to  the  House  the  counsel 
which  we  now  offer,  and  to  make  the 
proposal  which  we  now   make.      The 
period  of  the  Session  alone  is  sufficient  to 
justify,  in  my  humble  judgment,  the 
course  which  the  Government  are  now 
about  to  take.    We  have  arrived  at  the 
fourth  month  of  the  Session  and  we  have 
practically  done  nothing  except  to  con- 
sider the  measure  now  before  the  House. 
Some  Votes  in  supply  have  been  passed, 
some  comparatively  unimportant  mea- 
sures have  received  the  consideration  of 
the  House  in  that  period,  but  the  whole 
course  of  legislation  has  been  stopped 
other  than  that  which  has  been  proposed 
in  the  measure  now  before  the  House. 
The  consideration  of  Votes  in  Supply  hss 
not  been  given  as  is  usually  the  case,  and 
the  privileges  of  Members,  the  rights  of 
Private  Members,   have    been   entirelj 
suspended   during  that   period   of  the 
Session.     These  are  matters  which  it  is 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  ignore, 
and  it  is  impossible  for  the  Government 
to  be  otherwise  than  deeply  concerned 
at  the  paralysis  of  Parliamentary  Busi- 
ness,  which  certainly   does  not  reflect 
credit  upon  the  House  of  Commons.    I 
hope  it  may  be  understood  that  I  am 
endeavouring  as  far  as  I  can  to  avoid 
anything  like  an  irritating  remark.    I 
am  merely  stating  what  appears  to  be, 
from  my  point  of  view,  the  facts  of  the 
case,  and  putting  them  plainly  and  in  an 
honest  and  straightforward  way  before 
the  House,  without  any  desire  whatever 
to  enlarge  upon  them  in  a  manner  which 
hon.  Members  may  suppose  is  intended 
to  give  a  colour  to  them.     We  arrived, 
yesterday.  Sir,  at  the  d5th  day  of  the  con- 
sideration of  this  measure  which  is  now 
before  the  House.     Thirty-five  Parlia- 
mentary days — some  of  them  protracted 
beyond  all    former    experience  —  have 
been  passed  in  the  consideration  of  this 
measure.     I  have  no  doubt  that  hon. 
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Oentlemen  opposite  will  say  that  only 
too  little  time  has  been  given  to  the  con- 
sideration of  a  measure  which  they  dis- 
like, to  which  they  are  opposed  on  prin- 
ciple, and  wh.ich  they  regard  as  tyran- 
nical and  unnecessary.  That  may  be  the 
case  from  their  point  of  view  ;  but  the 
majority  of  the  House  and  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  have  also  their  duty  to 
discharge.  They  have  thought  it  their 
duty  to  propose  to  Parliament  a  measure 
which  they  believe  to  be  necessary  for 
the  restoration  of  law  and  order — for  the 
preservation  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 
That  is  their  belief,  and  as  a  Govern- 
ment and  as  a  majority  they  are  bound 
to  press  it  forward  to  the  utmost  of  their 
ability,  with  due  consideration  for  the 
rights  of  the  minority,  with  due  con- 
sideration for  the  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment, with  due  consideration  for  the 
traditions  of  Parliament,  and,  above  all, 
with  the  greatest  possible  consideration 
for  those  glorious  traditions  of  liberty 
and  freedom  which  belong  to  an  institu- 
tion of  which,  hitherto.  Englishmen  have 
been  proud.  But,  Sir,  if  it  is  the  duty 
from  the  point  of  view  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  press  forward  this  mea- 
sure ;  if  it  is  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  care  also  for  the  transac- 
tion of  the  Business  of  the  country  in 
this  House,  it  is  undoubtedly  their  duty, 
when  they  find  that  they  are  faced  by  a 
condition  of  circumstances  absolutely 
unparalleled  in  the  history  of  Parlia- 
ment, to  place  the  case  before  Parlia- 
ment itself  and  to  demand  from  Parlia- 
ment that  relief — not  for  themselves, 
but  for  the  House  of  Commons  itself 
and  for  the  Business  of  the  country,  and 
those  trusts  which  are  confided  to  the 
House  of  Commons — I  say.  Sir,  it  is  their 
duty  to  demand  from  Parliament  that 
relief  which  they  believe  to  be  essential 
and  absolutely  necessary.  I  have  no 
doubt  that  I  shall  be  told  that  there  is 
no  exact  precedent  for  the  course  I  am 
about  to  take.  I  am  aware  that  there  is 
no  exact  precedent.  The  precedents  of 
1881  and  1882  are  analogous,  but  they 
are  not  exact.  In  1881,  late  at  night-^ 
in  fact,  it  was  the  last  Business  of  the 
House — h  Notice  was  given  that  at  3 
o'clock  the  next  day  a  Motion  would  be 
made  that  the  Bill  itself  should  be  re- 
ported to  the  House.  On  this  occasion 
we  have  adopted  a  different  course.  The 
circumstances  are  not  precisely  the  same. 
A  much  longer  period  has  elapsed  since 


the  measure  whichisnowbefore  the  House 
was  introduced — a  very  much  longer 
period.  We  are  four  months  later  in 
the  Session  than  was  the  case  in  the  in-' 
stance  to  which  I  have  referred.  We 
have  laboured  on  through  35  days  of 
Parliamentary  endurance  with  this  mea- 
sure. We  have  laboured  on,  and  now 
it  becomes  our  duty  to  consider  what 
course  shall  be  taken.  We  think  it 
right  to  ask,  Sir,  that  the  House  shall 
now — having  six  Parliamentary  days 
between  this  and  Friday,  the  17th  of 
June — order  that  on  the  17th  of  June, 
allowing  the  whole  of  the  interval  for 
the  consideration  in  Committee  of  the 
measure  before  the  House,  that  the  Bill 
shall  be  then  reported  to  the  House.  I 
daresay  I  shall  be  told  that  the  course  I 
recommend  is  one  which  may  seriously 
interfere  with  the  privileges  and  the 
duties  of  hon.  Members  who  object  to 
this  measure.  We  have  to  consider  how 
the  Business  of  Parliament  is  to  be 
carried  on.  We  have  to  consider  the 
relative  importance  of  the  Business  of 
Parliament,  and  we  leave  it  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  take  an  interest  in  the  Bill 
to  adopt  the  advice  given  to  them  by 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  to 
object  to  any  question  of  principle  to 
which  they  may  reasonably  object  in  the 
course  of  the  next  five  days,  which,  I 
humbly  venture  to  think,  will  afford 
ample  time  for  the  consideration  and  de- 
cision of  principle,  if  not  more  than 
ample  time,  and  then  to  acquiesce  in  the 
course  the  Government  think  it  their 
duty  to  propose.  What.  Sir,  is  the  alter- 
native open  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ?  The  alternative,  we  are  told,  is 
that  of  capitulation — that  the  majority 
in  this  House,  and,  as  we  believe,  the 
majority  in  the  country,  should  yield 
their  sense  of  obligation,  their  sense  of 
responsibility,  their  sense  of  and  duty  to 
the  obstruction  of  the  minority  in  this 
House.  iSbme  Rule  eriea  of  "  Order ! "] 
I  appeal  to  you.  Sir,  if  I  am  out  of  Order 
in  any  way.  It  is  for  the  Speaker,  I  ap- 
prehend, to  call  me  to  Order. 

Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  is  entitled  to  impute  a 
Parliamentary  offence,  which  obstruction 
has  been  repeatedly  declared  to  be,  to  a 
minority  of  this  House,  and  that  without 
making  any  attempt  whatever  to  8ub« 
stantiate  the  charge  ? 
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Mr.  SPEA:KER  :  The  term  "  obstruc 
tion"  has  been  repeatedly  used  in  this 
House  without  the  Chair  calling  the 
Members  using  it  to  Order. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
regret  if  I  have  occasioned  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  any  sense  of  pain  by 
the  charge  which  I  have  thought  it  my 
right  to  prefer  against  a  minority  in  this 
House.  I  find  that  35  days  have  been 
occupied  by  the  consideration  of  this 
measure,  and  that  15  days  in  Committee 
have  been  employed  in  discussing 
Amendments,  many  of  which  must  be 
admitted  to  be  merely  trivial ;  but  I  am 
sure,  if  I  refer  again  to  the  fact  that  15 
days  in  Committee  have  been  consumed 
in  discussions,  many  of  which  must  be 
pronounced  to  be  purely  trivial,  then  I 
think  that  the  language  which  I  used 
was  fully  justified.  As  I  said,  it  is  im- 
possible for  a  majority  of  this  House 
and  for  the  Government,  sustained  by 
the  great  majority,  I  believe,  of  the 
people  of  this  country,  to  yield  to  the 
obstruction  of  a  minority  in  this  House, 
especially  when  a  portion  of  that 
minority  refuses  absolutely  to  follow 
the  advice  which  has  been  tendered 
to  it  even  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  himself.  The 
power  is  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  majority,  and  power  involves  re- 
sponsibility and  duty.  It  is  our  duty 
to  see  that  the  administration  of  this 
country,  the  conduct  of  Business  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  interests  which 
are  confided  to  the  charge  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  House  of  Commons,  are 
not  paralyzed  by  the  action  of  those  to 
whom  we  desire  to  give  full  liberty  con- 
sistently with  the  traditions  of  the  House 
of  Commons  itself,  but  who  have  no 
right  to  tyrannize  over  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  House.  We  have  been 
patient  and  enduring.  The  resolve 
which  we  are  obliged  to  take  must  pre- 
vail. There  is  an  alternative  which  is 
open  to  the  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  that  alternative  is  to  dis- 
place the  Government  of  the  country,  if 
they  can,  by  an  adverse  vote  of  the 
House  of  Commons  itself.  They  can,  if 
they  think  right,  appeal  to  the  public  out 
of  doors,  but  while  we  are  sustained  by 
a  majority  in  the  House  of  Commons  and 
by  public  opinion,  we  must  carry  on  the 
Business  of  the  country  to  the  best  of  our 
ability,  and  according  to  our  sense  of 
public  duty  and  right.     Sir,   it  is  im- 


possible to  deny  that  our  recent  proceed- 
ings have  been  really  a  farce  and  a 
travesty  of  Parliamentary  diacassion. 
The  right  of  speech  which  exists  is  always 
subject  to  loyalty  to  Parliament  and  to 
the  institution  itself.  It  is  subj  act  to  the 
duties  to  be  discharged  by  Parliament ; 
and  we  ask  hon.  Gentlemen,  as  was 
asked  by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  five 
years  ago,  what  would  become  of  Par- 
liament if  only  a  few  hon.  Members 
chose  to  exercise  their  privileges  accord- 
ing to  their  own  excessive  views  of  their 
right  to  do  so  ?  How  would  it  be  pos- 
sible for  any  Business  of  any  kind  to  be 
transacted,  and  how  long  would  Parlia- 
ment continue  to  possess  the  confidence 
of  the  country,  and  be  worthy  to  merit 
the  belief  which  has  prevailed  in 
past  generations  of  its  capacity  to 
deal  with  the  vast  interests  committed 
to  its  care  ?  The  period  through 
which  we  have  passed  has  been  a 
period  of  pain,  of  embarrassment,  and 
discredit,  and  of  strain  to  Members  them- 
sevles.  What  has  been  the  result? 
The  result  has  been  to  bring  about  ridi- 
cule, and  disgrace,  and  contempt  of  the 
institution  of  Parliament  itself.  It  maj 
not  be  an  objection  on  the  part  of  some 
hon.  Gentlemen  that  that  result  has  beea 
obtained  by  their  exertions,  but  we 
should  be  wanting  in  our  duty  if  we 
failed  to  take  notice  of  it,  and  if  we  did 
not  endeavour  to  remedy  the  evil.  The 
public  interest  demands  a  present  effort 
It  is  not  an  individual  question,  it  is  not 
a  question  either  for  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment itself,  it  is  not  one  for  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  sit  in  the  House  night 
after  night  till  2  or  3  o'clock  in  the 
morning— but  it  is  a  question  for  the 
House  of  Commons  and  for  Parliament 
and  for  the  institution  whose  honour  and 
whose  dignity  we  are  bound  to  endeavour 
to  preserve.  The  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
objects  to  my  use  of  the  word  **oh- 
struction."  Perhaps  I  may  be  allowed 
to  quote  a  remark  which  fell  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  in  1881.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  remarked  that  ob- 
struction might  be  so  pitted  ag^ainst 
Business  that  no  Business  could  be  done. 
We  know  that  it  may  be  so.  Is  that 
the  aim  and  object  of  hon.  Gentlemen  ? 
Is  that  their  purpose  and  resolve  ?  The 
interval  which  we  propose  for  the 
further  consideration  of  tma  measure  ia» 
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in  our  judgment,  adequate  and  sufficient 
for  any  discussion  which  can,  under  the 
circumstances,  be  deemed  necessary. 
We  aim  at  restoring  the  efficiency  and 
capacity  of  the  House  of  Commons  itself 
in  the  discharge  of  its  duties,  and  at  pre- 
venting the  degradation  and  destruction 
of  the  authority  of  Parliament ;  and  of 
vindicating  the  honour  and  ability  of 
Parliament  itself  to  discharge  the  duties 
which  are  entrusted  to  it.  I  now  ven- 
ture, without  further  preface,  to  move 
the  Eesolution  which  is  placed  in  your 
hands. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*^  That,  at  Ten  o*clock  p.m.  on  Friday  the 
1 7th  day  of  June,  if  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill  be  not  previously  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  the 
Chairman  shall  put  forthwith  the  Question  or 
Questions  on  any  Amendment  or  Motion  al- 
ready proposed  from  the  Chair.  He  shall  next 
proceed  'and  successively  put  forthwith  the 
Questions,  That  any  Clause  then  under  consider- 
ation, and  each  remaining  Clause  in  the  Bill, 
stand  part  of  the  Bill,  unless  Progress  be 
moved  as  hereinafter  provided.  After  the 
Clauses  are  disposed  of  ho  shall  forthwith  re- 
port the  Bill,  as  amended,  to  the  House. 

**  From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Order, 
no  Motion,  That  the  Chairman  do  leave  the 
Chair,  or  do  report  Progress,  shall  be  allowed 
unless  moved  by  one  of  the  Members  in  charge 
of  the  Bill,  and  the  Question  on  such  Motion 
shall  be  put  forthwith. 

"If  Progress  be  reported  on  the  17th June, 
the  Chairman  shall  put  this  Order  in  force  in 
any  subsequent  sitting  of  the  Committee.'* — 
{Mr.  William  Henry  Smith.) 

Mb.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  I  was  glad,  Sir, 
to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  began 
bis  speech  by  the  assurance  that  he  in- 
tended studiously  to  abstain  from  what 
may  be  called  polemical  remarks.  That 
was  not  his  phrase,  but  I  think  it  con- 
veys the  meaning  which  he  conTeyed  to 
the  House.  I  was  glad  of  it,  if  for  no 
other  reason,  for  this  reason —that  that, 
I  think,  is  the  course  most  conducive  to 
the  purpose  he  has  in  view — namely,  ex- 
pediting the  progress  of  this  Bill^  and 
shortening  the  debate  by  the  particular 
Motion  now  before  the  House.  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  honestly,  I 
think,  persevered  in  a  good  portion  of 
his  speech  in  a  tone  which  fully  corre- 
sponded with  that  initiatory  remark.  I 
cannot  say  I  think  he  was  equally  for- 
tunate or  equally  consistent  in  some  of 
the  closing  remarks  of  his  speech.  It 
was  quite  right  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, believing  it,  as  no  doubt  he  does, 
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should  say  that  he  was  acting  in  con- 
formity with  the  sense  not  only  of  a 
majority  of  the  House,  but  of  a  large 
majority  of  the  country.  But  surely  it 
was  not  quite  necessary  ffor  him,  if  he 
was  thinking  of  keeping  this  debate 
within  very  limited  bounds,  to  repeat 
that  three  or  four  times  in  a  quarter  of 
an  hour.  I  was  still  more,  I  own, 
affected  by  regret  at  another  observation 
twice  repeated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. I  will  not  say  a  word,  after  what 
has  fallen  from  the  Chair  on  the  subject 
of  the  right  of  any  Member  of  the  House 
to  charge  a  Party  in  the  House  with  a 
Parliamentary  offence — a  distinct  offence 
against  the  Eules  of  Parliament  — 
namely,  obstruction.  But  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  will  agree 
with  me  that  to  charge  such  an  offence 
against  the  minority  in  the  House  is  not 
the  way  to  induce  that  minority  to  ab- 
stain from  a  liberal  use  of  its  privilege 
of  speech  on  that  particular  question 
which  is  submitted  to  its  notice.  How- 
ever, Sir,  in  what  I  have  to  say  I  will 
certainly  not  endeavour  to  widen  the 
field  of  this  debate,  but  I  will  confine 
myself  strictly  to  what  I  think  is  the 
most  practical  view  of  the  matter  before 
us.  In  the  first  place,  I  am  bound  to 
express  my  concurrence — though  I  was 
not  in  the  House  at  the  time  when  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  New- 
castle-upon-Tyne (Mr.  John  Morley) 
made  it— in  the  application  made  by 
him  for  a  longer  notice  of  the  intentions 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  sustained 
himself  on  this  point  by  referring  to  a 
Notice  given  by  myself,  I  believe  in  the 
year  1881,  of  an  intention  to  make  what 
may  be  called  an  expediting  Motion  on 
the  following  day.  Yes,  Sir,  but  that 
was  after  a  very  important  preliminary 
Motion  which  had  been  made,  which 
introduced  an  entirely  new  and  excep- 
tional state  of  things — namely,  a  pre- 
liminary Motion  that  the  state  of  Public 
Business  was  urgent ;  and  after  the 
House  had  declared  that  the  state  of 
Public  Business  was  urgent,  then  with 
the  Notice  of  a  single  Sitting  I  did 
announce  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  a  demand  in  some  de- 
gree analogous  to  this.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  will  observe  thatj>-' 
a  totally  different  matter  io  j^^ 
allowance  of  a  few  hours^ 
ation  by  the  House  of  \ 

8  r 


1603 


BimneM  of 


{COMMONS} 


the  Some. 


1601 


of  XJrgenoj  for  Publio  Business,  and 
to  make  it  when  no  such  declaration  has 
been  made.  I  think  my  right  hon. 
Friend  was  entirely  justified  in  making 
his  application,  and  I  am  sorry  it  did 
not  meet  with  a  happier  reception  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Grovernment. 
Now,  Sir,  this  Motion  involves  a  great 
number  of  details,  but  I  do  not  mean  to 
enter  into  any  controversial  consider- 
ation of  them.  Still,  I  will  venture  on 
one  observation,  simply  because  I  have 
no  intention  to  follow  it  up  by  any 
appeal  to  the  judgment  of  the  House 
in  defiance  of  the  Government,  but  I 
wish  rather  to  tender  it  as  a  friendly 
suggestion.  I  cannot  help  observing 
the  introduction—  I  am  sorry  to  ask 
the  particular  attention  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury — who  was  conferring 
with  some  of  his  Colleagues — though  I 
know  that  these  communications  are 
very  necessary  in  all  circumstances,  and 
not  less  in  these  particular  circumstances. 
I  refer  now,  Sir,  to  the  second  of  the 
three  paragraphs  in  the  Motion.  That, 
as  far  as  I  am  aware,  is  an  absolute  and 
unmitigated  novelty.  It  is  an  innova- 
tion which  I  view  with  extreme  jealousy, 
and  I  am  very  much  afraid  of  its  being 
used  hereafter  as  a  precedent  for  some 
further  invasion  of  the  Bules  of  the 
House.  If  I  were  not  under  the  con- 
scientious belief  that  the  Motion  for  in- 
troducing the  present  paragraph  is 
totally  unnecessary — the  motive  is  to 
prevent  that  waste  of  time  which  is  not 
infrequent  in  the  recollection  of  most  of 
us — 1  should  not  occupy  the  time  of  the 
House.  But  surely  the  security  against 
this  in  the  present  instance  is  perfect, 
because  if  those  of  whom  it  is  appre- 
hended they  will  move  to  report  Pro- 
gress waste  time  in  that  way,  they  will 
limit  still  further  the  already  limited 
space  which  the  House  will  concede  to 
them  for  substantial  and  solid  Amend- 
ments. I  hope  the  Government  are 
ready  to  consider  whether  there  is  any 
necessity  for  that  second  paragraph, 
assuming  for  the  moment  the  general 
purpose  of  the  Eesolution  is  to  be  ac- 
cepted by  the  House.  This  Resolution 
is  one,  no  doubt,  that  might  be  held  to 
justify  a  long  review  of  the  state  of 
affairs,  and  of  the  arrangement  of  Busi- 
ness during  the  Session.  I  have  no  in- 
tention of  using  the  present  occasion 
for  such  a  purpose.  I  think  it  right  to 
reserve  that  title  which  eyery  Member 
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possesses  to  make  such  a  review,  pos- 
sibly on  a  future  day,  but,  in  my  opinion, 
it  is  a  subject  which  the  House  and  the 
country  ought  well  to  understand,  and 
which  is  fruitful  of    many   reflections. 
But,  undoubtedly,  to  enter  upon  it  now 
would  be  the  very  last  thing  which  I 
would  wish  to  do — ^namely,  to  retard  the 
progress  of  the  Bill  in  Committee.  There 
are  two  things  in  point  of  fact  in  which 
I  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
— namely,  that  it  is  moat  important  to 
get  forward  with  the  present  Bill,  and 
for  this  reason,  if  for  no  other,  wo  should 
have  a  proper  opportunity  within  the 
limits  of  an  ordinary  Session  to  consider 
some  matters  of  great    weight  which 
will  have   to  be  submitted    to    us  in 
connection   with   the  Irish   Land   Bill. 
The  consideration  of  these  matters  post- 
poned to   a  very  late   period    of  the 
Session,    would,    I  think,    be    in  the 
nature  of   a    public     calamity.      Nor 
can  I  hesitate  to  subscribe  to  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  with  re- 
gard to  the  present  state  of  the  busineei 
considered  as  a  whole.     The  state  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  House  in  respect  of 
Supply,  even  if  it  turned  on  that  point 
alone,  is  in  itself  a  scandal.     The  whole 
condition  of  Public  Business,  the  entire 
paralysis  of  Parliament — the  rate  of  pro- 
gress of  the  present  Bill,  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  had  given 
rise   to    very    strong    feelings    in    the 
country.     I  am  not  sure    whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  speak  of 
displeasure  and  even  of  contempt.     Bat 
undoubtedly,  it  has  created  widespread 
and  extreme  dissatisfaction.     Here  I  am 
afraid  that  whatever  concord  I  have  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  exhausted. 
As  to  the  position  with  which  we  stand 
I  agree,  I  think  that  the  country  is  dis- 
satisfied, and  think  it  has  a  right  to  be 
dissatisfied.     When  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman audi  speak  of  the  country  lamnot 
sure  that  we  quite  mean  the  same  thing. 
When  I  speak  of  the  country  I  mean 
either  those  who  are  neutral  in  politics 
or  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  Irish 
policy  of  the  Government.     When  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    speaks  of  the 
country  he  speaks  in  the  names  of  those 
who  are  friendly  to  the  Irish  policy  of 
the  Government,  who  he  thinks  are  en- 
titled to  a  great  deal  of  consideration  in 
the  present  state  of  things,  which  I  can- 
not admit  they  do  possess.     I  am  bound 
to  say,  in  my  opinion,  it  is  the  oonduet  of 
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the  Government  that  has  brought  about 
this  state  of  things.  That  would  be  a 
matter  of  consideration  in  detail  here- 
after, but  I  will  say  in  four  lines  why  I 
think  it  is  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment. In  the  first  place,  it  is  that  they 
have  been  pursuing  a  false  and  evil 
policy  of  coercion  without  the  justifica- 
tion which,  as  I  shall  show  on  another 
occasion  in  detail,  has  been  pleaded  at 
the  time  of  former  demands.  Then  they 
have,  in  my  opinion,  disregarded  all  the 
usages  and  traditions  of  Parliament  in 
the  conduct  of  Business.  They  have,  worst 
of  all,  under  the  name  of  a  Crimes  Bill, 
introduced  a  Bill  which  is  against  combi- 
nation, apart  from  crime;  and  finally 
they  have  made  arrangements  for  carry- 
ing forward  and  working  the  Bill  totally 
without  precedent  in  my  experience,  and 
which,  in  my  opinion,  have  been  most 
unfortunate  with  regard  to  its  progress. 
f "  Hear,  hear!  "]  I  thank  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  for  having  sufficient 
patience  to  hear  me  in  delivering  these 
obnoxious  sentences,  but  I  will  give 
them  the  best  reward  I  can  in  not  saying 
one  word  on  the  present  occasion  in  jus- 
tification of  any  one  of  them.  Looking 
at  the  wide  scope  and  reach  of  the  prin- 
ciples involved  in  this  Bill,  especially 
considered  as  a  permanent  alteration  of 
the  Criminal  Code  in  Ireland,  I  am  at 
a  loss  to  know,  looking  at  a  great  num- 
ber of  days  occupied  in  the  discussion, 
how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  can  attri- 
bute, in  the  main,  that  number  of  days 
to  what  he  calls  obstruction.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  there  have  been 
35  days  so  occupied.  Well,  I  think  we 
had  ,58  days  on  the  Irish  Land  Bill 
without  the  continuous  possession  of  the 
time  of  the  House.  I  think  we  had  24 
days  in  Committee  on  the  Crimes  Bill  in 
1882,  when  the  House  was  divided  not 
as  it  is  now,  as  between  a  considerable 
majority  and  a  not  inconsiderable  mino- 
rity ;  but  when  it  was  divided  between 
the  whole  mass  of  the  House  on  one 
side,  and  some  30  or  40  Gentlemen  on 
the  other.  We  felt  that  of  these  24 
days  the  bulk  was  consumed  in  obstruc- 
tive proceedings.  In  my  opinion,  so  far 
as  I  may  venture  to  pronounce  either 
from  what  I  have  heard  in  the  House, 
or  what  I  have  learnt  from  others,  it  is 
most  unjust  and  not  less  absurd  than 
unjust  to  ascribe  to  obstruction  any  large 
portion  of  the  time  consumed.  I  will 
not  now  enter  upon  the  question  whe- 


ther the  Government  is  to  be  blamed  or 
praised  for  introducing  a  new  and  per- 
manent criminal  code  for  Ireland.  I  am 
only  saying  that  when  such  a  thing  is 
done  you  must  reckon  with  it  as  a  cer- 
tainty, and  accept  it  as  a  thins:  just  in 
itself  that  long  and  minute  discussion 
upon  such  a  measure  will  take  place.  I 
do  not  deny  that  there  may  be  frivolous 
discussions,  and  I  will  not  be  tempted 
to  refer  to  my  experience  of  frivolous 
discussion.  I  think  I  could  quote  in- 
stances without  difficulty  as  to  matters 
of  controversy  which  would  render  it 
extremely  hard  for  Gentlemen  now 
sitting  on  the  Treasury  Bench  to  press 
this  Motion.  Sir,  I  do  not  deny  that 
there  is  a  state  of  Public  Business 
which  is  extremely  grave,  and,  in  my 
opinion,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  when 
he  leaves  that  groundwork  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  Public  Business  for  the 
purpose  of  going  into  charges  of  ob- 
struction abandons  a  strong  ground  for 
the  sake  of  a  weak  one.  With  the  ex- 
ception of  the  limited  obstruction  which 
always  will  occur  in  debate  on  a  great 
Bill  hotly  contested,  I  doubt  whether 
one,  two,  or  three  days  have  been  con^ 
sumed  in  this  way.  The  main  thing  lies 
in  the  nature  of  the  measure  and  the 
arrangements  made  by  the  Government 
for  carrying  it  forward.  That  being  so, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  confronts  us 
in  this  way.  He  says — **  Look  at  the 
period  of  the  Session,  look  at  the  labours 
we  have  undergone.'*  Neither  of  these 
statements  will  I  contest  for  one  mo- 
ment. The  period  of  the  Session  is  ad- 
vanced ;  the  labours  we  have  undergone 
have  been  most  severe.  I  have  ven- 
tured to  point  out  what  it  appears  to  me 
would  be  the  reasonable  mode  of  expe- 
diting the  Bill.  But  I  have  not  been 
fortunate  enough  to  obtain  any  coun- 
tenance at  all  from  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ;  on  the  contrary,  many  sug- 
gestions I  have  made  have  been  de- 
scribed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as 
giving  way  to  tyranny  of  the  minority. 
[Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  :  No,  no.]  I  should 
not  have  found  fault  with  him  if  it  had 
been.  In  my  opinion  there  is  a  rational 
mode  of  expediting  this  Bill — which  I 
admit  to  be  an  object  of  great  public 
importance — that  is,  to  take  such  mea- 
sures as  these : — To  make  the  Bill  tem- 
porary instead  of  permanent ;  to  strike 
out  of  the  Bill  what  touches  combina- 
tion   apart   from  crime;  and   to   ^iv^ 
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tbe  Irish  tenant  and  cottier  population 
the  same  protection  in  respect  of  their 
land  strikes  which  you  give  to  the  Eng- 
lish  artizan   in   respect  of  his  labour 
strikes.     But  we  knew  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  gives  no  coun- 
tenance or  encouragement  whatever  to 
that   method   of   procedure.     He  says 
that  the  large  majority  of  the  House  is 
against  it.   I  connot  deny  it.    He  thinks 
the  vast  majority  of  the  country  is  against 
it,  and  that  is  an    opinion    which,  of 
course,  he  is  perfectly  entitled  to  enter- 
tain.   Therefore,  our  mode  of  expedi- 
tion  is  thrown    out    altogether.     The 
right    hon.    Gentleman    proposes    his 
mode.    I  am  bound  to  say  that  in  those 
circumstances  I  know  there  is  a  point 
at  which  the  action  of  the  minority,  and 
especially  anything  like  the  collective 
action  of  the  minority,  against  the  will 
of  the  majority  becomes  itself  open  to 
the  charge  of  obstruction.     I  cannot  be 
surprised  at  the  judgment  or  opinion  of 
any  Gentleman  on  this  Bench,  or  this 
side  of  the  House,  who  may  say — **  This 
is   another   violence   added   to  a  long 
series  of  violences,  and  we  will  not  let  it 
pass  without  debate."     I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  advise  the  minority  as  a  body, 
and  I  am  not  prepared  myself  personally 
to  relieve  Her  Majesty's  Government  of 
any  of  the  responsibility  attaching  to 
this  Bill.     Let  them  make  what  they 
can  of  the  undoubted  state  of  the  facts 
— the  confusion,  perplexity,  stoppage  of 
business,  and  dissatisfaction,  if  not  in- 
dignation, of   the  country.      The  only 
course  which  I  can  properly  take  is  to 
assert  that  we    have  from  this  Bench 
steadily,  and  without  regard  to  the  re- 
proach of  obstruction — but,  as  I  think, 
with  absolute  innocence  of  any  intention 
or  action  in  that  sense — we  have  steadily 
resisted,  and  in  the  time  allowed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  shall  continue  to 
resist,  the  most  objectionable  portions 
of  this  Bill.     With  respect  to  the  pro- 
posal made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  cannot  deny  that  he  has  a  great 
deal  to  urge  in  its   support   from  his 
point  of  view ;  but  his  point  of  view  is 
one  which  he  has  made  for  himself,  and 
for  that  point  of  view,  and  the  resulting 
proposal,  he  will  not  think  it  unfair  in 
me  to  say  that  he  and  his  Colleagues 
must  bear  the  absolute  and  entire  re- 
sponsibility.    The  proceedings  of  this 
Session,  more  than  those  of  any  other 
Session  I  can  remember,  sum  themselves  I 
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up  under  one  great  head,  which  is 
capable  of  being  considered  and  dis- 
cussed both  by  Parliament  and  the 
country.  I  think  it  would  be  idle — ^it 
might  even  with  some  plausibility  be 
called  factious— to  dwell  upon  details 
when  principles,  of  such  breadth  are  in 
view ;  but  I  cannot  find  fault  with  Gen- 
tleman who  think  it  right  to  record  their 
protest  against  this  further  abridgment 
of  Parliamentary  liberty.  For  my  own 
part,  however,  having  only  one  remedy 
to  propose,  and  that  remedy  haying  been 
rejected  by  the  majority  of  the  House,  I 
do  not  wish  to  create  fresh  difficulty  on 
the  present  occasion  by  offering  to  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
an  opposition  which  cannot  be  effectual, 
for  the  many  occasions  on  which  the 
majority  of  this  House  has  recorded  its 
opinion  has  left  me  no  doubt  as  to  the 
course  they  will  now  take  under  the 
circumstances. 

Mr.   PARNELL  (Cork)  :   Sir,  I  de- 
sire to  make  a  preliminary  remark  before 
moving  the  Amendment,  which  I  intend 
to  propose  later  on,  to  the  Motion  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury.    It  is  a  word  of  warning 
to   minorities  in  this   House  that  this 
Eesolution,  coming,  as  it  does,  so  soon 
after  the  exhaustive  discussion    upon 
the  Closure  Eule  just  recently  passed  bj 
this    House,    and  aiming,    as   it    does, 
against  one  of  the  safeguards  which  was 
introduced  into  that  Bule — namely,  the 
action  and  the  veto  of  the  Chair,  as  the 
result  of  the  judgment  of  all  sides  of 
the  House  that  some  such  safeguard  wu 
necessary,  will  undoubtedly  lead  to  the 
adoption  by   the   House    hereafter  of 
some  permanent  Closure  Hule  framed  on 
the  lines  of  the  present  Resolution,  to 
deprive  the  House  of  the  safeguards  to 
minorities  which  the  present   Closare 
Rule  supplies.      Just   as  the  original 
Closure  Rule  adopted  in  1 882  was  made 
easy  by    the    Urgency   Resolution  of 
1881,  so  the  adoption  of  a  more  stringent 
Closure  Rule  than  the  present  one  will 
be  made  easy  by  this  Resolution  now 
before  the  ■  House,  if  it  be  adopted.   1 
cannot  imagine  the  fatuity  which  poe- 
sesses  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  rush- 
ing blindfold  into  the  pit  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  their  Leader  is 
conducting  them.     I  fear  it  is  a  case  of 
the  blind  leading  the  blind — of  inci|>a- 
city  leading  the  incapable.     But  how- 
ever that  may  be,  this  is  not  the  proper 
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time  to  discuss  a  Hesolution  aimed  at 
the  safeguard — the  protection  of  the 
Chair,  which  was  deliberately  thrown 
over  minorities  when  we  were  consider- 
ing the  first  Closure  Kule  lately  before 
the  House.  The  Chair  during  the  dis- 
cussions in  Committee  on  this  Bill  has 
repeatedly  felt  called  upon  to  check  the 
headloDg  speed  and  impetuosity  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
over  and  over  again  asked  the  House 
to  cloture  Hesolutions  and  Amendments, 
and  he  has  been  vetoed  in  the  request 
by  the  Chairman,  in  virtue  of  the  power 
and  trust  which  were  vested  in  him  by 
the  first  Closure  Resolution  for  the  pro- 
tection of  minorities  and  the  freedom  of 
debate.  Now,  Sir,  it  is  to  prevent  that 
action  of  the  Chair,  it  is  to  destroy  that 
action,  it  is  to  cut  away  the  safeguard, 
the  power,  the  right  of  the  Chair  to  pro- 
tect minorities,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman now  asks  the  House  to  adopt 
this  Eesolution.  There  is  no  safeguard 
of  any  kind  in  this  Resolution.  Parlia- 
mentary discussion,  under  the  circum- 
stances of  this  Resolution,  will  become 
a  mockery,  and  if  it  be  adopted  it  will, 
in  my  judgment,  constitute  a  grave 
reflection  upon  the  past  action  of  the 
Chair,  which  it  repeatedly  exercised  in 
protecting  minorities  and  the  freedom  of 
debate,  and  in  rebuking  the  intempe- 
rate zeal  of  the  Leader  of  the  House. 
Sir,  we  have  heard  nothing  at  all  from 
the  Government  about  the  rights  of  mi- 
norities, or  the  freedom  of  debate.  They 
have  permitted  all  that  to  go  by  the 
board,  and  there  will  be  but  a  pretence 
of  debate  in  the  future.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  talked  about  obstruction.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  I  believe  to  be  his 
own  ohstructor.  I  have  no  notion  or  be- 
lief that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  really 
desires  to  advance  the  Business  of  the 
nation.  How  can  the  Business  of  the 
nation  be  advanced  under  household 
Bufl'rage,  by  a  Tory  Party  leaning  upon 
a  broken-reed  crutch  ?  Progress  in  the 
Business  of  the  nation  we  ardently  desire. 
Obstruction  was  defined  by  a  late  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  the  present  Post- 
master General,  as  '^  obstruction  of  all 
Business."  What  Business  have  we  op- 
posed ?  We  have  opposed  a  measure  of 
the  most  iniquitous  character — one  single 
measure ;  a  measure  designed  to  deprive 
the  Irish  people  permanently  of  all 
power  of  right  to  agitate  for  changes  in 


the  laws  and  for  redress  of  grievances ; 
a  measure  which  is  admitted  to  be  de- 
signed for  that  purpose,  and  not  for  the 
detection  of  crime ;  a  measure  which  will 
make  agitation  for  the  redress  of  griev- 
ances impossible — utterly  impossible  ; 
and  a  measure  which  is  intended  to  do 
these  things  for  ever  and  for  ever.  Yet 
we  are  told  that  we  are  obstructing  the 
general  Business  of  the  nation,  when  the 
fact  is,  we  have  lifted  neither  hand, 
voice,  nor  pen  against  any  single  mea- 
sure except  this  one  measure.  We  invite, 
we  urgently  entreat  the  Government — 
we  have  done  so  over  and  over  again — 
to  go  to  the  Business  of  the  nation,  to 
proceed  to  the  Business  of  the  nation.  If 
they  will  not  undertake  to  prevent  the 
horrors  of  Glenbeigh  and  the  infamies 
of  Bodyke — let  them  protect  their  own 
English  and  Welsh  working  men.  Let 
them  do  something,  even  suppose  it  does 
make  coal  a  shilling  in  the  ton  dearer, 
let  them  do  something  to  prevent  those 
terrible  explosions  in  the  depths  of  the 
coal  mines  in  this  country.  That  would 
be  a  part  of  the  Business  of  the  nation, 
in  which  we  would  cordially  help  and 
assist.  Let  them  do  some  of  the  many 
other  things  which  the  nation  under- 
stands and  expects  the  Tory  Govern- 
ment to  do,  and  which  the  nation  cer- 
tainly were  assured  at  the  last  General 
Election  that  this  House  would  have 
done.  But  this  cry  of  obstruction  is  not 
a  real  and  genuine  cry.  It  is  not  raised 
by  men  who  have  in  their  hearts  a  desire 
to  advance  the  public  interests  of  the 
nation,  and  to  expedite  the  progress  of 
reform.  It  is  raised  by  a  Party  who,  at 
all  times  in  the  history  of  Parliamentary 
Government,  have  been  studying  how 
they  could  best  impede  and  prevent  the 
progress  of  legislation — a  Party  who, 
when  in  a  position  and  when  in  power, 
have  recourse  to  every  subterfuge  and 
every  dodge  for  the  purpose  of  whitt- 
ling away  the  time  and  diverting  the 
attention  of  the  country  from  the  sub- 
ject of  the  redress  of  grievances.  No, 
Sir,  let  us  go  to  the  Business  of  the 
nation,  and  it  will  be  found  we  are  not 
the  real  obstructors,  and  that  the  ob- 
structors sit  upon  the  opposite  Bench. 
No,  Sir ;  we  ask  but  for  our  right  to  de- 
bate the  measure — to  discuss  the  details 
of  this  measure  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  yet 
the  autocrat  or  dictator  of  tho  Iloutio 
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of  Commons ;  and  so  long  as  we  can 
prevent  him  from  occupying  that  posi- 
tion, we  shall  endeavour  to  do  so.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  shown 
that  judgment  in  the  conduct  of  the 
Business  of  the  House,  that  desire  to 
give  fair  play,  that  desire  to  carry  out 
his  pledged  word  in  the  discussions  on 
the  first  Eesolution  of  cloture,  to  induce 
us  to  surrender'  ourselves,  and  the  rights 
of  our  country,  bound  hand  and  foot,  to 
his  tender  mercies.  I  have  no  desire  to 
obstruct  public  Business — I  have  no  de- 
sire even  to  obstruct  this  miserable,  this 
wretched  Bill;  and  I  assert  that  the 
real  obstructors  are  the  Party  who  have 
always  been  the  obstructors  of  progress, 
who  have  brought  forward  this  Coer- 
cion Bill  at  a  time  when  Ireland  is  more 
free  from  crime  than  she  has  ever  been, 
at  a  time  when  the  measure  was  least 
wanting,  for  the  purpose — for  the  abso- 
lute purpose — of  occupying  the  time  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  of  diverting 
the  attention  of  the  country  from  its 
more  legitimate  aims  and  objects ;  and 
it  is  for  this  also  that  this  cry  of  obstruc- 
tion has  been  got  up  against  the  Irish 
Members,  and  this  cry  of  destruction 
against  the  Irish  people.  I  propose  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment  to  the  Kesolu- 
tion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  to 
leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
**that,"  in  order  to  add  the  following 
words :  — 

*'  Inasmuch  as  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill  is  designed  to  deprive 
the  Irish  people  permanently  of  their  con- 
stitutional rights,  this  House  declines  to  sanc- 
tion the  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  deprive  the  Chair  during  the  discus- 
sions in  Committee  on  the  said  Bill  of  the 
power  which,  since  the  opening  of  these  discus- 
sions the  Chair  has  felt  called  upon  repeatedly 
to  exercise,  in  opposition  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, for  the  protection  of  freedom  of  de- 
bate in  this  House,  and  the  maintenance  of  the 
rights  of  minorities." 

I  expressed  the  opinion  formerly,  during 
the  discussion  of  the  first  Procedure 
Bules,  that  the  time  that  would  be 
gained  by  the  adoption  of  that  Eule 
would  not  make  up  for  the  loss  of  time 
in  discussing  it.  I  ask  the  Government, 
if  the  views  which  are  embodied  in  this 
present  Hesolution  are  their  views  as  to 
the  rights  of  Irish  Members  in  opposing 
and  discussing  the  Coercion  Bill  directed 
against  Ireland,  why  did  they  not  come 
forward  with  this  proposition  at  the  be- 
g^inning  of  the  Se83ion?     They  would 
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have  saved  all  the  time  which  thej  have 
occupied  in  the  discussion  of  the  first 
Procedure  Rule — a  Bale  which  they  now 
admit  to  be  useless,  because  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees  will  not  allow  them 
to  use  it  in  the  way  thej  would  wish ; 
they  would  have  saved  all  that  time,  and 
they  would  have  passed  this  Hesolation 
probably  sooner  than  the  Closure  Bale 
which  is  now  being  found  to  be  useless. 
Why  did  they  delay  not  only  over  the 
first  Closure  Besolution,  but  also  over 
all  the  subsequent  proceedings  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  erroneously 
told  the  House  lasted   35    days?     It 
would  have  saved  all  those  days  if  so 
much  time  had  not  been  taken  up  with 
those  proceedings.     Why   did  he  not 
go   to   work  then  —  35    working   days 
ago— where  he  is  going  to  work  now? 
Surely  neither  he  nor  the  QoTemment 
could  have  supposed   that   a  measure 
of    this    kind,    designed    permanently 
to  set  up  Criminal  Law  of  an  exceptional 
character  in  Ireland,  could  be  passed  in 
a  few  days.    Surely  he  could  not  have 
supposed  that  it  would  have  taken  less 
time  than  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Bill 
of  1881,  which  took  58  days  altogether 
and  33  nights  in  Committee  before  it 
got  through  its  different  stages.     Surely, 
if  a  measure  for  the  amelioration  of  Ire- 
land took  so  long  a  time  as  that  to  pass, 
a  measure  for  the  coercion  of  Ireland 
was  entitled  to  an  equal  length  of  time 
for  discussion.     And  why  are  we  to  be 
accused  of  obstruction  when  less  than 
^0  days  have  been  spent  over  this  Coer- 
Bill  as  compared  with  58    days  which 
were  spent  by  the  Tory  Opposition  of 
1881  over  the  Land  Law  Bill  of  that 
year?    Why,  Sir,  does  not  the  House 
remember  that  the  Bill  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  fche  Criminal  Law  in  England 
and  Ireland — which  was   brought  for- 
ward by  the  late  Liberal  Goyemment, 
in  1885  I  think  it  was — was  sent  before 
a  Grand  Committee,  and  took  the  whole 
Session  to  discuss  before   that    Grand 
Committee ;  and  not  only  so,  but  before 
the  discussion  was  more  than  one- third 
concluded — I  myself  was  a  Member  of 
that  Grand  Committee,  and  admired  and 
aided  the  exertions  of  the  then  Tory 
Opposition — I  will  not  say  to  prevent 
the  Bill  from  passing,  but  to  amend  it 
properly  before  the    Bill   passed— but 
before  the  Bill  was  one>third  over  the 
Government  of  the  day  had  to  abandon 
it,  because  even  before  a  Grand  Com- 
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mittee,  with  the  whole  of  the  Session  at 
their  disposal,  there  was  not  time  to 
finish  more  than  one-third  of  the  mea- 
sure— the  amendmeDt  of  the  Criminal 
Law.  Now,  Sir,  if  that  was  the  case 
with  regard  to  a  Bill  for  the  amendment 
of  the  Criminal  Law,  and  not  directed 
against  any  political  agitation,  or  against 
any  political  agitators,  as  this  Bill  is 
directed,  but  for  the  ordinary  Amend- 
ments, many  of  which  were  most  excel- 
lent, of  the  Criminal  Law  of  the  three 
Kingdoms,  how  can  it  be  said  that  we 
have  exceeded  the  limits  of  our  rights — 
that  we  have  exceeded  the  limits  of 
moderation  in  the  debate  which  has 
taken  some  28  or  29  days  altogether  on 
the  different  stages  of  the  present  mea- 
sure? Why,  Sir,  even  the  worm  will 
turn,  and  it  would  be  impossible  to 
suppose  or  expect  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers would  have  submitted  to  such  a 
measure  as  this  without  at  least  taking 
up  time  as  they  haye  so  far  as  the  mea- 
sure has  got.  Now,  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  compared  his  course  with  the 
course  taken  by  the  late  Government, 
and  asks  us  to  believe  that  his  is  the 
more  moderate  course.  What  was  the 
case  of  the  course  taken  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment when  they  adopted  the  Kules 
of  Urgency  ?  The  Besolution  under 
which  the  Rules  of  Urgency  were  sub- 
sequently drafted  by  the  Speaker  was 
first  proposed  in  the  House  on  the  2nd 
of  February,  1881 — a  whole  month  after 
the  commencement  of  the  Session,  when, 
if  my  memory  serves  me  right,  a  whole 
fortnight  had  been  taken  up  in  the 
discussion  on  the  first  reading  of  a  Bill 
only  a  single  clause  long — a  Bill  for  the 
suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act, 
the  provisions  of  which  were  mere  child's 
play  compared  with  the  present  Bill,  and 
which  was  only  to  last  for  18  months. 
Now,  Sir,  a  whole  fortnight  had  been 
taken  up  on  the  discussion  of  the  first 
reading  of  this  Bill,  a  lengthened  Sitting 
of  48  hours  had  taken  place,  and  Mr. 
Speaker  Brand  had  intervened  by  saying 
that  a  small  minority  had  abused  the 
forms  of  the  House,  and  that  it  was 
necessary  that  it  should  be  checked,  and 
he  put  an  end  to  the  debate  on  the  first 
reading.  Well,  then  the  Government 
proposed  their  Eesolution  of  Urgency. 
Their  Besolution  of  Urgency  did  not, 
as  the  present  Eesolution  proposes  to 
do — it  did  not  frame  a  rule  under  which 
the  Chairman  is  obliged  to  act,  whether 


he  likes  or  not — whether  he  thinks  it 
just  or  not — but  it  gave  power  to  the 
Speaker  to  frame  rules  under  which, 
after  a  certain  period,  it  might  be 
possible  for  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  to 
move  a  Resolution  providing  that  all 
Amendments  then  on  the  Paper  should 
be  put  to  a  Division  without  further  dis- 
cussion ;  but  the  Eesolution  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  goes  a  great  deal 
further  than  that.  His  Eesolution  pro- 
vides that  there  shall  be  no  Division 
whatever  upon  any  Amendment  after  a 
certain  day  that  he  mentions — a  week 
from  the  present  time.  It  was  on  the 
2nd  of  February  that  the  Eesolution  of 
Urgency  was  first  adopted.  It  was  not 
until  the  21st  of  February,  or  three 
weeks  afterwards,  that  this  Eesolution 
of  Urgency  was  first  put  in  force — in 
other  words,  the  very  small  Opposition 
of  that  day  was  allowed  to  contest  the 
second  reading,  and  the  Committee  stage 
of  the  Coercion  Bill,  for  three  weeks 
before  the  power  which  the  Eesolution 
placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Chair 
.was  exercised ;  and  it  was  not  until 
'the  24th  of  February,  three  days 
later,  that  it  was  put  in  force  for  a 
second  time ;  and,  finally,  it  was  not 
until  the  9th  of  March  that  it  was 
exercised  for  a  third  time*  But  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes,  after  an 
interval  of  only  a  week,  to  make  a  fell 
swoop  on  all  the  Amendments  on  the 
Paper,  no  matter  how  substantial  they 
may  be,  no  matter  how  strongly  op- 
posed the  Chairman  of  Committees 
and  the  Speaker  may  be  to  the  exer- 
cise of  his  authority.  The  matter  is 
taken  from  out  the  range  of  the 
power  of  the  Speaker  and  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  and  we  are  en- 
tirely left  to  the  tender  mercies  of 
the  autocrat  of  the  Treasury  Bench,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord. 
Now,  Sir,  I  think  I  have  shown  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  entitled  to 
compare  his  course  of  action  as  regards 
moderation  with  the  action  which  was 
taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  on  a  previous  occasion.  On 
the  contrary,  he  proposes  nakedly  to 
deprive  a  minority — ^now  a  very  con- 
siderable minority — in  the  House,  of  all 
their  rights  and  power  of  moving 
Amendments  against  this  Bill,  whether 
or  not  the  Speaker  and  Chairman  of 
Committees  agree— and,  pra  tically,  sel 
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up  the  most  brazen  and  barefaced 
tyranny  which  has  ever  been  attempted 
in  this  House  since  the  King  entered 
it'for  the  purpose  of  seeking  out  and 
expelling  the  Members.  But  even  the 
Bosolution  of  Urgency  was  fenced  about 
by  a  variety  of  safep^uards.  The  then 
Leader  of  the  Tory  Party  (Lord  Iddes- 
leigh)  as  the  price  of  his  assent  to  the 
Resolution,  insisted  that  there  should 
be  a  majority  of  three  to  one,  and  that 
the  Houso  should  consist  of  at  least  300 
Members  before  it  could  bo  enforced. 
But  all  these  safeguards  have  been 
swept  away.  We  now  see  a  Tory  Go- 
vernment which,  above  all,  is  supposed 
to  be  the  guardian  angel  of  minorities, 
the  protector  of  their  rights,  headed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  Government  in  this  House,  rush- 
ing forward  in  hot  haste — in  such  haste 
that  he  could  not  oven  give  us  the  usual 
decent  24  hours'  Notice  required  by  the 
usages  of  the  House  for  the  terms  of  his 
Resolution,  to  sweep  aside  all  the  safe- 
guards which  his  own  Party  had  insisted 
upon  at  a  time  of  very  much  greater 
trial,  at  a  time  of  far  greater  provoca- 
tion than  the  present  time.  Now,  Sir, 
I  have  shown  that  the  circumstances  of 
this  Bill  are  such  as  to  claim  from  this 
House  greater  patience  than  it  would 
exercise  on  that  or  any  other  Bill.  It 
is  an  attack — admittedly  an  attack — 
upon  the  rights  of  Constitutional  agi- 
ation  in  Ireland.  The  Government 
were  offered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  that 
if  they  would  confine  the  Bill  to  the 
repression  of  crime,  and  strike  out  from 
it  those  clauses  which  attack  the  right 
of  combination  and  of  Constitutional 
agitation,  ho,  for  one,  would  take  no 
further  part  as  Leader  of  the  Liberal 
Party  in  opposing  the  further  progress 
of  the  measure.  Well,  they  refused  to 
accept  that,  and  they  have  gone  forward 
now,  relying  upon  their  own  strength  to 
trample  on  the  rights  of  minorities,  and 
carry  the  Bill  by  the  enactment  of  a  Re- 
solution of  the  most  arbitrary  and  ex- 
traordinary character  which  has  ever 
been  proposed.  I  have  shown  already 
that  it  is  an  attack  upon  the  Chairman 
of  Committees.  Any  power  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
Government  can  claim  and  can  put  in 
force  under  this  Resolution  can  be  put 
in  force  under  the  present  closure,  un- 
less the  Chairman  of  Committees  forbids 

Mr,  Parnell 


it ;  and  the  Chairman  of  Committees  is 
only  entitled  to  forbid  it  if  he  considers 
he  is  compelled  to  use  the  veto  out  of  re- 
gard for  the  rights  of  the  minority.  Con- 
sequently, the  Qt)vemment,  by  endea- 
vouring to  set  aside  the  Rule,  admit  that 
they  are  proceeding  in  this  matter  re- 
gardless of  the  rights  of  the  minority. 
In  conclusion,  all  I  say  is  this — If  this 
Resolution  be  passed — if  Ireland  is  to  be 
trampled  upon  and  the  rights  of  mino- 
rities destroyed  and  despised,  because  it 
is  a  mero  question  of  coercing  Ireland — 
you  will  find  some  of  these  days  that  the 
rights  of  minorities  in  questions  concern- 
ing England  and  in  which  hon.  Members 
opposite  may  feel  deeply  concerned,  will 
be  trampled  upon  and  despised  when 
there  are  more  vital  questions  concern- 
ing the  interests  of  the  Kingdom  in- 
volved than  those  who  force  this  upon 
the  House  have  any  thought  of  at  the 
present  time.  I  beg,  Sir,  in  conclusion, 
to  move  the  Amendment  which  I  read 
out  a  while  ago,  a  copy  of  which  I  have 
handed  in  at  the  Table. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  first  word  **  That,"  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  inasmuch  as  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill  is  desig^ned  to  deprive  the 
Irish  people  permanently  of  their  constitutional 
rights,  this  House  declines  to  sanctioa  the  pro- 
posal of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  to  deprive 
the  Chair,  during  the  discussions  in  Committee 
on  the  said  Bill,  of  the  power  which,  since  the 
opening  of  these  discussions,  the  Chair  has  felt 
called  upon  repeatedly  to  exercise,  in  opposition 
to  Her  Majesty's  Government,  for  the  protec- 
tion of  freedom  of  debate  in  this  House,  and  the 
maintenance  of  the  rights  of  minorities.*'— (if r. 

Mb.  W.  H.  Smith  rose — when 

Mr.  parnell  :  Mr.  Speaker,  can- 
not the  QaestioQ  he  put  in  such  a  waj 
as  to  permit  of  other  Amendmeiits  being 
moved  subsequently  to  the  one  I  hare 
moved  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Member 
has  moved  the  Amendment  in  that  form 
— to  leave  out  all  the  words  'after  the 
word  **that." 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT(Derby): 
I  beg  to  point  out  that  if  that  course  be 
taken  no  subsequent  Amendment  can 
be  moved.  I  would  ask  you.  Sir,  whe- 
ther the  Question  could  not  be  put  in 
such  a  form  as  would  not  preclude  the 
consideration  of  other  Amendments? 

Mr.  speaker  :  That  course  could 
only  be  followed  when  there  were  other 
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Amendments  on  the  Paper;  but  I  will ' 
put  it  in  that  way,  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House,  if  the  House  so  desires, 
so  that  other  Amendments  may  not  be 
excluded. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  Especially,  Sir, 
as  there  could  be  no  Amendment  on  the 
Paper,  as  Notice  of  the  Besolution  was 
only  given  this  morning. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  There 
is  one  very  important  feature  in  this 
Motion  which  differs  from  any  other  I 
have  seen — namely,  that,  assuming  that 
when  the  date  for  concluding  the  Com- 
mittee ',  stage  arrive,  there  were  Amend- 
ments and  even  new  Glauses  on  the 
Paper,  which  the  Government  them- 
selves approve  of,  and  are  willing  to 
accept,  they  cannot  be  put,  because  the 
wording  of  the  Eesolution  is — 

"  That  any  Clause  then  under  consideration, 
and -'each  remaining  Clause  in  the  Bill  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  will  put  the  words 
down  to  the  word  **  Chair,"  in  lined. 
The  Question  is,  that  the  words  ''That, 
at  Ten  o'clock  p.m.,  on  Friday  the  17th 
day  of  June,  if  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill  be  not  previously 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  the  Chairman  shall  put 
forthwith  the  Question  or  Questions  on 
any  Amendment  or  Motion  already  pro- 
posed from  the  Chair,"  stand  part  of 
the  Question. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Scotland, 
Liverpool) :  Will  you  allow  me  to  state. 
Sir,  that  I  intend  to  propose  an  Amend- 
ment which  will  begin  in  the  second  line, 
after  the  words  **  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill,"  by  inserting  the 
words  **  and  other  Bills  before  the 
House."  I  should  be  glad,  Sir,  if  you 
could  see  your  way  to  so  put  the  Ques- 
tion as  to  allow  that  Amendment  to  be 
moved. 

Mb.  speaker  :  That  would  not  be 
in  Order.  The  Amendment  handed  in 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  traverses  the  principle  of  the 
Motion,  and  if  I  put  the  words,  as  I 
have  stated  them,  down  to  the  word 
**  Chair,"  I  shall  exercise,  if  possible, 
the  right  of  hon.  Members  to  introduce 
other  Amendments. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  I  would  respect- 
fully observe.  Sir,  that  the  question  of 
the  date  at  which  this  Resolution  is 
to  come  into  force  is  one  of  the  most 


important  questions  raised  in  the  whole 
Resolution. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  sorry  to  in- 
terrupt the  hon.  Gentleman,  but  the 
hon.  Member's  Amendment  itself  ex- 
cludes that  question.  It  is  quite  con- 
trary to  the  usual  practice  to  allow 
the  hon.  Gentleman  first  to  move  an 
Amendment,  and  then  to  move  another 
traversing  the  same  ground. 

Mr.  parnell  :  I  did  not  suggest, 
Sir,  that  I  was  going  to  move  another 
Amendment,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  do  not  intend  to  move  another.  I 
merely  pointed  out  that  the  question  of 
the  date  is  one  of  the  most  important 
questions  involved  in  the  whole  Resolu- 
tion. I  would  beg  to  remind  you,  Sir, 
that  before  moving  my  Amendment,  I 
asked  my  hon.  aad  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy)  to  ascertain  at  the  Table  whe- 
ther the  rights  of  the  Movers  of  other 
Amendments  which  might  be  handed  in 
subsequently  would  be  saved  in  the 
usual  way — that  is  to  say,  if  I  were  to 
propose  to  leave  out  merely  the  word 
*'at,"  the  second  word  in  the  Motion, 
and  I  was  informed  that  the  rights  of 
other  Members  would  be  saved.  I 
blame  myself.  Sir,  for  not  having  ap- 

E reached  you  personally  in  the  matter ; 
ut  I  did  not  desire  to  trouble  you  per- 
sonally, and  I  therefore  asked  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  to  go  to  the  Table 
and  make  the  inquiry.  I  have  followed 
the  precedents,  and  I  find  that  the 
Amendment  could  not  have  been  put 
on  the  Paper — if  it  had  been  possible  to 
put  it  on  ihe  Paper  at  all — in  any  other 
way  than  the  way  in  which  I  have 
moved  it.  It  is  always  by  the  action  of 
the  Chair,  and  by  the  action  of  the 
Chair  alone,  that  the  rights  of  other 
Members  who  have  Amendments  on  the 
Paper  are  subsequently  saved.  The 
Chair  puts  an  Amendment  such  as  I 
have  moved  by  moving  to  leave  out  any 
one  of  the  words  at  the  commencement 
of  the  Resolution.  It  was  a  physical 
impossibility  for  Amendments  to  be  on 
the  Paper  to-day,  as  we  only  heard 
at  2  o'clock  this  morning  what  the 
words  of  the  Resolution  were  to  be.  I 
would  pray  you.  Sir,  to  protect  the 
right  of  the  minority  in  the  usual  way 
to  move  Amendments  by  putting  my 
Amendment  in  the  way  jou  have  put 
similar  Amendments  and  Resolutions  iu 
past  times. 
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Mb.  SPEAKER:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  informed  by  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table  that  if  other  Amendments  were 
put  in  as  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Amend- 
ment was  put  in,  then  I,  in  the  dis- 
charge of  my  duty,  should  preserve  the 
rights  of  the  hon.  Members  who  in- 
tended to  move  them.  But  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  moved  his  Amendment 
in  such  a  way  as  to  exclude  the  whole 
of  the  words  of  the  Besolution.  The 
hon.  Member  might  withdraw  his 
Amendment, 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  T  venture  to 
hope  that  an  arrangement  may  be  made 
under  which  any  legitimate  Amendment 
shall  be  considered  by  the  House.  I 
trust  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  be 
prepared  temporarily  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  if  that  be  necessary,  in 
order  that  other  hon.  Members  may 
have  the  opportunity  of  moving  the 
Amendments  they  desire  to  bring  for- 
ward* 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  desire  to  state 
that  as  soon  as  practically  possible, 
after  I  had  seen  the  terms  of  the  Reso- 
lution of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, I  considered  what  Amendments  I 
thought  it  open  to,  and  I  drafted  certain 
Amendments  with  the  intention  of 
putting  them  in  as  soon  as  opportunity 
was  afforded.  I  have  not  had  the  op- 
portunity of  placing  them  on  the  Paper, 
and  I  have  not  had  time  to  hand  them 
in  at  the  Table.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  ask  you,  Sir,  to  protect  my 
rights  as  an  individual  Member.  The 
Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  goes  to 
the  root  of  the  principle  of  the  Resolu- 
tion. I  propose  to  move  to  change  the 
date  from  the  17th  of  June  to  the  24  th. 
Now,  Sir,  I  must  ask  you  to  enable  me 
to  do  so  by  putting  the  Question  in  such 
a  manner  as  will  not  shut  out  that 
Amendment. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  It  appears  to  be 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House,  under 
the  special  circumstances  of  the  case, 
that  I  should  only  put  the  words  down 
to  •*  10  o'clock  p.m."  I  do  not  think, 
however,  that  it  ought  to  be  regarded 
as  a  precedent.  The  Question  is,  that 
the  words  down  to  **  10  o'clock  p.m.  " 
stand  part  of  the  Question. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
*  at  Ten  o'clock  p.m.'  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 


Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  do  not  think 
that  it  would  be  respectful  on  my  part 
towards  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mover 
of  the  Amendment  if  I  did  not  saj  afew 
words  in  answer  to  his  arguments.    In 
doing  that   I  shall  refrain    from  com- 
menting upon  the  speech   of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone),  who  has  merely  exercised 
hie  legitimate  right  in    reviewing  the 
course  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  taken  in  reference  to  this  matter. 
I  must,  however,  refer  to  the  assertion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  that  in 
bringing  forward  this  Motion  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  intended   to  make 
an  attack  upon  the  power  of  the  Chair- 
man of  Committees.     The  hon.  Member 
is  entirely  mistaken   upon  that  point 
The  closure  has  been  put  in  force  16 
times.      Once  the  Chairman   of  Com- 
mittees has  declined  to  put  the  Question 
on  a  point  of  Order ;  and  there  were  two 
occasions  on  which  he  thought  it  was  his 
duty  not  to  accept  the  Motion  for  im- 
mediately putting  the  Question,  that  the 
remainder  of  the  clause  under  discussion 
should  be  added  to  the  Bill,  when  the 
remaining  Amendments  to  such  clause 
appeared  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  be  of  a  trifling  character.     The  Chair- 
man of  Committees  on  both  occasions 
remarked  that  there  were  two  or  three 
Amendments    standing    on    the   Paper 
before  we  reached  the  particular  point 
of  the  clause  to  which  I  have  referred 
which  deserved  a  certain  amount  of  con- 
sideration.    After  the  disposal  of  those 
Amendments,  in  which  about  an  hour 
or  an  hour  and  a-half  was  consumed, 
the  closure  up  to  the  particular  point  to 
which  I  have  referred  was  accepted  by 
the  Committee  without  a  Division,  and 
the  clauses  themselves  were  passed  with- 
out Divisions.     The  object  which  we  had 
in  view  was  entirely  met  by  the  course 
that  the  Chairman  thought  it  his  duty  to 
pursue,  and  I  have  no  complaint  to  make 
of  any  difference  of  opinion  betwe^en  the 
Chairman  and  myself.     On  the  second 
occasion,  in  an  almost  precisely  similar 
way,  we  were  involved  in  the  discussion 
of  a  number  of  minor  points  in  which  we 
could  not  make  any  substantial  progress. 
I  moved  that  the  words  down  to  a  certain 
point  should  stand  part  of  the  Bill,  and 
the  Chairman  very  properly  remarked 
that  there  were  two  or  three  provisions 
worthy  of  consideration,  and  so  far  as  he 
could  see  the  rest  of  the  Amendments 
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were  of  a  trivial  character,  and  when  the 
important  Amendments  were  disposed  of 
the  closure  was  accepted.  On  another 
occasion  the  Chairman  put  the  Question 
that  the  words— that  certain  words — 
should  stand  part  of  the  clause,  and  the 
hon.  Memher  for  Oork  rose  and  pointed 
out  that,  according  to  the  distinct  words 
'  of  the  Eule,  the  condition  had  not  heen 
entirely  fulfilled  which  entitled  the 
closure  to  be  moved.  The  Chairman 
then  held  that  I  was  not  in  Order  in 
making  the  Motion ;  but  it  was  only  when 
the  Chairman  had  had  his  attention  called 
to  the  very  difficult  construction  of  the 
Bules,  that  he  thought  I  was  not  per- 
fectly in  Order  in  making  the  Motion 
I  did.  Even  in  the  cases  where  the 
Chairman  had  refused  my  Motion,  the 
object  I  had  in  view  has  been  attained. 
I  have  no  complaint  to  make  of  the 
Chairman,  and  there  is  no  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  Chairman  and  my- 
self. I  have  only  referred  to  the  subject 
in  order  that  any  misapprehension  which 
the  hon.  Member  cannot  desire  to  labour 
under  should  be  removed,  so  far  as  I  am 
concerned.  The  hon.  Member  charges 
the  Government  with  being  themselves 
the  cause  of  obstruction.  I  do  think, 
Sir,  that  that  opinion  can  only  be  held 
by  the  hon.  Member  if  ho  takes  a  very 
perverted  view  of  the  responsibilities 
and  duties  which  belong  to  a  Oovem- 
ment.  The  duty  and  responsibility  of 
the  Government,  from  my  point  of  view, 
are  to  proceed  with  any  measures  they 
believe  to  be  necessary  in  the  interest  of 
the  community  at  large.  It  is  reason- 
able that  the  hon.  Member  should  take 
an  opposite  view  of  what  those  measures 
should  be.  We  say  that  we  believe 
those  measures  to  be  of  primary  im- 
portance; he  is  of  a  different  opinion, 
and  those  who  agree  with  him  think 
that  they  are  discharging  their  duty  .by 
preventing  the  progress  of  this  Bill,  and 
thereby  preventing  the  consideration  of 
other  measures  by  the  House.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  admitted  that  the  condition 
of  Public  Business  at  the  present  moment 
is  a  grave  scandal.  He  admitted  that 
there  were  questions  which  deserved  and 
required  consideration  in  this  House; 
and  although  he  probably  coincided  in 
the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
as  to  the  incapacity  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  do  justice  to  the  mea- 
sures required  in  the  interests  of  the 


country,  yet  he  admitted  that  the  condi- 
tion of  Supply  and  the  Business  of  the 
country  generally  warranted  the  course 
the  Government  propose  to  take  with 
reference  to  the  discussion  of  this  Bill. 
With  reference  to  the  observation  that 
we  ought  to  have  taken  this  course  on 
the  first  day  we  entered  into  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  Bill,  instead  of  waiting 
till  the  d5th  day,  I  may  say  that  the 
Government  thought  it  their  duty  to 
permit  the  minority  to  have  an  ample 
opportunity  of  discussing  a  measure 
which  affects  them  and  their  people. 
But,  now,  after  more  than  ample  oppor- 
tunity has  been  afforded  for  discussion, 
we  think  that  it  is  now  time  to  vindicate 
the  authority  of  Parliament  and  its  repu- 
tation in  the  country,  and  we  accordingly 
ask  the  House  to  make  provision  for 
some  portion  of  its  time  and  strength 
being  given  to  questions  which  affect 
the  general  interest  and  well-being  of 
the  nation. 

Sm  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Cockermouth)  said,  that  he  rose 
for  the  purpose  of  saying  a  few  words 
in  support  of  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell). 
He  looked  upon,  the  Amendment  as  a 
Vote  of  Confidence  in  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means,  and  the  proposition 
brought  forward  by  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  as  a  Vote  of  No  Confidence. 
After  entrusting  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  with  a  veto,  it  was  a  most 
extraordinary  thing  to  come  and  try  to 
take  away  from  him  the  option  of  per- 
mitting the  closure,  because  he  supposed 
it  had  not  been  exercised  in  the  way  the 
majority  of  the  House  liked.  One  of 
two  things  must  be  the  case — either  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  was  fair 
or  he  was  unfair.  Those  who  supported 
the  Motion  declared  that  he  was  unfair. 
On  that  side  of  the  House  they  were 
satisfied  with  him.  What  they  said  was—- 
''  You  have  got  this  power  of  closure ; 
why  do  you  not  exercise  it  and  bring  it 
forward  to  put  down  the  frivolous  dis- 
cussion the  right  hon.  Gentleman  talks 
about  ?  "  After  a  great  expenditure  of 
time,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  found  it 
necessary  to  bring  forward  a  Motion 
to  stop  all  discussion  after  10  p.m.  next 
Friday,  and  he  supposed  he  would  carry 
it,  as  he  carried  everything.  He  did 
not,  however,  think  the  Liberals  would 
suffer  much  if  the  Motion  were  carried. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  talked  ol 
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the  country  being  with  him ;  how  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  know  that? 
He  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  had  as  good  a 
right  to  express  his  opinion  about  the 
country  as  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
9ury  had ;  and  his  opinion  was  that  the 
democracy  of  this  country,  who  were 
now  fortunately  enfranchised,  would 
never  permanently  consent  to  tyrannize 
over  and  oppress  the  democracy  of 
another  country;  they  would  never 
make  Ireland  another  Poland ;  they 
would  never  see  the  destruction  of  the 
liberty  of  the  Press,  or  of  the  right  of 
public  meeting.  If  they  were  in  favour 
of  making  Ireland  a  perpetual  Poland, 
then  he  said  they  were  a  miserable 
democracy.  If  they  were,  then  they  de- 
served to  have  the  same  measures  they 
were  now  applying  to  Ireland  applied 
to  themselves,  and  he  hoped  that  a  Tory 
Government  would  pluck  up  courage  to 
apply  the  same  measures  to  this  coun- 
try. He  did  not  believe  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  right  in  his  views 
as  to  the  opinion  of  the  country.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  had  several 
messages  from  the  country.  Had  he 
not  during  the  last  few  months  heard 
from  Burnley,  from  Ilkeston,  and  from 
St.  Austell  ?  [Loud  Ministerial  cheers.'} 
He  admired  the  Tory  Party,  though  he 
had  never  seen  hon.  Gentlemen  so 
pleased  at  being  beaten  before.  They 
had,  also,  heard  from  Liverpool,  and  he 
wished  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  had  been  present  that  he 
might  have  reminded  him  of  it.  He 
considered,  therefore,  he  was  justified  in 
saying  that  the  Government  occupied 
their  present  position  by  no  valid  title 
whatever,  and  that  he  and  his  Friends 
were  entitled  to  do  all  that  they  could 
to  get  an  appeal  to  the  country  to  see 
whether  it  supported  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment or  not.  The  Government  had 
only  three  supporters ;  one  was  an  argu- 
mentative support,  and  the  other  two 
were  physical.  The  first  was  that  all 
the  Irish  Members  were  assassins  and 
murderers,  and  consequently  it  was  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  they  should 
be  retained  in  the  House.  That  was 
the  great  argument  in  the  Tory  papers. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  argu- 
ment was  that  they  were  all  obstructives 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  and  spent  all 
their  time  in  blocking  Business  and 
preventing  a  vast  number  of  most 
valuable  Bills,  such  as  no  one  had  ever 
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heard  of  before  from  a  Tory  Govern- 
ment, being  brought  forward.  Did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  think  that  the 
country  believed  that  ?  How  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  declared  at  the  last  General  Elec- 
tion in  their  addresses  that  they  were 
entering  Parliament  to  promote  coer- 
cion ?  The  third  support  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  their  crutches,  the  Liberal 
Unionists,  whom  he  looked  upon  as 
worse  than  any  Tories  they  had  had 
during  the  present  generation.  He  had, 
however,  the  comfort  of  knowing  that 
their  day  was  short.  They  dared  not 
appeal  to  the  country,  any  more  than 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  dared, 
notwithstanding  his  brave  words  about 
the  country  being  with  him.  Whatever 
might  come  of  this  Motion  there  was 
one  bright  spot,  and  that  was  that  if  the 
House  were  compelled  to  forge  a  weapon 
to  be  used  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  in  promoting  tyranny  and  op- 
pression, that  weapon  would  remain  aa 
precedent ;  and  in  the  days  that  were  to 
come,  and  that  were  certain  to  come 
sooner  or  later — sooner,  he  hoped,  rather 
than  later — they  on  the  Opposition  Bench 
would  apply  that  weapon  to  a  far  nobler 
purpose.  [Ministerial  laug?Uer\,  Yes,  for 
a  purpose  which  Tories  always  had 
laughed  at  and  always  had  despised— 
namely,  the  purpose  of  promoting 
measures  of  freedom  and  progress. 

Mr.   BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
said,  that  this  Motion  would  be  a  prece- 
dent by  which,  without  any  declaration 
of  urgency,  by  mere   notice   from  one 
day  to  another  and  by  a  bare  majoritTt 
without  any  intervention  from  the  Chair, 
a  debate  might  be  closed.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said    there  had    been 
obstruction  to  this  measure ;  but  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  never  hesitated  to 
offer  the  most  strenuous  opposition  to 
measures   which  they  thought  too  ad- 
vanced or  described  as  revolutionary, 
and  thought  it  no  obstruction  to  do  so. 
Even  in  the  present  he   had   personal 
experience  of  opposition,  to  a  measure 
supported  by  a  majority  of  the  House, 
offered  by  a  minority  sitting  opposite, 
and  which  had  been  characterized  as 
obstructive      from     the     Oonservatire 
Benches.    He  submitted  that  much  of 
the  responsibility  for  the  delay  in  con- 
nection with  the  Bill  before  the  Hooae 
rested  with  the  Government,  for  in  many 
cases  they  had  made  concessions  at  the 
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end  of  a  debate  when  they  might  very  well 
have  made  them  at  the  beginning.  He 
did  not  suppose  that  there  would  be  any 
chance  whatever  of  defeating  this  Reso- 
lution, but  he  wished  to  put  upon  record 
the  protest  of  the  Badicals,  with  whom 
he  worked,  and  to  record  the  precedent 
a  justification  for  moving  similar  Beso- 
lutions  when  their  time  came. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said  he  thought  the  Government  ought 
to  recognize  the  way  in  which  they 
themselves  had  brought  about  the  posi- 
tion in  which  they  now  stood.  In  the 
Land  Act  of  1881  the  Tory  Party  occu- 
pied four  nights  debating  one  single 
line,  and  that  the  first  line.  The  Tory 
Party,  and  principally  the  present  Ohief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
South  Paddington  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill),  spent  four  nights  in  discuss- 
ing the  first  line  of  the  first  clause  of 
the  Land  Act,  although  that  first  clause 
of  the  Bill  dealt  simply  with  the  ques- 
tion of  free  sale,  which  existed  in  Ulster 
always  and  which  existed  in  other  parts 
of  Ireland.  Then,  after  that,  they  occu- 
pied nine  nights  in  debating  the  clause. 
What  was  &eir  position  now  ?  It  was 
said  that  wearisome  and  very  dry 
debates  had  taken  place  on  the  Bill.  He 
did  not  deny  it  for  one  moment ;  but 
surely  if  they  took  the  Bill  and  stufiPed 
it  and  choked  it  with  all  kinds  of  ob- 
noxious provisions,  they  made  it  neces- 
sary to  take  up  time  in  discussing  it. 
Nothing  was  easier  than  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  get  up  a  cry  of  obstruction 
against  the  Irish  Members.  The  Go- 
vernment had  in  London  in  the  news- 
papers the  materials  for  getting  up  an 
artificial  cry  of  obstruction,  and  though 
that  House  was  supposed  to  be  the 
highest  Court  of  the  Realm,  and  an  in- 
ternational issue  was  at  stake,  Ireland  v. 
England,  there  was  contempt  of  Court 
with  regard  to  the  proceedings  of  that 
House  on  the  part  of  those  who  were 
appointed  to  write  on  the  subject.  The 
Representatives  of  the  people  could  be 
abused,  attacked,  and  defamed,  their 
speeches  were  misreported,  and  their 
conduct  twisted  and  distorted,  whereas 
if  he  had  an  action  for  twopence  half- 
penny in  Westminster  or  the  Royal 
Courts  of  Justice  in  the  Strand  against 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  for 
goods  sold  and  delivered,  and  any  news- 
paper in  the  kingdom  ventured  to  com- 


ment on  that  case  while  under  discussion, 
he  could  have  that  newspaper  up  for 
contempt  of  Court.  Yet  those  news- 
papers in  dealing  with  that  highest 
Court  of  the  Realm  and  in  dealing  with 
litigants — international  litigants  who 
came  before  that  House  pleading  their 
cause  before  the  people  of  Eoglaud— 
every  newspaper  in  the  Kingdom  thought 
itself  at  liberty,  upon  matters  which  very 
few  of  them  understood,  to  discuss  in  the 
most  partizan  point  of  view  this  cry  of 
obstruction,  which  was  a  purely  artificial 
cry,  and  which  could  be  got  up  at  any 
moment  by  the  Ministerialists  in  their 
newspapers  in  London.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  talked  about  making  sacrifices. 
It  was  easy  to  make  sacrifices  at  £5,000 
a-year,  but  they  had  to  make  them  at 
that  side  of  the  House,  and  not  sit  silent 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  They  had 
got  to  point  out  the  mischiefs  and  evils 
of  the  country,  and  spend  their  time  not 
in  the  enjoyment  of  profits  and  emolu- 
ments, but  in  the  interests  of  their 
country ;  and  then  because  they  did  it 
the  representatives  of  the  capitalist  and 
of  the  landlord  party  said  they  were 
actuate^  by  some  malignant  motive. 
For  himself,  he  had  never  believed  in 
obstruction  as  a  policy,  and  he  did  not 
believe  in  it  now.  He  never  could  see 
any  object  in  interrupting  the  Business 
of  the  House,  because  what  good  did  it 
do  ?  There  was  no  good  whatever,  in 
his  judgpnent,  in  engaging  in  a  policy  of 
obstruction,  and  the  only  good  purpose 
to  be  served  in  carrying  on  a  debate  was 
that  of  informing  the  minds  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  if  that  was  not  a 
wholly  impossible  task,  and  teaching  the 
public  outside.  As  for  delaying  the 
Bill,  for  his  part  he  did  not  attach  any 
value  to  such  delay.  Whether  the  Bill 
was  to  come  into  operation  on  the  1st  of 
July  or  the  1st  of  August,  he  did  not 
think  it  mattered  in  the  least.  The 
opponents  of  the  measure  had  moved 
Amendments  to  it,  and  he  had  been 
specially  attacked  by  the  papers  for 
doing  so  ;  and  the  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
(Colonel  Eling-Harman),  who  had  been 
appointed  to  his  Office  because  of  his 
antagonism  to  the  Irish  Members,  de- 
scribed them  as  *'  the  scum  of  the  swill 
tub  of  Ireland."  That  was  the  gentle 
way  the  Under  Secretary  had  of  describ- 
ing his  own  countrymen;    and  in    a 
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speech  which  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  made  he  stated  that  he  (Mr. 
T.  M.  Hoaly)  made  more  speeches  than 
anybody  else,  and  that,  therefore,   he 
and  some  others  were  guilty  of  obstruc- 
tion.    He  would  remind  the  House  that 
while  two  or  three,  or  four,  or  five  of  the 
Irish  Members  had  spoken,  all  the  others 
remained    silent,   aUowing    their    Col- 
leagues to  speak  for  them.    Would  it  be 
a  reasonable  thing  if  anybody  said  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  that  he  made 
more  speeches  than  anybody  else  ?    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  reply  that 
he  had  to  do  it ;  and  in  the  same  way, 
if  certain  Members  had  been  put  for- 
ward by  other  Members,  that  was  the 
action  of  a  party  of  86,  and  not  of  an 
individual  Member.     He  was  speaking 
and  taking  up  a  position  for  86  others, 
and  he  was  justified  in  making  a  series 
of    speeches    which,   if  he  were    only 
making  from  his  own  individval  point  of 
view,  he  would  be  entirely  unjustified 
in  making ;  so  that  no  argument  could 
be    drawn    from    the    position    taken 
np    by   the    First    Lord    of    the    Tre- 
sury,    who   said   if  every   Member  of 
the    House   made    100    speeches  they 
could  never  get  on.    That  was  perfectly 
true,    but    if    individuals    on    certain 
clauses  had  moved  Amendments  which 
had  the  support  of  an  entire  Party,  that 
was  a  sufficient    justification  of  those 
Members  who  had  moved  the  Amend- 
ments and  made  speeches.     But  then 
there  was  another  additional  obstruction 
in  the  House  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  see  was  in  the  nature  of 
things  inevitable.    How  could  they  avoid 
obstruction  in  a  House  composed  of  670 
Members?      They  must  have  obstruc- 
tion in  a  Legislature  which  comprised  so 
many  Members,  and  which  should  not 
be  composed  of  more  than  200  or  300 
Members.     What  had  been  the  course 
of  the  Government    in   regard   to  the 
management  of  affairs  in  that  House  ? 
When  the  1st  clause  of  the   Bill  was 
under   discussion    they  were  met  with 
considerable  fairness  by  the    Govern- 
ment, and  what  followed  ?     Why  the  36 
lines  of  the  clause  were  expanded  to  1 13, 
and  then  the  Government,  seeing  they 
were  justifying  their  opponents  by  ac- 
cepting their    Amendments    and  were 
giving  reasons  and  grounds  for  saying 
the  draftsmanship  of  the  Bill  was  as 
bad  as  their  policy,  refused  to  make  any 
csonoessions  to  fair  arguments  addressed 
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from  that  side  of  the  House.     That  was 
a  most  unfair  and  diseni^ennous  way  of 
meeting  the  Members  from  Ireland,  be- 
cause undoubtedly  the  matters  put  for- 
ward by  them  were   entitled    to  con- 
sideration.   But  the  right    hon.    Gen* 
tleman   the    Chief    Secretary   for  Ire- 
land, like    the    right  hon.    Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  seemed 
to  be  able  to  make   only  one   speech. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
had  made  one  great  speech,  which  was 
to  move  that  the  Question  be  now  put, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Ciiief 
Secretary  had  made  another.     Amend- 
ments were  moved,  and  then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  got  up  and  said — ''I  see 
nothing  in  the  Amendment  which  in  any 
way  makes  our  Bill  clearer  or  better," 
and  without  one  single  reason  in  justi- 
fication of  his  proposal  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman     sat     down.       Inteliectnal 
barrenness  of  that  kind  in  rejecting  or 
opposing  Amendments  only  led  to  frie- 
tion  and  unpleasantness,  and  he  thought 
it  would  have  been  much  better  for  the 
Government  to  have  let  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  remain 
away   somewhere  while    the   Bill  was 
under  discussion.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman could  have  been  studying  Irish 
questions  at  the  Irish  Office,  and  have 
left  the  defence  of  the  Bill  in  the  hands  of 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  who  were 
able  to  reply  to  the  arguments  put  forward. 
It  was  one  of  the  forms  of  insult  the 
Government  offered  to  the  House  that 
that  they  should  leave  the  entire  con- 
duct of  the  Bill  in  the  hands  of  a  Gen- 
tleman like  the  Chief  Secretary,   who 
absolutely  failed  to  meet  any  argument, 
when  they  had  a  Gentleman  like  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson),  who  was  perfectly 
able  and  willing  to  meet  them  in  discus- 
sion.    He  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  never  saw 
more  lamentable  ignorance  on  any  suh- 
ject  than  that  displayed  by  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  the   Chief    Secretary, 
whose  conduct    had    been   one  of  the 
causes  of  the  delay  that  had  taken  place. 
That  Bule,  as  he  understood  it,  was  a 
practical  repeal  of  their  great  provision 
which  enabled  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Sleaford  Division 
of  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South  Pad- 
dington  to  swallow  the  principle  of  the 
cloture,  and  it  was  a  practical  justifica- 
tion of  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
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Ti^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  and 
the  rierht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Derby  (Sir  William  Hareourt). 
Those  right  hon.  Gentlemen  said  the 
simple  system  of  cloture  was  the  only 
real  one  for  the  working  of  the  Business 
of  the  House  ;  but  the  Government  in- 
sisted on  the  putting  into  the  Bule  that 
the  veto  of  the  Chair  should  not  be 
withheld,  and  after  one  month  almost 
from  the  passing  of  that  Besolution  they 
were  actually  moving  a  Vote  of  Censure 
on  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
because  he  had  shown  fair  play  in  the 
conduct  of  the  debate.  The  Chairman 
had  given  them  fair  play,  and  this  would 
be  remembered  by  Irish  Members  after 
the  present  strife  had  passed  away.  No 
doubt  the  very  fact  that  the  Government 
had  not  been  enabled  to  induce  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  grant  them 
the  clause  without  adequate  discussion 
was  a  proof  that  the  Amendments  which 
had  been  moved  were  not  of  a  trivial 
character.  With  regard  to  the  entire 
of  the  2nd  clause  he  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
did  not  move  a  single  Amendment, 
leaving  it  entirely  to  the  English  and 
Scotch  Members.  He  would  not  have 
complained  of  the  Government  attempt- 
ing to  put  down  the  system  of  Boy- 
cotting if  the  Government  had  intro- 
duced some  safeguards,  such  as  that  of 
appeal  to  a  proper  tribunal.  The  Go- 
vernment, by  their  present  action,  had 
given  a  signal  proof  that  they  con- 
sidered the  Amendments  on  the  Paper 
of  a  substantial  character;  and  that 
being  so,  they  might  well  be  content  to 
allow  that  Bill  to  pass,  subject  to  their 
protest. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  (Derby) 
said,  he  wished  it  to  be  put  on  record 
that  the  bringing  forward  of  this  Mo- 
tion was  a  further  advance  in  the 
doctrine  of  closure,  and  a  great  advance 
it  was.  The  Government,  when  the 
question  of  Procedure  was  under  dis- 
cussion, laid  great  stress  on  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chair  as  a  regulating  and 
restraining  influence  upon  the  closure. 
The  present  proposal  was,  however,  an 
admission  that  they  were  entirely  wrong, 
and  it  was  a  complete  justification  of 
the  course  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Gladstone)  and  himself  had  taken. 
What  was  the  difficulty  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  case      He  thought  that 


they  had  said  that  every  Amendment  to 
their  Bill  was  frivolous  and  unnecessary, 
and  they  had  resisted  every  Amend- 
ment. If  they  had  had  the  power  in 
their  own  hands  they  would  have  used 
the  closure,  and  the  Committee  on  the 
Bill  would  have  been  over  long  ago. 
But  they  had  set  up  an  independent 
Judge,  who  on  several  occasions  said 
that,  in  his  opinion,  some  of  these 
Amendments  were  most  reasonable, 
and  ought  to  be  discussed.  It  was  be- 
cause the  Chairman  of  Committees  said 
that  that  the  Government  had  come  for- 
ward with  the  present  Besolution.  If 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  was  of  opi- 
nion that  these  six  days  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  discuss  all  reasonable  Amend- 
ments, all  they  need  have  done  would 
be  to  apply  for  the  closure.  But  they 
were  afraid  that  the  Chairman  would 
sav  that  the  Amendments  which  they 
called  frivolous  were  substantial  Amend- 
ments which  ought  to  be  discussed. 
Consequently  this  new  Resolution  was 
proposed,  in  order  to  get  rid  of  the  im- 
partial judgment  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees.  He  had  always  predicted 
that  the  moment  the  majority  found  in 
the  Chair  any  objections  to  their  pro- 
posals for  closure  they  would  never 
tolerate  that  impartial  judgment  of 
which  they  formerly  spoke  so  much, 
and  that  when  such  an  obstacle  was  put 
in  their  way  they  would  sweep  it  out  of 
their  path.  They  had  drawn  their 
clause  in  such  a  form  that  if  there  were 
Amendments  which  they  thought  ought 
to  be  in  the  Bill,  they  had  taken  good 
care  to  prevent  their  being  put.  Surely 
that  was  a  closure  as  complete  as  any- 
thing that  could  be  desired.  He  had 
never  himself  been  an  enemy  of  the 
closure.  He  had  been  consistent  on 
that  subject,  having  always  been  in 
favour  of  the  closure  pure  and  simple. 
The  supporters  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment protested  against  a  tyrannical 
majority  until  they  themselves  became 
one.  They  talked  now  of  obstruction. 
Why,  they  took  20  days  to  discuss  the 
single  proposal  of  the  closure  some 
years  ago.  Perhaps  the  Government 
thought  there  would  always  be  a  Tory 
Party  in  Office,  always  supported  by 
Liberal  Unionists.  That  was  like  some 
foolish  people  who  when  they  had  got 
a  fine  day  thought  it  would  never  rain. 
But  changes  came  over  the  political 
atmosphere.    The  day  might  come — he 
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ventured  to  say  it  would  come — in  wliich 
there  would  be  a  Liberal  Government 
supported  by  a  democratic  majority. 
Then  they  should  not  be  eorr}'  to  re- 
member die  lengths  to  which,  for  pur- 
poses of  coercion,  the  Tory  Party  would 
carry  the  principle  of  closure.  It  was 
the  tendency  of  these  things  to  develop 
themselves.  Conversion  was  rapid 
and  complete.  Look  at  Gentlemen 
opposite.  They  would  never  consent 
to  the  closure  except  with  a  three- 
fourths  majority.  Where  were  they 
now?  They  would  never  consent  to 
the  closure  without  every  kind  of  safe- 
guard. All  their  safeguards  were  now 
swept  away.  They  must  have  the  im- 
partial judgment  of  the  Chair,  and  the 
moment  they  were  checked  by  the  im- 
partial judgment  of  the  Chair,  they 
closured  the  Chair,  and  they  put  the  ex- 
tinguisher on  the  Chairman  of  Commit- 
tees. That  was  the  process  of  conversion. 
In  the  days  of  Urgency  in  1882  this  very 
!Bule  could  not  be  carried  except  by  a 
majority  of  3  to  1,  but  now  the 
Tory  Government  had  set  an  example 
that  they  could  do  this  thing  by  a  ma- 
jority of  1.  He  would  paint  a  picture 
which  he  was  sure  would  edify  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He  sug- 
gested to  him  a  possible  future  when 
there  might  be  a  Liberal  Administration 
numbering,  say,  340,  and  there  might 
be  a  Conservative  Party  of  330.  There 
might  be  some  great  Constitutional  mea- 
sure— perhaps  Home  Rule — and  there 
might  be  a  Minister  standing  at  the 
Table  and  saying — **I  shall  introduce 
to-morrow  a  Home  Rule  Bill,  and  I 
shall  accompany  it  by  a  declaration  that 
the  third  reading  shall  be  taken  this  day 
fortnight;  the  subject  has  been  discussed 
for  many  years ;  the  Amendments  you 
have  put  down  to  the  measure  are 
frivolous ;  your  resiatance  to  it  is  ob- 
structive ;  you  are  standing  in  the  way 
of  a  great  reform  ;  you  are  opposing  the 
Business  of  the  nation  ;  it  is  our  duty  as 
a  majority  to  assert  the  rights  of  the 
nation,  and  to  see  that  the  Home  Rule 
Bill  is  carried  in  a  fortnight."  That 
might  happen.  And  then  they  should 
have  a  glorious  example !  If  anybody 
lived  to  see  that  day  he  might  learn  by 
heart  the  noble  speeches  they  had  heard 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  'of  the  Treasury  that  night.  A 
Liberal  Government  might  introduce  a 
Bill  for  the  Disestablishment  of   the 
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Church,  and  they  might  reasonably  say— 
'*A11  that  can  be  said  for  and  against 
this  Bill  has  been  said  already,  and  wa 
shall  take  the  third  reading^  of  it  thii 
day  week."  That  was  to  be  the  sort  of 
progress  they  were  likely  to  make  in  the 
democratic  transaction  of  the  Busineai 
of  that  House.  This  was  really  what 
the  Conservative  Party  and  the  Con- 
servative Government  in  their  insane 
passion  for  coercion  were  doing  for 
themselves.  A  Greek  sage  said  that  no 
man  could  be  called  happy  until  he  was 
dead,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  ought  not  to  think  himself 
happy  in  seeing  how  the  closure  had 
worked  until  the  time  of  his  political 
decease.  He  thought  it  right  when  this 
proposal,  which  was  in  absolute  contra- 
diction of  everything  the  Tory  Party  had 
ever  said  or  done,  was  made,  to  notice 
their  complete  conversion  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  closure  for  which  the  liiberals 
had  contended,  and  the  inevitable  con- 
sequences to  which  in  the  future  thii 
proposal  may  lead. 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George't, 
Hanover  Square)  said :  <<  When  the 
cat's  away  the  mice  will  play."  The 
tone  in  which  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  had  addressed  the  House  was 
very  different  from  that  of  hia  Leader. 
The  light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  MidJLothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone), 
at  all  events,  remembered  the  duty  of 
the  House  to  proceed  with  its  Business— 
to  clear  the  road  for  other  leg'islation. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  spoken  did  nothing  but  taunt  those 
who  sat  on  the  Government  Benches  with 
their  conversion  to  the  closure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  great  autho- 
rity on  the  question  of  conversion.  But 
by  what  process  had  it  been  brought  about 
that  this  Resolution  had  been  proposed. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  threatened 
those  who  sat  on  the  Government 
Benches  with  what  would  happen  when 
he  was  able  to  bring  the  democratic 
forces  of  the  country  with  him.  They  had 
been  engaged  35  days  upon  this  measure, 
and  in  those  proceedings  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  alluded.  No 
doubt,  it  was  a  most  grave  and  serioos 
thing  when  the  Government  was 
brought  to  the  necessity  of  proposing  60 
unusual  and  unprecedented  a  Resolutioo, 
and  it  w^  regretted  by  every  Member 
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of  the  House.  But  it  seemed  to  be  looked 
upon  with  triumph  by  the  advocates  of 
the  closure  on  the  opposite  Bench,  be- 
cause they  said  that  it  proved  that  they 
were  right  with  regard  to  the  closure. 
That  was  not  the  principle  of  thpse  who 
sat  on  that  side  of  the  House,  nor  of  the 
majority  of  those  who  sat  behind  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  If  he  were  to  poll 
his  followers  he  would  see  that  there 
were  two-thirds  who  regretted  that  it 
was  necessary  to  propose  this  Besolution. 
The  country,  however,  sympathized  with 
the  Government,  and  looked  upon  their 
proceedings    as    absolutely   necessary ; 
and  the  country  would  know  with  whom 
lay  the  responsibility  for  the  necessity 
of  that  action.     Just  as  the  Government 
would  not  propose  a  Besolution  of  that 
kind  unless  they  knew  that  the  moment 
had  arrived  when  public  opinion  would 
justify  their  action,  so   they  felt   con- 
vinced that  in  the  future,  when  the  tin^^ 
came  for  his  right  hon.  Friend  to,,dm- 
mand  his  democratic  forces,  the  they 
would  not  be  able  to  abuse  tb  closure 
in  the  manner  which  he  h%  described 
in  the  comic  sketches  with/hich  he  had 
just  favoured  the  House,  lis  right  hon. 
Friend  had   amused  thr  House,  as  he 
always  did.     But  he  \15uld  not  delude 
the  country,  which  he /as  seldom  able  to 
do.     His  right  hon.  Rend  was  naturally 
in  good  spirits,  bemuse  he  was  aware 
that  he  would  soorbe  relieved  of  watch- 
ing this  Bill,  am  supporting   Amend- 
ments which  he  new  not  to  be  worthy 
of  attention.^    Je  made  due  allowance 
for  the  comic  .ketches  indulged  in  by 
his  right   hor  Friend,    and    no    one 
would  be  terried  by  the  picture  he  had 
drawn  of  the  losure  being  used  to  put 
down  legitimte  discussion,  and  to  pro- 
mote legislate  of  the  kind  he  referred 
to.   The  Govmment  disliked  the  neces- 
sity of  propsing  so  drastic  a  measure 
as  this.     Hi  right  hon.  Friend  had  said 
that  the  Cherman  had  not  applied  the 
closure  enoirh  to  satisfy  the  Govern- 
ment,   and  ,hat  the   Government  had 
treated  evey  Amendment  as  frivolous. 
It  was  absi'd  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  mal)  such  a  charge  against  the 
Governmen,  for  there  were  many  occa- 
sions on  w\ich  they  had  admitted  the 
justice  of  p^longed  discussion  upon  im- 
portant elates,  and  there  had  been  no 
attempt  to  qf  it  short.     His  right  hon. 
Friend  said  hat  the  course  now  adopted 
was  a  proofehat  closure  with  the  check 
of  the  Ghairwas  a  failure.    But  it  was 
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I  not  necessary  for  an  Amendment  to  be 
frivolous  in  order  to  take  up  time ;  and  if 
the  House  were  to  follow  the  precedent 
of  the  proceedings  in  Committee  upon 
this    Bill,    and    the    multiplication    of 
Amendments  were  to  go  on,  they  would 
never  get  any  legislation  at  all.     The 
Leader   of   the   Irish  Party,   and   the 
Lieutenants  of  the  Party  opposite,  had 
been  unable  to  induce  their  followers  to 
moderate  the  length  of  their  Amend- 
ments and  speeches,  which  were  not  ne- 
cessarily frivolous,  but  which  threatened 
to  go  on  ad  infinitum.    If  Her  Majesty's 
Opposition    were     determined    to    put 
Amendments  ad  infinitum^  they  woi^  ~ 
block  all  legislation  in  that  House. 
a  course  had  been^^pjdj^xflmie  case 
of  this  Bill,  ai\4rbad  rendered  necessary 
the  propgjf  \)efore  the  House.  He  (Mr. 
GosQht)  had  risen  to  protest  against 
&  contention  that  in  taking  their  pre- 
sent course  the  Government  had  set  a 
precedent     which     would  justify    pro- 
ceedings such   as    the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had   suggested.      The  Govern- 
ment felt  that  the  moment   had   come 
when  it   was   absolutely  necessary    to 
pass   such    Bills    as    the    Coal    Mines 
Kegulation    Bill — to    which    the    hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  had  re- 
ferred— and  the  other  legislation  which 
the  Government  felt  bound  to  undertake; 
and  it  was  of  far  more  importance  to  get 
one  of  those  measures  passed  than  to 
have  discussion  on  Amendments  which, 
if  not  absolutely  frivolous,  were  trivial, 
and  could  not  be   put   in  competition 
with  legislation  of  that  important  cha- 
racter 

Mr.*  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  he  was  not  at  all  sur- 
prised at  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  Goschen)  that  the  Members 
of  the  Party  to  which  he  belonged  had 
brought  forward  this  proposal  with 
regret  and  humiliation.  It  was  very 
easy  to  see  the  feelings  with  which  the 
Tory  Party  regarded  this  proposal.  He 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  been  an  ob- 
server in  the  House  for  a  great  many 
years,  and  he  should  say  that  he  never 
saw  the  Tory  Party  in  such  profound 
depths  of  despondency  as  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  was 
making  his  proposal,  and  he  should  con- 
fess that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave 
cause  to  his  followers  to  be  despondent 
owing  to  the  nature  of  his  speech  in 
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matter  op  manner,  for  a  more  weak  or 
shuffling  speech  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
had  never  heard  in  favour  of  such  a 
momentous    and    important     proposal. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  admitted 
that  the   Business  of  the  House   was 
paralyzed,  and  yet  he  was  prepared  to 
maintain  against  all  odds  the  compe- 
tency of  the  House  to  deal  with  all  mat- 
ters afiPecting  every  country  in  the  Em- 
pire. The  statement  ofthe  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  directions  of  theright  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  and  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had 
beloxi^  ignored  by  their  followers  was  en- 
tirely maccurcTA.*  A     The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  came  down  to  the  -^JJougQ  qq  Tues- 
day and   backed  up  the  veAj.Tr  sensible 
advice  given  by  the  right  hon.  ^e-^ritle- 
man  the  Member  for  Derby,  that  the^ 
should  concentrate  their  attention  on  a 
certain  number  of  Amendments  and  drop 
other  Amendments  which  they  did  not 
regard   as  of  equal  substance  and  im- 
portance.  And  what  happened  ?    There 
were  about  60  Amendments  that  night 
on  the  Paper,  and  his  hon.  Friends  who 
were  sponsors  for  these  Amendments 
drew  their  pens  through  three-fourths  of 
them.   Even  the  discussion  on  Wednes- 
day   over   the    preamble    in    the  4  th 
clause  was  carried  on  in  a  reasonable 
spirit,  and  was  concluded  without  the 
application  of  the  closure.     In  face  of 
that    fact    he   (Mr.    T.   P.    O'Connor) 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  making 
too  large  a  presumption  on  the  gulla- 
bility  of  his  supporters  in  the  country 
when  he  said  that  the  advice   of  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Derby  and  the 
hon.    Member  for  Cork  had  been  re- 
jected by  their  followers.     He  was  not 
surprised  at  the  sensitiveness  with  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  and  the  Chancellor  ofthe 
Exchequer  received  the  allusion  made  to 
their  action  towards  the  Chairman  of 
Committees.    It    would    not    be   good 
taste  to  praise  any  more  than  blame  the 
decision  of  any  Presiding  Ofl&cer  of  the 
House  ;  but  he  should  say  that,  by  his 
conduct  in  connection  with  the  Closure 
Motions  that  had  been  proposed  from 
time  to  time  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
had  greatly  increased  the  respect  and 
confidence  of  every  section  of  the  House, 
and  also  his  reputation  for  impartiality^ 
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strength,  and  dignity  in  the  Chair.    The 
Chairman  of  Committees  mora  than  once 
found  it  necessary  to  accept  the  proposals 
of  the  First  Lord  ofthe  Treasury  for  cur- 
tailing debates   and  rejecting  Amend- 
ments placed  by  Members  of  the  Iriah 
Party  on  the  Paper ;  yet  there  was  not  a 
smgle  one  of  the  Irish  Party  who  blamed 
the  Chairman  for  so  doing,  or  who  did  not 
believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  acting  honestly  in  what  he  believed 
to  be  his  duty  in  the  matter.     The  han. 
Gentleman    had    on    several    occasions 
thought  it  right  to  refuse  to  accede  to 
the  demand  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury.      This    had    displeased    the 
Treasury  Bench.    A  Chairman  that  was 
good  enough  for  the  Irish  Party  was 
not  good  enough  for  the  Tory  Party, 
and  it  was  impossible  not  to  help  feeling 
that  the  present  Motion  was  the  direct 
consequence  of  the  discovery  which  the 
government  had  made  that  they  had  in 
Vila  Pr*^^  *^  independent  and  not  a  ser- 
and  he  ml«^^^°*;    ^hat  was  his  charge. 
The  differe'nr  '*  Pr"*  *^^  unmistakable. 

now  proposes?  ^^^Tr""^^^  °^^'^  ^"^' 
the  Cloture  Ea  7  ^®  Government  and 
was  that  by  the  ^  ^"^^.^^  "J  existence 
Committees  was '^7®'.*^!  Chairman  of 
power  which  he   ^^P^^ed  of    ^U   the 
latter  Rule   of   pr?^t?*^<l  ^l^^^  the 
Amendments  from  ^^Jftrng    substantial 
Government  lived,  as^if    cloture.      The 
to  mouth.    They  did  X'^f  7'  ^^.  ^^^^ 
morning  what  they  we^^*  ™^^  »»  t^® 
pose  in  the  evening.    T?,  »^^°&  ^o  pro- 
Session  with  the  declaratiP®y  9P®°^  t^® 
tervention  of  the  Chair  V^  ^^^  ^^^  »»- 
with  the  appHcation  of  thH^^^^ection 
absolutely  necessary,  and  i^'^^ot^re  was 
tervention    afforded    a   coi''^^*  ^^^"^  ^' 
guard  for  the  protection  oJPP'®*®   ?*^®' 
That  declaration  was  madf  minorities, 
weeks  ago ;  yet  the  Governm  ^^^  *  ^®^ 
wished  to  get  rid  of  the  ver*®'^*  already 

which  formed  an  integral  pF  ®*^®^*^ 
original    proposal.     Those  P"?  9^  *^eir 
Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  "8^*^*  '^on. 
talked  about  obstruction  ou^®^^^  ^^^ 
in  mind   the  history  of  so?***  ^  oear 
most  prominent  Members  of^®.  of   the 
Party.      Why,  the  right  he  ^^^  Tory 
man  the  Chief  Secretary  ffl-  ^ontle- 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  had  gj^.r  Ireland 
political  eminence  as  he  ®QJo^®^  ®^** 
ing  as  an  aroh-obstraotor,  ^f^J^^-^^ 
decessor  of  the  right  hon.  J^  "^f  "^ 
the  present  OhMiceUor  of  th(S^™«°"«» 
(Mr.  GoBohen)  had  brough  ^^^S'*^ 
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obstraotion  up  to  a  pitoh  of  develop- 
ment never  reached  previously.  When, 
therefore,  the  Government  charged  oppo- 
nenta  with  obstruction,  he  was  reminded 
of  the  pot  calling  the  kettle  black.  The 
Government  had  no  precedent  for  their 
action ;  but  they  had  established  a  pre- 
cedent which  would  have  the  most  im- 
portant consequences  —  a  Home  Eule 
Bill  would  be  proposed  a  great  deal 
sooner  than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ex- 
pected. He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  ven- 
tured to  say  that  if  an  appeal  were  now 
made  to  the  country,  a  Home  Bule  Bill 
would  be  introduced  in  six  weeks'  time. 
It  might  be,  when  that  Bill  was  intro- 
duced, and  when  the  Lords  of  the  Trea- 
sury were  opposing  it — as  they  had  op- 
posed the  Land  Bill  of  1881— that  it 
would  be  necessary  to  have  a  precedent 
from  a  Conservative  Government  for 
gagging  inconvenient  opposition. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) 
said,  he  could  not  look  at  the  Treasury 
Bench  without  thinking  of  the  words  of 
a  song  of  the  good  old  days  gone  away. 
It  appeared  a  farce  to  him  to  hear  the 
Government  denouncing  obstruction, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  there  were 
sitting  on  the  Treasury  Bench  more  than 
one  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  mainly 
gained  distinction  by  obstruction.  He 
was  one  of  those  who  had  learned  the 
art  of  obstruction  from  the  Treasury 
Bench.  When  the  Cloture  Eules  were 
introduced  by  the  Liberal  Government, 
he  assisted  the  present  Members  of  the 
Treasury  Bench  in  obstructing  these 
Eules  night  after  night,  and  one  of  his 
most  able  instructors  and  allies  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour). 
It  was  from  that  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  his  Colleagues  that  he  learned  ob- 
struction—it was  in  their  company  he 
proceeded  in  his  bad  habits.  The  pre- 
sent cry'  of  obstruction  was  got  up  by 
the  Government  as  a  veil  in  which  to 
hide  their  real  policy.  The  closure 
enabled  the  Government  to  wipe  out 
frivolous  Amendments,  and  that  ought 
to  be  sufficient  for  all  legitimate  pur- 
poses. But  it  appeared  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  dissatisfied  with  the  action  of 
the  Chairman  in  protecting  the  rights  of 
minorities  and  securing  discussion  for 
really  important  Amendments.  For  his 
own  part,  he  did  not  care  whether  the 
Motion  was  passed  or  not — the  further 


the  Government  went  the  better  for  the 
Opposition — the  more  the  Tory  Party 
endeavoured  to  put  down  freedom  of 
discussion  in  the  House,  the  worse  it 
would  be  for  them  in  time  to  come,  and 
looking  forward  to  the  period  when  the 
Tory  Party  would  be  in  Opposition,  he, 
for  one,  hailed  with  delight  the  Motion 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol. 
E.)  said,  the  Tory  Party  were  never 
satisfied  except  when  they  were  endea- 
vouring to  rob  the  people,  and  especi- 
ally the  people  of  Ireland,  of  their 
liberty.  He  was  surprised  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  should 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  tell  the 
House  he  moved  this  Resolution  with 
peculiar  feelings  of  distaste.  If  he  had 
not  said  so  the  House  would  never  have 
found  it  out.  He  hoped  the  House  and 
the  country  would  take  note  that  the 
Tories  revelled  in  taking  away  the  liber- 
ties, not  only  of  the  country,  but  of  that 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  was  never 
tired  of  telling  of  the  traditions  of  that 
House ;  but  what  was  the  value  of  those 
traditions  unless  they  secured  freedom 
of  debate  ?  He  should  have  despised 
the  Members  for  Ireland  if  they  had  not 
withstood  the  infringement  on  their  liber- 
ties made  by  this  Bill.  They  would 
have  been  unworthy  of  their  position 
had  they  not  done  so.  He  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr. 
Goschen)  affecting  that  right  to  speak 
on  behalf  of  the  democracy.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  no  right  to  speak 
on  behalf  of  the  democracy,  considering 
that  his  whole  life  had  been  spent  in 
opposing  those  in  whose  name  he  now 
professed  to  speak.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not,  in  fact,  obtain  the 
support  of  any  popular  constituency, 
but  had  to  obtain  a  seat  for  St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square.  Speaking  after  40 
years'  intercourse  with  the  people  of  this 
country,  he  (Mr.  Handel  Cossham)  ven- 
tured to  say  that  they  had  made  up  their 
minds  against  this  Coercion  Bill,  and 
that  they  would  not  be  slow  to  express 
that  opinion  as  soon  as  they  could  get 
an  opportunity.  The  first  day  the 
people  of  England  were  appealed  to 
would  be  the  last  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment.   He   did  not  believe  that   the 
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Liberal  Unionists  had  any  idea,  wlien 
they  joined  the  present  Government, 
what  lengths  they  would  have  to  go,  or 
how  fast  they  would  go  down  hill. 
Indeed,  he  never  heard  of  anything  like 
the  pace  at  which  the  G-ovemment  were 
now  going  down  hill  since  the  day  when 
the  herd  of  swine  rushed  down  the  hill 
into  the  sea.  The  Conservative  Mem- 
bers had,  in  this  matter  of  coercion  for 
Ireland,  belied  their  hustings'  pledges. 
He  could  point  out  100  men  on  the  Con- 
servative side  who  had  obtained  the  sup- 
port of  the  electors  at  the  last  Election 
by  promising  to  vote  against  coercion 
for  Ireland.  What  had  changed  their 
policy  ?  It  could  not  be  the  prevalence 
of  crime  in  that  country,  for  the  amount 
of  crime  there  was  less  than  at  the  time 
of  the  last  Dissolution.  There  would 
be  an  end  of  this  thing  ere  long.  The 
Coercion  Bill  was  kept  up  simply  to  ob- 
struct other  measures,  and  when  reme- 
dial measures  came  on  for  discussion, 
the  Qovemment  combination  would  go 
to  pieces.  Not  all  the  Liberal  Unionists 
would  be  satisfied  without  some  remedial 
legislation,  or  would  be  satisfied  with 
the  political  sham  that  the  Coercion  Bill 
is.  The  Government  might  get  this 
Motion  passed  by  the  votes  of  those  who 
would  not  listen  to  discussion  ;  but  they 
oould  never  carry  out  the  Bill  in  the  face 
of  Irish  representation  and  the  reports 
of  a  Free  Press.  They  must  expel  the 
Irish  Members  and  suppress  the  reports 
of  the  Press  before  they  could  hope  to 
carry  out  the  Bill.  Meantime,  they 
wasted  the  time  of  the  House,  and  in- 
sulted the  country  by  keeping  on  the 
coercion  controversy  from  day  to  day. 
What  the  country  required  was,  to  use 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian's 
(Mr.  Gladstone's)  words,  measures  that 
would  make  it  easier  for  the  people  to 
live,  strengthening  the  desire  to  do  right, 
repressing  the  tendency  to  do  wrong. 
l%e  Bill  would  not  prevent,  it  would 
create  crime,  and  was  so  intended.  It 
would  aid  the  class  of  oppressors 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  discuss  the  Bill  on  this 
Motion. 

Mb.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  said,  he 
begged  to  apologize.  He  was  only  re- 
ferring to  the  Bill  by  way  of  illustration. 
The  result  of  passing  this  Motion  would 
disappoint  the  expectations  of  the  GK>- 
▼ernment,  and  teach  the  country  that  no 
more  incompetent  Government  than  the 

Mr.  Handel  CoMham 


present  ever  attempted  to  conduct  the 
affairs  of  a  great  nation. 

Mb.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.) 
said,    he  could  not  help  noticing  the 
scanty  attendance  of  Members,  particu' 
larly  on  the  Ministerial  side,   and  he 
thought  that  if  a  Motion  were  made  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  it  would 
not  be  unreasonable.    The  object  of  the 
Government  was  to  push  this   matter 
through  as  hurriedly  as  possible ;  bat, 
considering  that  the  bulk  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  to  a  large  extent  in  the  dark 
on  this  matter,  he  thought  it  would  be 
more  respectful  to  the  House  and  the 
country  that  the    Government    should 
postpone    this    discussion,     instead   of 
pressing  it  forward,  until  the  Amend- 
ments were  seen  in  print.      A    more 
serious  and  drastic  proposal  than  that 
of  the  Government  had  never  been  made 
in  the  whole  of  their  Parliamentary  his- 
tory.    It  opened  up  a  very  promising 
prospect  for  Irish  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment especially.    They  were  told  im- 
pliedly that  they  would  not  get  Home 
Rule,  and  that  the  Government  would 
shut  them  up  when  they  liked.     The 
Resolution  was  a  proposed  to  the  effect 
that  for  the  first  time  in  the  history  of 
the  British  Parliament  a  bare  majority 
should  have  the  right  of  stifling  the 
voice  of  the  minority.    He  utterly  de- 
nied that  any  obstruction  whatever  had 
been  offered  by  the  Irish  Members  to 
this  Coercion  Bill ;  but  they  were  bound 
in  the  faithful  discharge  of  their  duties 
to  place  Amendments  to  every  clause  on 
the  Notice  Paper,  and  to  fight  them  out 
to  the  bitter  end,  no  matter  how  dis- 
pleasing it   might    be    either    to    the 
Speaker  or  the  occupants  of  the  Front 
Ministerial  Bench.     The  effect  of  the 
Resolution,  if  passed,  would  be  to  make 
Irish  Members,  if  possible,  more  dis- 
gusted and  discontented  with  this  House 
than  ever.    Its  object  seemed  to  be  to 
goad  the  Irish  Members  to  resort  to 
some  desperate  action,  and  so  to  enable 
the  Tories  to  hold  them  up  to  odium 
before  the  constituencies  as  an  un-con- 
stitutional  Party.    He  contended  that 
the  Gorernment  in  the  course  which 
they  were  now  taking  were  doing  away 
with  the  protection    afforded    by    the 
Closure  Rule,  by  which  no  Motion  for 
the  closure  of  debate  could  be  put  with- 
out the  sanction  of  the  Chair.    To  hand 
over  the  Irish  Members  to  a  majority 
which  were  composed  of  Members  wbo 
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did  nothing  but  enjoy  themselyes  when 
the  Irish  Members  were  working  hard 
in  the  House  was  to  add  insult  to  injury. 
The  real  fact  of  the  matter  was  this — 
that  not  satisfied  with  the  majority  they 
got,  the  Tory  Party  would  be  content 
with  nothing  but  to  see  the  minority 
sitting  mute  in  the  House.  They  were 
too  much  for  the  Tories,  as  the  people 
of  England  saw,  and  they  accordingly 
determined  to  gag  them.  If  this  sort  of 
policy  was  to  be  carried  out  they  might 
as  well  shut  up  the  House  of  Commons 
at  once,  and  adjourn  the  whole  thing. 
Let  the  Members  of  the  Tory  Party 
enjoy  themselves  in  their  country  seats 
all  over  the  country,  and  let  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  communicate  with 
them  by  telegraph  from  Downing  Street 
when  he  wanted  anything  done.  There 
was  no  obstruction  whatever,  unless  the 
Tory  Party  considered  discussion  ob- 
struction, or  wished  to  hoodwink  the 
people  in  the  country  into  the  belief 
that  there  was  obstruction.  He  wished 
the  Tories  joy  of  their  rest  when  they 
got  it.  They  would  get  their  coercion ; 
but  the  result  of  the  coercion  would  be 
to  make  the  people  of  Ireland  more  dis- 
satisfied with  the  clique  which  governed 
Ireland  in  Dublin  Castle.  The  proposal 
that  by  a  bare  majority  of  1  the  Tory 
Party  should  have  the  power  of  closing 
debate  was  so  outrageous  that  he  thought 
it  would  produce  general  dissatisfaction 
in  the  country.  He  believed  that  the 
result  of  the  passing  of  the  Besolution 
would  make  them  the  laughing  stock  of 
the  world. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.)  said, 
he  believed  that  the  United  States 
could  not  change  its  Constitution  unless 
by  a  two-thirds  majority.  The  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  alter  the  Constitution 
of  Ireland  by  a  bare  majority,  and  not 
satisfied  with  doing  that  under  the  ordi- 
nary Rules  of  the  House  they  wished  to 
make  a  great  innovation.  He  should 
support  the  Amendment,  for  he  con- 
tended that  the  Government  should  be 
satisfied  with  the  progress  their  Coercion 
Bill  had  made.  No  Ministry  could  ex- 
pect to  pass  more  than  one  first-class 
measure  in  a  Session,  and  as  the  Coercion 
Bill  was  a  measure  of  first-class  import- 
ance, seeing  that  it  affected  the  Consti- 
tution of  Ireland,  they  ought  to  be  con- 
tent with  passing  that  one  important 
Bill  and  some  other  smaller  measures. 
What  the  Government  wished  to  do  was 


to  make  a  show  of  progress,  and  in  that 
they  were  wise,  because  if  they  dealt 
with  other  questions  they  would  not  be 
able  to  secure  the  support  of  the  Liberal 
Unionists,  who,  according  to  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham,  dif- 
fered from  them  in  99  cases  out  of 
100,  while  they  agreed  with  them 
only  on  the  Irish  Question.  Had  Her 
Majesty's  Government  allowed  the  Bill 
to  go  on  at  the  rate  at  which  it  was  pro- 
ceeding, he  believed  that  it  would  have 
been  got  through  its  Committee  stage  in 
some  seven  or  eight  days,  as  the  Com- 
mittee had  now  disposed  of  nearly  all 
the  important  points  in  the  measure. 
The  Government,  however,  had  been 
forced  by  their  supporters  out-of-doors 
to  do  something,  and  in  the  effort  to  do 
something  vigorous  the  Government  had 
brought  forward  this  Motion  to  deprive 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  of  his 
power  of  vetoing  their  proposals  for  put- 
ting the  closure  in  force.  The  Chairman 
of  Committees  had  three  or  four  times 
thought  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury wanted  to  go  too  fast  and  had  re- 
fused to  put  the  closure.  Nothing  could 
be  worse  than  for  the  Government  to  say 
that  as  the  Chairman  of  Committees  had 
not  decided  in  their  favour  upon  every 
occasion  they  would  take  away  the 
power  from  him.  That  was  really  what 
the  Motion  meant.  The  Government 
had  intimated  their  intention  of  intro- 
ducing a  second  Coercion  Bill  this  Ses- 
sion ;  and,  in  a  Party  point  of  view, 
they  were  quite  right,  because  by  so 
doing  they  would  retain  the  allegiance 
of  their  Liberal  Unionist  Friends,  whom, 
beyond  all  doubt,  they  would  attempt  to 
crush  out  at  the  next  General  Election. 
If  the  Government  would  drop  this  Mo- 
tion, and  would  leave  out  a  great  part 
of  the  remainder  of  the  Bill,  with  the  in- 
tention of  re- introducing  the  omitted 
portions  of  the  measure  in  the  form  of  a 
new  Coercion  Bill  next  autumn,  they 
would  easily  pass  the  Bill  through  its 
remaining  stages. 

Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  S.) 
said,  he  proposed  to  consider  this  ques- 
tion, not  from  a  Party  point  of  view,  but 
speaking  in  the  interests  of  the  House 
itself,  as  one  who  had  had  for  several 
years  the  privilege  of  conducting  the 
debates  in  Committee,  and  who  had 
knowledge  of  how  the  Bules  of  the 
House  acted.  He  made  no  objection  to 
the  course  which  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
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ment  had  taken  in  drawing  attention  to 
the  fact  that  the  debate  in  Committee 
on  this  Bill  had  ceased  to  be  instructive 
and  had  become  obstructive ;  but  'he 
objected  to  their  having  made  this  pro- 
posal by  a  rude  and  clumsy  machinery 
to  effect  a  wholesale  slaughter  of  Amend- 
ments. He  thought  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  wrong  in  attempting 
to  make  a  precedent  which  might  be- 
come exceedingly  dangerous  to  the  rights 
of  minorities  at  some  future  time.  How 
did  the  case  present  itself  to  the  House 
in  188  ly  which  was  the  first  occasion  on 
which  obstruction  made  its  force  felt? 
The  House  then  determined  that  it  would 
crush  obstruction ;  but  how  did  it  pro- 
ceed? It  then  proceeded  in  the  most 
formal  and  careful  way.  It  first  declared 
that  the  Business  of  the  House  was 
urgent,  and  at  that  time  nearly  all  the 
Irish  Members  were  suspended.  Never- 
theless, a  full  debate  took  place,  and, 
at  the  suggession  of  Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote,  the  then  Leader  of  the  Conservative 
Party  in  that  House,  it  was  resolved  that 
debate  should  not  be  put  an  end  to  un- 
less there  was  a  two-thirds  majority  in  a 
House  of  not  fewer  than  300  Members. 
That  right  hon.  Gentleman  then  con- 
tended that  such  a  proposal  should  never 
be  made  unless  the  House  was  practi- 
cally unanimous.  Urgency  had  been 
several  times  voted  by  the  House  in  re- 
spect to  the  Business  before  it.  It  was 
voted  three  times  in  1881,  and  then  it 
was  not  again  voted  until  July  4,  1882. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
on  the  latter  occasion  moved  that  the 
Business  should  be  declared  urgent,  and 
upon  that  Business  was  declared  to  be 
urgent  by  3  to  1  in  a  House  of  300  Mem- 
bers. The  Bules  with  regard  to  urgency 
never  became  Standing  Orders  as  a 
whole  ;  some  were  adopted  into  the 
Eules  of  Debate  ;  but  this  one  never  did 
become  a  Standing  Order.  On  the  first 
occasion,  on  the  3rd  of  February,  1881, 
Urgency  was  declared ;  but  the  effective 
Resolution  putting  an  end  to  debate  was 
not  moved  till  the  21st,  so  that  ample 
time  and  deliberation  were  given  to  the 
House.  But  on  this  occasion  we  are 
informed  at  midnight  one  night,  and  the 
Motion  is  made  at  4  o'clock  next  day. 
The  precedent  that  was  now  being  set 
was  deprived  of  all  the  safeguards  and 
conditions  for  deliberation  that  were 
previously  observed.  The  precedent  now 
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being  established  would  permit  a  House 
of  41  Members  to  pass  a  Eesolution  of 
this  kind  at  24  hours'  Notice.  That  the 
Besolution  gave  a  week  for  the  disoussion 
formed  no  essential  part  of  the  precedent, 
forotherprecedents  could  bequoted  when 
only  a  few  hours'  discussion  were  permit- 
ted. It  would  be  a  precedent  for  the  pass- 
ing of  a  Resolution  by  a  majority  of  1, 
by  which  the  discussion  on  any  measure, 
however  important,  could  be  brought  to 
a  close  at  once  without  debate  or  Divi- 
sion. They  were  going  further  even 
than  the  Resolution  of  the  24th  of  Feb- 
ruary, the  10th  of  March,  and  the  4th 
of  July,  which  all  made  it  necessary 
that  the  Amendments  set  down  should 
be  voted  upon,  so  that  the  Government 
might  accept  some  and  improve  their 
Bill;  but  by  this  Resolution  all  the 
Amendments  were  to  be  swept  awaj, 
and  they  were  to  vote  on  the  clauses 
without  amendment.  The  Government 
were  thus  putting  it  out  of  its  power  to 
consider  any  Amendments  which  might 
be  proposed.  The  precedent  now  being 
established  would  be  most  dangerous  for 
any  minority,  and  particularly  for  the 
Conservative  Party.  Assuming  the  Li- 
beral Party  were  in  a  majority,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  proposed  a  Bill  for  the 
abolition  of  the  House  of  Lords,  under 
this  Resolution  Notice  could  be  given 
and  the  Bill  be  at  once  put  to  the  vote 
after,  perhaps,  only  12  hours'  discussion. 
Some  day  the  Conservative  Party  must 
be  in  a  minority,  and  this  machinery 
would  be  used  by  the  Party  of  action  in 
a  manner  even  more  arbitrary  than  it 
was  now  being  used.  It  would  be  far 
better  to  add  to  the  Resolution  that  it 
mubt  be  voted  by  a  House  of  200  or  300. 
It  was  not  even  necessary,  according  to 
this  precedent,  for  the  Resolution  to  be 
proposed  by  the  Leader  of  the  House. 
In  his  opinion,  and  speaking  in  no  Party 
sense,  the  Government  were  establishing 
a  precedent  of  a  most  inconvenient  and 
dangerous  character.  He  did  not  say 
that  seven  days  were  not  sufficient  to 
allow  for  the  discussion  of  the  remain- 
ing clauses  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  should 
vote  against  the  Resolution,  on  the 
ground  that,  from  the  manner  of  its  in- 
troduction and  the  absence  of  safeguards 
in  it,  it  formed  a  most  dangerous  pre- 
cedent for  the  future  conduct  of  the 
Business  of  the  House.  No  Motion  tor 
Urgency  ought  ever  to  be  proposed  to 
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the  House  without  the  clearest  necessity. 
The  Government  consider  that  15  days' 
debate  in  Committee  on  a  Bill  affecting 
the  liberties  of  the  whole  Irish  people 
are  excessive  and  justify  repression.  But 
the  Conservatives  occupied  22  days  in 
Committee  in  opposing  the  abolition  of 
flogging  in  the  Army  in  1879.  They 
occupied  39  days  of  1880  in  Committee 
on  the  Irish  Land  Bill,  and  yet  they 
deem  15  days  utterly  intolerable  when  a 
nation  struggles  against  coercive  legis- 
lation which  curtails  the  liberties  of  the 
people. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  it  was  a  matter  worthy  of 
distinct  notice  that  notwithstanding  so 
weighty  a  speech  as  that  which  they  had 
just  heard  from  so  weighty  an  authority 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair),  who 
had  filled  for  years  the  distinguished 
OflBce  of  Chairman  of  Committees,  no 
Member  of  the  Government  had  risen 
to  reply.  The  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  matter  was  of  a  piece  with 
their  attitude  for  some  weeks  past. 
They  sat  in  silence  before  them,  using 
their  mechanical  majority  from  time  to 
time  to  meet  the  arguments  against  the 
Bill.  This  Resolution  was  a  consequence 
of  the  evil  course  which  the  House  had 
adopted  on  previous  occasions.  From 
the  day  that  the  first  Urgency  Resolu- 
tion was  adopted  the  House  was  placed 
on  an  inclined  plane,  and  its  course  had 
been  uniformly  downward.  Whether 
they  had  yet  reached  the  lowest  point 
was  a  matter  of  opinion,  though  he  did 
not  think  they  had.  Another  point 
which  would  have  struck  anyone  who 
considered  the  matter  was  that,  startling 
as  was  the  proposition,  the  Government 
had  been  absolutely  unable  to  adduce 
a  single  precedent  from  the  long  history 
of  Parliamentary  procedure  for  the 
course  they  were  now  pursuing.  The 
previous  Resolutions  of  this  kind  had 
been  passed  under  circumstances  entirely 
different  and  with  safeguards  which  this 
altogether  lacked.  There  was  no  in- 
stance before  of  any  such  proposal  as 
this  for  definitely  bringing  the  discus- 
sion in  Committee  to  a  close  at  a  certain 
fixed  date.  This  proposal  was  entirely 
unprecedented  in  its  character,  and  was 
entirely  foreign  and  strange  to  the 
whole  spirit  and  history  of  the  House. 
It  was  a  departure  from  the  best  tradi- 
tions of  the  House,  and  it  did  appear 


that  this  "  Mother  of  Parliaments,''  as 
it  was  fondly  called,  was  likely  to  see  a 
degradation  far  more  serious  than  had 
yet  been  experienced  by  any  legislative 
Assembly  in  the  world.     It  was  said  that 
this  proposal  had  become  necessary  be- 
cause the  advice  and  suggestions  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  and  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
had  not  been  followed.  But  he  traversed 
the  statement  that  such  advice  had  not 
been  followed.  In  a  single  night  Clause 
3  was  passed  in  its  entirety,  and  the 
fourth  clause  was  passed  after  two  sit- 
tings of  the  House,  one  of  which  was  a 
short  Wednesday  sitting.     The  House 
already  possessed  abundant    means  of 
bringing  irrelevant  discussion  to  an  end 
— the  closure  afforded  an  ample  safe- 
guard against  undue  prolixity  of  debate. 
What  was  the  nature  of   the  Bill  to 
carry  which    this   Motion     had     been 
brought  in  ?    It  was  not  an  ordinary 
Bill   dealing  with    property  rights  or 
local  interests — it    was    a  Bill    which 
affected  the  liberties  of  the  subjects  of 
one  entire  division  of  the  United  King- 
dom, and  if  there  was  any  Bill  to  dis- 
cuss which  the  fullest  possible  liberty 
should  be  allowed  to  the  Representatives 
of  the  people  to  be  affected  by  it,  it  was 
this  Bill,  and  yet  it  was  in  respect  to  a 
Bill   of  this  important  kind  that  the 
mouths  of  the  people's  Representatives 
were  to  be  closed  without  any  answer 
being  given  to  their  arguments.     The 
Government  seemed  to  drive  the  only 
vestige  of  protection  left  to  minorities 
from  its  last  resting  place  in  the  hands 
of  the  Chairman  of  Committees.     Why 
not  dispense   with   all  the   subsequent 
stages  of  a  Bill  after  its  introduction, 
and  when  read  send  it  up  immediately 
to  the  House  of  Lords  ?    It  would  be  a 
more    honest    policy  than  the  present 
policy  of    the  Government.     The   Go- 
vernment took  the  action  to  remove  the 
diflBculty  in  the  way  of  getting  the  Bill 
through  in  the  only  one  stage  in  which 
they  had  any  difficulty  to  contend  with 
— that  was  to  the  Committee  stage — be- 
cause the  suggestion  they  made  for  put- 
ting the  Question  was  not  always  suc- 
cessful, and  because  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  found  that  his  own  posi- 
tion   was  becoming    shaken    and    dis- 
credited, owing  to  the  repeated  rebuffs 
which  the  Chairman  of  Committees  in 
the  discharge  of  his  duty   and  in  his 
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capacity  of  guardian  of  the  rights  of 
minorities,  had  found  it  necessary  to  ad- 
minister when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man attempted  to  closure  substantial 
Amendments.  In  the  case  of  the  altera- 
tions effected  in  Clause  1,  it  was  idle  to 
say  that  the  discussions  in  Committee 
had  been  obstructive.  The  proposal  of 
the  Government  would  have  the  effect 
of  making  the  remaining  proceedings 
in  Committee  a  hollow  mockery,  and  he 
should  have  been  glad  if  it  had  been  re- 
solved by  the  opponents  of  the  BiU  to 
take  no  further  part  in  them.  The  Bill 
would,  no  doubt,  be  passed,  but  it  would 
retain  the  stain  of  irregularity.  Nemesis 
would  come  sooner  or  later,  and  those 
who  now  heedlessly,  thoughtlessly,  and 
truculently  threw  aside  the  principles 
and  traditions  of  an  illustrious  Assembly 
like  this,  would  inevitably  rue  the  con- 
sequences of  their  own  folly. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELUS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
cliffe)  said,  he  had  listened  to  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Leeds  (Sir  Lyon  Playfair)  with  great 
pleasure,  and  he  was  surprised  that  no 
one  had  risen  on  the  Treasury  Bench  to 
reply  to  it.  The  House  had  become 
accustomed  to  startling  novel  proposi- 
tions made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  in  his  blandest 
manner ;  but  no  proposition  during  the 
Session  was  so  startling  as  that  made 
this  evening.  The  justification  for  this 
extraordinary  proposal  was  wrapped  up 
in  the  word  '' obstruction,"  which  had 
an  effect  on  the  Government  similar  to 
the  red  flag  on  the  bull.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  hardly  have  remem- 
bered the  definition  of  that  term  ac- 
cepted during  the  discussion  of  the  Pro- 
cedure Hules  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Gladstone),  in  1882  or  he  would 
not  have  used  the  word  as  he  had.  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  defined  **  ob- 
struction" as  the  attempt  on  the  part  of 
a  small  minority  to  resist  the  view  of  a 
Parliamentary  majority  otherwise  than 
by  argument.  He  expressly  declared 
that  reiterated  pressure  of  argument 
was  not  obstruction.  Tried  by  that 
standard  the  proceedings  on  the  Crimes 
Bill  could  not  fairly  be  described  as 
obstruction.  There  was  some  little  lack 
of  historical  knowledge  in  regard  to 
proceedings  in  times  gone  by,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
was  able  to  correct  some   errors  into 
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which  the  Leader  of  the  House  fell  in 
referring  to  discussion  on  the  Land  Bill. 
Let  each  Member  of  the  House  consider 
the  Bill  as  applicable  to  his  own  consti- 
tuency, and  he  would  take  a  different 
view  from  that  held  by  the  Government. 
Let  him  fancy,  in  his  own  constituency, 
this  terrible  engine  for  the  suppression 
of  free  speech,  the  infringement  of  the 
freedom  of  the  Press,  the  suppression  of 
the  right  of  meeting,  and  the  suspension 
of  liberty.  Let  him  suppose  this  Bill  at 
work  suspending  all  rights  of  Constitu- 
tional agitation,  and  he  would  come  to 
the  vjew  that  Irish  Members  represent- 
ing five-sixths  of  the  country  would  have 
failed  in  their  duty  to  their  constituents 
if  they  had  not  offered  the  most  stren- 
uous opposition  in  their  power  to  the 
passing  of  the  measure.  Considering, 
too,  the  mode  in  which  the  Bill  was 
drafted,  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
conducted,  the  hours  wasted  through 
the  Government  failing  to  make  con- 
cessions until  the  last  moment  after 
long  discussion,  the  charge  of  ob- 
struction could  not  fairly  be  applied. 
Hon.  Members  who  absented  them- 
selves throughout  the  evening  and 
returned  at  11  o'clock  or  at  mid- 
night, and  who  failed  thereby  to  grasp 
the  point  at  issue,  might  consider  the 
discussions  wearisome;  indeed,  it  was 
admitted  that  unless  they  followed  the 
arguments  closely  the  details  of  the  Bill 
were  wearisome;  but  a  suspicion  had 
gained  strength  in  his  mind  that  the 
dislike  shown  to  a  prolonged  discussion 
had  another  cause,  that  the  arguments 
against  the  Bill  were  more  cogent  than 
the  Government  were  disposed  to  admit. 
He  remembered  that  on  one  evening 
six  Queen's  Counsel  rose  one  after  the 
other  and  forcibly  criticized  a  portion  of 
the  Bill,  and  he  particularly  noticed  the 
growing  sense  of  impatience  after  this 
fire  of  criticism.  The  Prime  Minister 
spoke  of  remembering  the  time  when  a 
Coercion  Bill  introduced  into  the  House 
in  the  morning  passed  at  night.  Possibly 
the  Leader  of  the  House  looked  back 
with  envy  on  that  time ;  but  the  time 
had  happily  gone  by  for  ever  when  they 
could  pass  such  measures  with  such 
rapidity  through  the  House  of  Commons, 
He  had  said  the  proposition  was  of  a 
startling  nature,  and,  personally,  he  felt 
some  sympathy  for  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  he  painfully  struggled  to  find 
some  precedent  for  his  action.    He  fell 
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into  inaccuracies,  and  almost  apologized 
for  not  having  the  details  of  his  story 
more  correctly.  It  was  hardly  necessary 
to  cast  about  for  a  precedent.  The 
Tory  democracy  was  largely  influenced 
by  novelty.  It  was  the  very  essence  of 
its  creed,  which  seemed  saturated  with 
a  passion  for  novel  proposals.  What 
they  had  been  debating  that  evening 
was  but  a  new  form  of  the  1st  New 
Rule  of  Procedure.  The  Closure  Rule 
had  already  become  rusty  and  blunt  in 
its  operation,  and  more  than  once  it  had 
pierced  the  hand  of  him  who  tried  to 
use  it,  and  so  it  was  thought  necessary 
to  forge  a  new  weapon.  He  had  a 
rooted  aversion  to  the  Closure  Rule, 
and  its  operation  had  already  abun- 
dantly justified  the  prognostications  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Qladstone)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread), 
and  was  simply  an  inclined  plane  down 
which  the  House  was  rapidly  slipping. 
The  Leader  of  the  House  held  the 
Motion  necessary  to  uphold  the  honour 
and  dignity  of  the  House ;  but,  with 
the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  House  as 
much  at  heart  as  any  on  the  other  side, 
he  maintained  that  the  preservation  of 
the  dignity  of  the  House  rested  upon 
respect  for  the  traditions  of  the  past  and 
the  right  of  freedom  of  speech  in  debate. 
In  the  year  1864  some  striking  words 
had  been  used  in  that  House  by  a  very 
eminent  man,  which  he  would  venture 
to  quote.     Mr.  Disraeli  then  said — 

"  What  makes  the  House  of  Commons  in- 
fluential in  contradistinction  to  the  popular 
Assemblies  of  other  countries  is  this  —  that 
when  there  is  any  great  question  of  difficulty 
the  country  feels  that  we  are  solving  it,  not 
merely  by  the  present  thought  and  existing 
intelligence  of  the  Members  of  the  House,  but 
that  we  come  to  its  consideration  fortified  by 
precedent,  and  bringing  to  bear  upon  it  the 
accumulated  wisdom  of  the  eminent  men  who 
have  preceded  us." 

The  Leader  of  the  House  had  upon 
this  occasion  been  absolutely  unable 
to  find  any  precedent  for  the  course 
he  had  adopted,  and  he  agreed  with 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Leeds 
(Sir  Lyon  Play  fair)  that  the  most  im- 
portant aspect  of  this  Motion  was  its 
relation  to  the  procedure  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  Nothing  could  be  more 
dangerous  in  its  effect  on  that  Assembly 
than  to  deprive  hon.  Members  of  the 
opportunity  of  criticizing  proposals  made 
to  them  on  the  character  and  conduct  of 


each  other.  If  they  smothered  discussion, 
then  they  would  drive  all  serious  dis- 
cussions to  public  platforms,  and  that 
would  be  very  deplorable  for  this  reason, 
that  when  Members  were  there  face  to 
face  with  each  other,  their  language  had 
a  character  of  moderation  which  was  not 
always  found  on  public  platforms.  If 
discussion  was  driven  to  public  plat- 
forms, they  would  have  utterances  of  a 
very  different  kind.  It  was  for  this 
reason  mainly,  on  account  of  its  effect 
on  the  proceedings  of  that  House,  and 
its  absolute  defiance  of  all  the  tradi- 
tions of  that  Assembly,  that  he  should 
unhesitatingly  record  his  vote  against 
the  proposition  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasurv 

Mb.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork)  said, 
as  one  who  had  taken  a  small  part  in 
opposing  the  Coercion  Bill,  he  did  not 
regret  that  the  opportunity  to  continue 
that  opposition  had  been  removed  in  the 
way  proposed  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  because  it  was  not  inappro- 
priate that  on  a  Bill  intended  to  stifle 
the  liberties  of  the  Irish  people,  the  Go- 
vernment should  commence  by  stifling 
discussion  in  that  House.  The  Govern- 
ment appeared  to  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  they  had  made  at  least  a 
tactical  mistake  in  yielding  to  the  Irish 
Members  as  they  had  done  on  the  1st 
clause,  and  were  determined  to  ignore 
all  Amendments  on  the  subsequent 
clauses,  and  if  that  were  so  it  was  a 
great  deal  more  creditable  to  them  that 
they  should  carry  the  Bill  in  the  man- 
ner provided  by  the  Motion  before  the 
House  rather  than  by  continuing  to 
meet  the  Amendments  to  it  in  an  un- 
compromising spirit  of  unreasonable 
opposition.  He  had  endeavoured  to 
find  a  precedent  for  the  action  of  the 
Government,  and  he  believed  he  had 
found  an  historical  precedent  for  it. 
One  of  the  Kings  of  France,  whose  name 
he  forgot,  was  exceedingly  fond  of 
entering  into  metaphysical  discussions 
with  his  courtiers.  The  latter,  however, 
soon  found  out  that  when  the  Monarch 
was  worsted  in  an  argument  he  took  to 
kicking  their  shins,  and  he  (Mr.  Mau- 
rice Healy)  could  not  compare  the 
action  of  the  Government  on  that  Bill  to 
anything  more  than  the  action  of  that 
Boyal  personage.  The  Government  were 
unable  to  give  any  reply  to  the  Amend- 
ments proposed,  and  accordingly  they 
had  discovered  that  device  for  stifling 
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all  legitimate  discussion.    With  respect 
to  the  charge  of  obstruction,  he  would 
point  out  how  absurd  were  the  argu- 
ments of  the  Tories,  who  themselves  in 
the  case  of  the  Land  Act  and  also  the 
Crimes  Act,  and  the  Bules  of  the  Gt)- 
yemment,  occupied  more  time  in  their 
opposition  of  those  measures  than  the 
Irish  Members  had  done  in  the  case  of 
a  Bill  which  was  to  deprive  the  Irish 
people  of  their  liberties,  and  which  was, 
moreover,  a  Bill  which  was  to  continae 
for  ever.    He  would  challenge  any  fair 
and  impartial    man    to   take  the    1st 
clause,  as  amended,  in  his  hand  and, 
comparing  it  with  the  clause  as  origi- 
nally introduced,   to  say  whether  the 
attitude  of  the  Irish  Members  had  not 
been  simply  justified    by    the  results 
which  had  been    attained.     The    pro- 
posal of  the  Government  amounted  to  a 
virtual  impeachment  of  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,   who  had  acted  with  im> 
partiality.  It  was  an  appeal  from  know- 
ledge to  ignorance — it  was  an  appeal 
from  the  Chairman  of  Committees  to  the 
unreasonable  ferocity  of  hon.  Members 
opposite.    It  was  a  most  unfair  and  un- 
worthy thing,  when  dealing  with  a  small 
minority  in  that  House  wno  were  fight- 
ing for  what  they  considered  the  cause 
of  their  country  in  the  face  of  great  odds, 
that  the  G-overnment  should  invent  this 
exceptional  proceeding  to  get  rid  of  the 
sanction  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
which  they  insisted  on  when  they  were 
devising  a  Bule  which  might  be  used 
against  themselves. 

Mb.  W.  H,  smith  rose  in  his 
place  and  claimed  to  move,  ''That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put  accordingly,  '*  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  284  ;  Noes 
167  :  Majority  117.— (Div.  List,  No. 
214.) 

Question  put,  "That  the  words  *at 
Ten  o'clock  p.m.'  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  301 ;  Noes 
181:  Majority  120.— (Div.  List,  No. 
215.) 

Me.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  I  am 
afraid  I  shall  be  compelled  to  ask  the 
attention  of  the  House  for  some  time. 
Although  I  understand  certain  festivities 
are  to  take  place  to-morrow,  I  am  sure 

Mr,  Maurice  Healy 


that  even  Tory  Members  of  the  House 
and  their  Eriends  who  sit  upon  this  side 
of  the  House  will  admit  that  I  am  en- 
titled to  believe  that  the  liberties  of  the 
Irish  people,,  which  we  are  sent  here  to 
defend,  are  in  our  eyes  at  least  of  more 
value  than  any  proceedings  which  may 
take  place  at  Portsmouth  to-morrow.     I 
intend  to  end  by  moving  an  Amendment 
to  the  Motion  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) ;  but  before 
I  do  so,  I  desire  to  make  the  frank  ad- 
mission that  not  only  have  the  English 
people  a  right  to  be  satisfied  with  the 
progress  of  Business  in  this  House  during 
the  last  four  or  five  months,  but  that  we 
also  have  a  right  to  be  satisfied  with  it. 
We  have  a  right  to  be  satisfied  with  it 
when  we  recollect  the  pledges  and  pro- 
fessions by  which  not  only  Gentlemen 
who  sit  opposite  came  into  power,  but 
by  which  some  Gentlemen  sitting  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  and  sailing  under  cer- 
tain colours,  obtained  the  confidence  of 
the  electors.    It  is  patent  to  everyone 
that    the    electors    would   never    have 
thought  of  reposing  confidence  in   the 
so-called  Liberal  Unionists  had  they  at 
the  time  of  the  Election  advocated  the 
policy  they  are  now  advocating.     When 
the  House  met  in  January,  a  vast  pro- 
gramme of  reform  was  laid  before  it,  and 
we  know  what  has  become  of  that  pro- 
gramme.    The  promised  reforms  have 
melted  away ;  and  now  the  House  is  asked 
to  express  its  regret  that  the  crop  of 
coercion  has  not  ripened  sufficiently  fast 
to  suit  the  allies  of  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  who,  as  long  as  he  clings  to 
power,  are  his  masters,  but  who,  when 
once  he  and  his  Party  are  driven  from 
power,  will  become  his  abject  slaves.     I 
desire  to  refer  for  a  very  few  moments  to 
the  delay  which  has  occurred,  and  to  the 
reasons  which  have  led  to  that  delay. 
There  are  several  reasons  for  the  delay. 
I  do  not  intend  to  allude  to  the  previous 
debates  upon  a  Bule,  which,  after  ob- 
taining it  by  a  waste  of  very  nearly  a 
month  of  the  time  of  this  House,  is  now 
declared  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  be  practically  unworkable  ;  but, 
Sir,  I  desire  to  allude  specifically  to  the 
length  of  the  debates  on  the  Crimes  Bill 
for  which  the  Government  are  now  seek- 
ing to  get  Urgency.     I  may  remind  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman    (Mr.    W.    H. 
Smith)  that  the  precedents  of  other  Coer- 
cion Bills  cannot  be  fairly  appealed  to 
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on  this  occasion.  This  Coercion  Bill  has 
been  marked  by  several  distinguishing 
features — not  only  by  its  permanency, 
which  is  undoubted,  but  by  the  new 
crimes  which  it  is  proposed  to  create,  and 
by  the  political  character  of  the  repres- 
sion which  it  proposes  to  apply  to  the 
National  League,  a  body  which  has  kept 
the  tenantry  of  Ireland  from  despair. 
This  Coercion  Bill  is  particularly  dis- 
tinguished from  its  predecessors  by  the 
fact  that  it  is  the  product  of  a  combina- 
tion of  Tories  on  tho  one  hand  and  dis- 
credited and  ruined  men  on  the  other. 
There  is  another  cause  which  has  led  to 
the  prolongation  of  the  debates  in  Com- 
mittee on  this  BiU,  and  it  is  this — that 
our  arguments  and  appeals,  no  matter 
how  reasonably  and  moderately  made, 
have  been  usually  addressed  to  empty 
Benches,  and  met  by  the  Government 
with  a  persistent  non  possumus,     I  also 
wish  to  allude  very  shortly  to  a  remark- 
able speech  made  a  few  days  ago  by  the 
Earl  of  Derby,  a  gentleman  who  is  no 
particular  friend  of  ours.     The  House 
will  recollect  that  in  that  speech  the 
noble  Lord  said  we  are  fighting  for  the 
liberties  of  our  nation,  and,  therefore, 
he  counselled  that  moderation  on  the 
part  of    the  Government   towards    us 
which,  I  regret,  they  do  not  now  seem 
disposed  to  exercise.     What  is  our  posi- 
tion ?    We  are  resisting  the  permanent 
degradation  of  Ireland.     This  is  not  a 
Bill  which  is  to  remain  law  for  18  months 
or  two  years,  but  it  is  a  Bill  which  will 
permanently    destroy    our    rights    and 
liberties.     We  conceive  we  have,  there- 
fore, great  right  to  discussion — that  free- 
dom of  debate  should  be  more  carefully 
preserved  to  us  than  if  this  were  a  mere 
temporary    measure.        Under    certain 
clauses    of   the    Bill    almost    despotic 
power  is  to    be  vested    in    the    Lord 
Lieutenant   of  Ireland,  or  his  deputy 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.    Under 
this    Bill   power  is   to   be   granted  to 
these  Gentlemen   to   declare   any  per- 
son who  stands  on  a  platform  and  de- 
fends the  cause  of  his  constituents,  to  be 
a  criminal,  and  to  send  him  not  only  be- 
fore two  Resident  Magistrates,  but  also 
to  make  him  subject  to  the  infamous 
Whiteboy  Code  of  Acts,  which  has  been 
nominally  dropped,   but  which,   under 
the   7th  clause  of   this   Bill,  will  un- 
doubtedly be  brought  into  operation. 
This  Bill  destroys  the  right  of  public 


meeting,  and  it  is  aimed  at  the  destruc- 
tion of  combinations  on  the  part  of  the 
tenants  to  defend  their  property  and 
their  miserable  huts  and  cabins.  Under 
such  circumstances  it  seems  to  be  our 
duty  to  protest  against  the  high-handed 
course  the  House  is  now  asked  to  adopt. 
Now  I  ask  what  remedy  does  the  Go- 
vernment propose  for  this  loss  of  time 
they  seem  so  seriously  to  regret.  They 
propose  by  this  Motion  to  give  us  four 
and  a-half  days  to  debate  the  remaining 
clauses  of  the  Bill.  They  propose  to  do 
this  under  a  Rule  which  entitles  the 
Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill  to  move 
to  report  Progress  at  any  hour  he  likes, 
and  which  does  not  bind  that  Member 
to  bring  on  the  Bill  for  discussion  until 
Friday  next,  if  it  so  pleases  him.  We 
have  not  got  absolutely  the  right  to  four 
and  a-half  days'  discussion,  but  to  such 
portion  of  that  time  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  may 
choose  to  give  us.  May  I  also  point  out 
that  in  addition  this  Motion,  if  carried, 
would  deprive  us  of  the  protection  of  the 
Chair,  a  protection  which  was  forced 
upon  us  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  himself 
not  very  long  ago.  Let  me  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact  that 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  insisted 
that  the  Chair  should  exercise  its  right 
of  veto,  he  made  that  very  fact  an  argu- 
ment for  obtaining  closure  by  a  bare 
majority,  an  enactment  which  he  would 
never  have  succeeded  in  getting  except 
for  the  veto  of  the  Chair.  I  desire  to 
glance  very  briefly  at  the  conduct  of  the 
Gentlemen  who  now  propose  extreme 
measures,  when  they  were  defending 
what  they  considered  to  be  an  invasion 
of  class  privileges.  This  Bill  has  been 
under  discussion  in  Committee  for  15 
days,  66  Divisions  have  been  taken  on 
Amendments,  and  Amendment  after 
Amendment  has  been  dropped  without 
Division  in  order  that  the  Party  which 
is  now  in  power  should  not  be  able  to  go 
to  the  country  saying  we  have  ob- 
structed the  passing  of  the  measure. 
Fourteen  times  has  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
moved  the  closure,  and  on  many  occa- 
sions the  closure  was  moved  by  him 
when  we  were  quite  ready  to  take  a 
Division  on  the  Main  Question.  Sir,  I 
have  calculated  that,  removing  from  the 
time  occupied  in  Committee  tho  time 
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occupied  in    Divisions,   we    have    had 
about  85  hours'  discussion  in  Oommittee 
on  this  Bill.    We  have  passed  four  very 
long  and  momentous  clauses.      What 
was  the  position  of  the  Tory  Party  when 
they  were  in  Opposition  in  1882  ?  On  72 
lines  of  Eules  and  Procedure  they  occu- 
pied 30  days,  and  took  56  Divisions.  On 
the  matter  of  the   Procedure   of  this 
House,  a  matter  which  it  is  always  in  the 
power  of  this  House  by  a  single  Motion 
to  alter,  they  thought  it  their  duty  to 
waste  30  days  of  the  time  of  the  House, 
and  to  take  56  Divisions.     Now  I  ask 
Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of    the 
House,  before  they  vote  for  the  passing 
of  this  Bule  in  its  present  form,  to  re- 
collect what  quest-ions  we  have  to  discuss. 
Let  me  mention  some  of  the  more  impor- 
tant ones.    In  the  first  place,  it  is  pro- 
posed that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land   should  have   power  to  proclaim 
counties  by  the  advice  of  the  Irish  Privy 
Council,  the  Irish  Privy  Council  being  a 
body,  the  extent  of  whose  powers  we 
ought  to  object  to  in  the  strongest  pos- 
sible manner.    In  the  four  and  a- half 
days  to  be  given  up  to  us,  we  shall  have 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fact  that  this  power  of  proclaiming  coun- 
ties   may  be  exercised    by    the   Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  for  whatever  pur- 
pose he  likes.    We  shall  have  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
suppression  of   public  meetings  which, 
under  the  6th  and  7th  clauses  of   the 
Bill,  it  will  be   in   the  power  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  insure ;  we  shall  have 
to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  the  fact  that  the  whole  code  of  White- 
boy  Acts  as  to  public  meetings  and  the 
suppression  of  combinations  will  be  im- 
ported by  the  7th  clause  into  this  Bill, 
and    that    the    suggestion    that    these 
powers  shall  be  subjected  to  the  con- 
trol of  Parliament  is  the  merest  farce. 
Now,  there  are  other  clauses  in  the  Bill 
equally  important.     I  find  further  on  in 
this  Bill  that  it  will  deprive  the  Irish 
people  of  the  right  of  bearing  arms,  and 
that  it  will  provide  for  search  warrants 
directed  against  whole  localities.     The 
method  of  constructing  special   juries 
will  require   the  greatest  and  keenest 
discussion,  having   regard  to  the  fact 
that  you  have  already  taken  power  to 
try  Nationalists  by  special  juries  after 
change  of  venue.     Furthermore,  I  may 
draw  attention  to  the  period  and  method 
of  punishment  prescribed  by  the  Bill. 

2ir.  Chance 


In  the  small  space  of  time  allotted  to  us 
we  shall  have  to  discuss  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Carnarvon  District  (Mr. 
Swetenham),  whose  idea  of  political 
liberty  is  to  be  discovered  by  his  Amend- 
ment, which  prescribes  that  the  Judge 
shall  be  entitled  to  award  150  strokes 
with  a  cat-o'-nine-tails  to  anyone  con- 
victed under  the  Act.  Then  I  see  that 
Members  of  the  Party  opposite  liave 
Amendments  dealing  with  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Court  of  Summary  Jurisdic- 
tion, which  Amendments,  I  presume, 
will  receive  somewhat  greater  considera- 
tion than  any  Amendments  we  could 
propose.  There  are  powers  given  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  to 
make  rules  as  to  the  witnesses  and 
prisoners'  expenses,  to  make  rules  as 
to  the  whole  course  of  procedure,  rules 
which  may  bear  most  oppressively 
upon  prisoners,  and  upon  choso  who 
have  to  differ  politically  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Act.  Now,  Sir,  I 
do  not  desire  to  weary  the  House  by 
any  further  observations  ;  I  think  it  is 
perfectly  clear  to  any  person  in  this 
House  of  independent  mind  that  these 
questions  could  not  possibly  receive 
even  a  shade  of  discussion  in  the  few 
hours — 32  hours  at  most — which  are  to 
be  awarded  to  us  under  this  Motion.  If 
Parliament  is  to  degrade  itself  for  the 
purpose  of  degrading  the  Irish  people, 
let  us  at  least  have  some  time  to  consider 
the  matter.  I  warn  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  and  his  Colleagues  that  a 
Bill  passed  by  the  discreditable  methods 
now  proposed  cannot  possibly  obtain 
the  slightest  respect  from  any  free  or 
independent  people,    and    I    therefore 

Jropose  to  leave  out  ''the  17th  day  of 
une  "  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  "the 
24th  day  of  June,"  in  order  that  we 
should  have  at  least  seven  or  eight  Par- 
liamentary days  to  deal  with  these  mat- 
ters of  high  importance,  not  only  to  us, 
but  to  the  credit  of  Parliament,  whose 
credit  for  fair  play  is  at  stake. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
''17th"  and  insert  "  24th."  —  (Iff. 
Chance.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  *17th' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  tiie  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster):  Mr.  Speaj^er,  I  have 
listened  very  carefully  to  t\e  observa- 


1657 


Business  of 


{June  10,  1887} 


ihe  House. 


1658 


tions  whicli  have  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Chance),  and  which 
have  been  founded  principally  upon  the 
contention  that  the  five  days  which  will 
elapse  between  this  and  the  17th  June 
are  insufficient  for  the  discussion  of  the 
remaining  clauses  of  this  Bill.  That, 
Sir,  was  not  the  view  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  South  Leeds 
(Sir  Lyon  Playfair),  who,  with  the  great 
experience  he  brings  to  bear  upon  dis- 
cussions in  this  House,  thinks  that  five 
days  are  sufficient  for  the  discussion  of 
this  Bill.  And  I  am  within  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  when  I  say  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Galway  (Colonel  Nolan) 
expressed  a  view  which  was  very  similar 
in  character  although  not  precisely  the 
same  as  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. There  are  undoubtedly  two  or 
three  questions  of  considerable  im- 
portance to  be  considered  by  the  Com- 
mittee when  it  returns  on  Monday  to 
the  consideration  of  the  Bill ;  but  there 
must  be  a  limit  to  the  period  which  can 
be  given  to  the  consideration  of  these 
questions,  however  important,  and 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  these 
questions  have  been  debated  on  the  first 
reading  of  the  Bill,  on  the  second  reading, 
and  on  the  Motion,  that  you.  Sir,  do 
leave  the  Chair — having  regard  to  the 
fact  that  the  whole  matter  within  the 
Bill  has  been  debated  over  and  over 
again,  it  does  not  seem  to  me  that  the 
Government  are  seeking  too  much  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway 
when  they  seek  to  put  a  limit  to  the  dis- 
cussion on  these  questions  of  five  days 
more,  especially  when  there  must  be 
another  stage  on  which  discussion  can 
be  taken  ;  the  stage  of  Beport  when 
you.  Sir,  will  be  in  the  Chair.  I  am 
lothe  to  appear  to  insist  too  strongly  upon 
the  Besolution  I  have  submitted  to  the 
House,  but  after  having  given  the  fullest 
possible  consideration  to  the  question, 
after  having  weighed  the  importance  of 
all  questions  which  can  be  submitted  to 
the  House,  I  have  come  to  the  con- 
clusion, with  the  assistance  of  those 
who  are  able  to  give  an  opinion  on  the 
subject,  that  five  full  days  are  at  least 
ample  for  the  consideration  of  any 
questions  which  can  be  raised  upon  the 
remaining  clauses.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, I  must  oppose  the  Amendment 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Chance) 
has  proposed. 


Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  must  say  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  does 
himself  great  injustice  in  not  making 
longer  speeches  in  the  House.  He  al- 
ways imports  very  great  sincerity  into 
everything  he  says ;  indeed,  I  feel  per- 
suaded that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
brings  full  conviction  to  bear  upon  any 
remarks  he  has  to  make.  But,  Sir, 
allow  me  to  say  that  I  do  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  entirely  mistaken  in 
the  position  he  assumes  when  he  says 
that  five  full  days  are  sufficient  for  the 
consideration  of  the  remaining  clauses 
of  this  Bill.  Why  are  not  five  minutes 
sufficient  ?  If  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment take  up  the  position  that  an  end 
can  be  put  to  debate,  why  give  us  five 
days  ?  They  mean  to  accept  no  Amend- 
ment, and  therefore,  why  not  put  the 
closure  on  at  once?  Why  five  days? 
That  is  the  absurdity  of  their  position. 
Why  do  not  they  take  the  advice  of  the 
gentlemen  who  write  for  The  Times? 
These  gentlemen  have  no  conscience- 
why  not  take  their  advice  ?  You  appear 
to  imagine  that  there  is  a  sacramental 
period  at  which  you  can  say  everything 
is  fully  discussed.  If  you  are  infallible 
surely  your  infallibility  might  just  as 
well  prompt  you  to  allow  only  two  days 
or  two  minutes  for  the  remaining  clauses, 
as  four  days.  Why  not,  like  Desdemona, 
when  she  was  pressing  for  a  particular 
office  for  a  gentleman  with  whom  we 
are  all  acquainted,  say  on  Wednesday  ? 
Once  you  assume  that  a  particular  time 
can  be  fixed  for  the  conclusion  of  the 
discussion  of  any  Bill,  you  forsake  all 
the  principles  of  debate.  Now,  let  me 
point  out  how  altogether  hollow  are  the 
arguments  in  support  of  the  position 
taken  up  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
What  is  to  prevent  the  gentlemen  who 
write  letters  to  The  Times  taking  up  the 
entire  time  to  be  allotted  to  us  ?  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
give  us  a  written  assurance  that  no  one 
will  speak  on  his  side  of  the  House  ? 
Is  it  not  possible  that  Liberal  Unionists 
will  talk  for  the  whole  five  days  and  not 
allow  us  to  get  a  single  word  in  ?  You 
seem  to  suppose  a  kind  of  truce  of  God ; 
that  we  should  assume  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Government  side  of  the  House 
will  be  absolutely  bound  over  to  keep 
the  peace  during  the  next  five  days,  and 
that  we  shall  be  allowed  to  romp  round 
ourselves  aud   absolutely    ezolude  all 
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Parliamentary  disonssion,  so  far  as  the 
Gk>yernmeiit  supporters  are  concerned. 
If  the  Motion  of  the  Government  is 
adopted,  effective  debate  will  disappear, 
because  the  great  Tory  Party  and  the 
greater  Liberal  Unionist  Party  will  be 
compelled  to  absolute  silence.  I  do  hope 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  (Mr. 
Courtney)  will  take  note  of  the  position 
taken  up  by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  that  during  the  next  five  days  he 
will  not  allow  one  word  to  be  uttered  by 
any  Gentleman  who  sits  upon  the  Go- 
vernment side  of  the  House  or  upon  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Benches.  It  is  to  be 
understood,  as  I  understand  it,  that  the 
next  five  days  are  to  be  thought  a  sacred 
period  of  time,  which  we  are  to  have  for 
our  own  consumption.  It  is  a  healthy 
position  to  be  taken  up  in  the  first  As- 
sembly of  Gentlemen  in  Europe,  the 
great  Temple  of  Liberty  that  we  hear  so 
much  about,  that  the  whole  Government 
Party  is  to  be  excused  from  debate,  and 
tiie  discussion  left  to  Irish  rapperees.  A 
healthy  position  for  the  English  Govern- 
ment to  assume  in  the  latter  part  of  the 
19th  century!  I  do  hope  we  shall  live 
to  see  the  time  when,  as  my  hon  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell) 
pungently  pointed  out,  a  Government  in 
Office  will  measure  out,  like  so  many 
yards  of  tape,  the  opposition  of  some 
future  Party  to  Church  Disestablishment, 
or  some  other  portion  of  the  unautho- 
rized programme,  when,  perhaps,  those 
who  have  started  that  agenda — that  is 
the  mildest  term  I  can  use — will  be  de- 
nounced by  those  who  are  now  prevent- 
ing liberty  of  discussion.  It  seems  to  me 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  taking  up 
a  very  ill-advised  course.  I  am  very  glad 
to  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Sleaford  Division  of  Lincoln- 
shire (Mr.  Chaplin) in  his  place.  He  was 
the  man  of  all  others  who  denounced  the 
closure,  and  who  only  assented  to  it  be- 
cause he  said  he  felt  full  confidence  the 
veto  of  the  Chair  would  be  exercised  to 
protect  minorities.  Now  you  have  the 
first  step  in  taking  away  the  veto.  This 
Motion  really  amounts  to  a  Want  of  Con- 
fidence in  the  Chair.  You  will  not  allow 
our  Amendments  to  be  proposed  with 
anything  like  adequate  discussion.  You 
take  away  the  veto  of  the  present  Chair- 
man of  Committees,  a  Gentleman  whom 
we  regard  with  the  utmost  admiration. 
Although  at  times  I  have  had  occasion 
to  differ  from  him,  on  the  whole,  I  con- 
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sider  his  conduct  has  been  extremely 
fair  towards  us,  considering  we  are  a 
struggling  Party.  If  you  now  admit 
that  you  can  measure  out  like  so  many 
yards  of  tape  the  time  of  this  House, 
when  you  come  to  some  question  of  die* 
establishment,  you  may  find  a  partizan 
Chairman  in  the  Chair,  and  that  the 
whole  British  liberties  are  at  an  end. 
You  may  have  the  English  Land  Ques- 
tion, the  English  Church  Question,  the 
Graduated  Income  Tax  Question  decided 
by  this  application  of  the  closure.  You 
think  yourselves  safe  in  the  protection 
of  the  House  of  Lords ;  but  it  is  just 
possible  that  at  some  future  time  you 
may  not  have  a  House  of  Lords  to  pro- 
tect you.  I  ask  the  House  to  say  that  it 
is,  on  the  whole,  better  that  the  criminal 
Irish — the  assassins,  cattle  houghers, 
and  scoundrels  of  Ireland — should  have 
an  additional  10  days'  debate  upon  this 
Bill,  rather  than  the  fair  fame  of  Eng- 
land should  be  tarnished  by  the  restric- 
tion of  debate.  If  you  had  not  proposed 
this  closure,  if  the  feelings  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers h:id  not  been  irritated,  if  you  had 
not  held  the  sword  of  Damocles  over  our 
heads,  as  it  were,  it  is  possible  that  dis- 
cussions in  Committee  might  have  been 
finished  on  Friday  next.  If  we  are  to 
have  the  closure  on  Friday  next,  what 
will  happen  ?  Members  will  know  they 
have  until  Friday,  and  some  will  insist 
upon  considering  at  length  one  Amend- 
ment and  others  insist  upon  considering 
at  length  another  Amendment.  For  the 
sake  of  shooting  grouse  on  the  12th  of 
Aueust  you  will  abridge  the  liberties  of 
Irish  Members.  Is  that  a  desirable 
thing?  You  can  shoot  grouse  on  the 
19th  of  August,  and  they  might  be 
stronger  on  the  wing  by  the  19th.  For 
the  sake  of  separating  on  a  given  day  it 
is  proposed  to  do  a  thing  which  will  be 
remembered  for  all  time.  I  must  say 
that  for  a  great  and  powerful  nation 
like  the  English  it  is  not  worth  while 
splitting  straws  with  the  Bepresentatives 
of  Ireland  upon  a  questiun  of  this  kind. 
I  have  often  thought  that  even  if  with 
the  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
(Colonel  King-Harman)  you  consider 
the  Irish  Members  the  scum  of  the  swill 
tub  of  Ireland,  it  would  be  much  wiser 
of  you  to  adopt  a  more  generous  atti- 
tude towards  the  Irish  Bepresentatives. 
You  cannot  expect,  when  you  mete  out 
time  to  us  in  so  rigid  a  manner,  but  that 
those  who  think  they  have  been  onjustlj 
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treated  will  kick  against  the  goad.  There 
are  in  this  Bill  matters  of  the  greatest 
importance.  I  would  ask  the  attention 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  this. 
For  my  part,  I  have  no  longer  any  care 
to  talk  about  Amendments  to  this  Bill, 
and  if  others  are  of  the  same  way  of 
thinking  we  might  say  to  the  Govern- 
ment— *'If  you  have  thoroughly  made 
up  your  minds  not  to  accept  any  Amend- 
ments from  this  side  of  the  House,  how- 
ever reasonable  they  may  be,  let  us  know 
it  at  once — save  us  the  pains  and  trouble 
of  moving  Amendments  next  week.  Pub- 
lish a  programme  as  to  what  you  are 
going  to  allow  us."  Here  we  have  in 
this  Bill  a  large  number  of  the  most 
important  questions  yet  to  consider,  and 
yet  they  ask  us  to  say,  or  to  agree  to 
the  proposition,  that  a  week  is  suffi- 
cient to  dispose  of  these  matters.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury — if  I  may  be  allowed  to 
say  so — has  been  misled  in  this  matter 
to  a  large  extent  by  the  Lrish  Office.  I 
blame  Lord  Ashbourne,  to  a  large  ex- 
tent, for  the  mischiefs  that  have  arisen 
in  this  Bill.  The  Government  in  this 
House  are  misled  by  Lord  Ashbourne 
and  the  Irish  landlords.  I  see  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  laughing.  When  I  refer  to 
Lord  Ashbourne  I,  of  course,  refer  to 
the  whole  Irish  landlord  gang.  Many 
Members  of  the  Tory  Party,  I  believe, 
were  anxious  to  conciliate  Ireland — I 
do  not  refer  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  who,  no  doubt,  enjoys  his 
little  position,  such  a6  it  is,  and  will 
continue  to  do  so  as  long  as  he  has  it ; 
but  I  do  not  believe  that  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Kandolph  Churchill),  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Mr.  Bitchie),  and  men  of  their 
description,  were  anxious  for  this  Bill. 
I  believe  that  a  number  of  the  English 
Tory  Party  were  anxious  to  have  a  fresh 
deal,  but  the  Irish  Office  were  too  many 
for  them.  I  say  that  the  Irish  land- 
lords, knowing  that  they  had  the 
TJnioniets  at  their  back,  crammed  into 
this  Bill  every  vile  form  of  coercion 
they  could  think  of  or  that  they  could 
find  in  the  pigeon-holes  of  Dublin  Castle 
which  may  have  been  lying  there  for 
years.  I  say  it  is  they  who  are  respon- 
sible for  obstruction  and  for  the  wasting 
of  the  time  of  this  House.  I  say  that  it 
is  the  Irish  landlord  party  who  are  re- 


sponsible —  and  one  of  the  principal 
amongst  them  is  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Eossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington),  for  he  is  an  Irish  land-, 
lord,  or,  at  any  rate,  he  very  soon  will 
be.  These  are  the  persons  who  try  and 
delude  the  English  people  about  the. 
"glory  of  the  Empire,"  the  "main- 
tenance of  the  Union,"  "  law  and 
order,"  and  stuff  and  nonsense  of 
that  kind.  They  talk  about  these^ 
things  with  their  tongues  in  their 
cheeks 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  sorry  to  in- 
terrupt the  hon.  and  learned  Member^ 
but  I  must  point  out  to  him  that  he  is 
wandering  from  the  subject  before  the 
House,  which  is,  whether  the  date  at 
which  the  Committee  stage  shall  cease 
shall  be  the  17th  or  24th  instant. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  I  fully  recognize, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  you  have  given  me 
great  latitude,  and  that  I  was,  perhaps, 
wandering.  I  would  only  say,  in  finish- 
ing my  remarks,  recognizing  the  justice 
of  your  correction,  that  everybody  who 
lives  in  Ireland  well  knows  that  there 
is  no  justification  whatever  for  this  Bill 
and  for  asking  us  to  spend  even  another 
week  in  discussing  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill.  The  Government  already  have  ob- 
tained all  the  powers  they  can  possibly 
want.  They  have  secured  the  secret 
inquisition ;  they  have  secured  the  sum- 
mary jurisdiction;  they  have  secured 
the  special  jury  and  the  change  of  venue. 
Surely  that  is  enough  for  them.  Is  it 
reasonable  to  ask  us  to  continues  these 
discussions?  Let  it  come  to  an  end. 
Speaking  as  one  who  spends  his  time 
in  Ireland,  whose  fortunes  are  bound  up 
with  those  of  the  poorest  of  his  country- 
men— for  that  is  the  class  to  which  I 
belong — I  declare  it  to  be  a  monstrous 
libel  on  the  Irish  peasantry,  on  the  part 
of  the  landlord  class,  to  say  that  they 
are  a  bloodthirsty  race.  They  are  no- 
thing of  the  kind.  They  are  as  kindly 
and  well-intentioned  a  race  as  there  is 
on  earth.  To  say  that  they  are  cruel 
and  bloodthirsty  is  an  atrocious  libel, 
and  it  is  for  that  reason,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, that  we  have  resisted  this  Bill 
in  the  spirit  in  which  we  have  re- 
sisted it. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :-— Ayes  268 ;  Noes 
113:  Majority  115.— (Div.  liat,  No, 
216.) 
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Me.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  Here  rose 

Thb  first  lord  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westmineter) :  I  am  very  sorry,  Sir,  to 
intervene  ;  but  as  I  understand  that  the 
Amendment  about  to  be  proposed  is  not 
material,  I  hope  the  hon.  Member  will 
not  persist  in  it,  but  will  allow  the 
Question  to  be  now  put.  [Crisi  of 
"  Order !  'H 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  call  upon  the 
hon.  Member  to  move  his  Amendment. 

Mb.   W.  REDMOND:   I  rise,   Sir, 
for  the  purpose  of  proposing  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Resolution  of  the  right  hon. 
GFentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury.    I  am  bound  to  say  I  think  it 
would  have  been  a  great  deal   more 
courteous  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  he  had  waited  to  hear 
what  I  was  going  to  propose  before 
rising  to  make  his  suggestion.     It  ap- 
pears that  the  practice  of  closure  lias 
now  arrived  at  such  a  point  of  perfec- 
tion that  it  is  not  even  necessary  to  hear 
what  is  to  be  said  for  a  proposal  before 
dosing  the  debate  upon  it.     I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  might,  at  least, 
have  listened  to  what  I  was  going  to 
propose.    The  Amendment  I  propose  is 
in  line  3  of  the  Resolution — that  the 
word  ''shall"  be  omitted,  in  order  to 
insert  in  its  place  the  words  ''may,  if 
he  thinks  fit,  having  regard  to  the  Rule 
of  Cloture  of  the  18th  of  March,  1887." 
The  Resolution,  as  it  stands  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  makes  it  obligatory  on  the 
Chairman  to  put  the  Question  when  a 
Motion  to  that  effect  is  made.     At  pre- 
sent under  the  Rule  of  Cloture  which  I 
propose  in  my  Amendment  shall  be  ob- 
served when  a  Motion  is  made  "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put "  it  is  left  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Chairman  to  say 
whether,  in  his  opinion,  it  is  proper  and 
advisable    that    the   Question  be  put. 
According  to   the  Resolution  proposed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  the  Chair  has  no 
option  at  all,  but  is  bound  to  put  the 
Question  when  it  is  proposed  from  the 
Treasury  Bench.  I  think,  Sir,  that  it  would 
tend  a  great  deal  more  to  the  proper 
and  swift  conduct    of    debate    in  this 
House  if  the  closing  of  debate  were  left, 
as  at  present,  to  the  Chair.     There  is 
nothing,  to  my  mind,  more  clear  than 
that  the    occupants    of    the    Treasury 
Bench  are,  at  certain  times,  goaded  on 


by  the  cheers  and  the  cries  of  their  fol- 
lowers into  moving,  without  due  reason, 
that  the  Question  be  put.     In  that  way 
many  debates  have  been,  and  a  great 
many  debates  may  be,  closed  in  an  un- 
satisfactory manner,  before  the  subjects 
have  been  at  all  exhausted.    I  cannot 
understand  the  new-bom  suspicion  and 
distrust  which  this  Resolution  appears 
to  show  has  suddenly  sprung  up  in  the 
mind  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  with 
regard  to  the  discretionary  exercise  of 
the  vetoing  powers  of  the  Chair.  I  think 
that  the  public  outside  will  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  this  summary  dismissal 
of  the  right  of  the  Chairman  to  say 
when  a  debate  shall  be  closed  will  be 
traced  to  the  fact  that,  in  the  coarse  of 
the  discussion  upon  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Bill,  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees considered  it  his  duty  on  several 
occasions  to  refuse  the  request  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  to  close  the  debate.    It  certainly 
is  a   remarkable    fact    that  when,   in 
March  last,  the  Rales  of  Cloture  were 
introduced,    hon.    Gentlemen   opposite 
strongly  supported  giving  to  the  Chair 
the  right  of  giving  or  withholding  sanc- 
tion to  the  closing  of  debate,  and  that 
we  find  that  the  very  Gentlemen  who 
supported  the  proposal  to  give  to  the 
Chairman  the  right  of  vetoing  closure 
of  debate  are  now,  in  a  most  sudden  and 
summary  manner,  without  any  apparent 
reason,  going  to  deprive  the  Chair  of 
that  right.     I  do  not  think  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  has  any  right  at 
all  to  come  down  and  suddenly,  without 
any  Notice,  ask  us  to  withdraw  that 
power  which  in  March  last  he  gave  to 
the  Chairman  of   Committees   and   to 
yourself.     I  do  not  see.  Sir,  how  it  can 
possibly  tend    towards    a    more  satis- 
factory conduct  of  the  Business  of  this 
House    that,   instead  of   allowing  the 
Chairman  to  exercise  his  discretion  in 
the  closing  of  debate,  that  the  power 
should  be  now  vested,  for  the  first  time 
in  the  history  of  this  House,  in  a  bare 
majority  of  the  Members  of  the  House. 
I  do  not  tliink  that  it  will  be  denied  that 
there  are  occasions  when,  upon   both 
sides  of  the  House,  Party  feeling  and 
excitement  runs  high,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  if  this  Resolution  is  adopted 
in  its  entirety,  and  my  Amendment  is 
not  accepted,  that  the  result  will  be  that 
occasions  will  arise  when,  in  moments 
of  great  excitement,  Her  Majesty's  Go« 
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yernment  will  be  promptod  and  goaded 
on  by  their  followers  unduly  to  propose 
the  closing  of  an  important  debate,  and 
that  after  that  has  happened,  in  cooler 
moments,  when  it  becomes  apparent 
that  the  closing  of  debate  is  unjusti- 
fiable and  unwarrantable,  and  that  the 
matter  under  discussion  was  not  fully 
gone  into,  both  the  Government  and 
Members  of  the  House,  as  well  as  the 
general  public  outside,  will  be  very 
sorry  indeed  that  they  sanctioned  this 
Besolution  taking  away  from  the  Chair 
the  right  of  deciding  whether  the  dis- 
cussion has  gone  far  enough,  and  vesting 
that  right  in  a  majority  of  the  Members 
of  this  House.  I  do  not  think,  Sir,  that 
it  is  necessary  to  say  anything  more  on 
the  subject ;  but  I  may  say  this,  in  con- 
clusion, that  to  my  mind  hon.  Af  embers 
who  vote  against  my  Amendment  to 
leave  still  in  the  hands  of  the  Chair  the 
right  of  deciding  when  a  discussion  shall 
be  closed  will  be,  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses, giving  expression  to  an  amount 
of  distrust  in  the  discretion  of  the  Chair 
which  is  altogether  unwarrantable.  All 
that  we  ask  is  that  in  moments  of  excite- 
ment the  decision  as  to  the  closing  of  a 
debate  shall  rest  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Chair  instead  of  a  crude  majority  of  the 
House.  That  is  a  most  reasonable  pro- 
posal, and  is  not  one  which  should  have 
been  met  on  the  part  of  the  Eirst  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  by  a  proposal  to  cloture 
it  before  it  was  supported  by  argument. 
I  think  it  is  a  reasonable  and  fair  sub- 
ject for  discussion  whether  the  closure 
of  debate  should  be  left  to  a  bare  majo- 
rity,  or  whether  it  should  be  left,  as  it 
is  now,  to  the  discretion  of  the  Chair  ?  I 
sincerely  hope  that  hon.  Members  will 
not  vote  against  this  very  fair  proposal. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  3,  to 
leave  out  the  word  **  shall,"  and  in- 
sert the  words  **may,  if  he  thinks  fit, 
having  regard  to  the  Bule  of  Closure  of 
the  18th  March,  1887."— (Jfr.  JTilltam 
Redmond,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  shall '  stand  part  of  the  Question  " 

The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  I  am  unable  to  accept 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Qentleman, 
and,  in  saying  so,  I  am  sure  the  House 
will  understand  that  I  do  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  express  any  want  of 
confidence  in,  or  any  disrespect  towards^ 
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the  Chairman  of  Committeos.  I  liave 
no  doubt  whatever,  in  my  own  mind, 
that  the  great  majority  of  the  House  are 
fully  aware  that  that  is  a  statement 
which  has  been  fully  borne  out,  and 
that  the  Chairman  himself  will  be  pre- 
pared to  endorse  it.  This  Resolution 
is  not  based  upon  any  precedent,  and  it 
would  be  altogether  inconsistent  with 
the  object  we  have  in  view  to  accept  the 
proposed  Amendment.  We  are  obliged 
to  adhere  to  the  precise  form  of  the  Re- 
solution. 

Mr.  J.  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary,  S.) : 
I  think  it  will  to  some  extent  tend  to 
shorten  the  proceedings  if  I  state  to  the 
House  that  the  Amendment  I  handed  in, 
which  bears  some  resemblance  to  that 
now  before  the  House.  I  shall  forego, 
offering  whatever  remarks  I  may  have 
to  make  upon  this  Amendment.  The 
Amendment  I  had  to  propose  dealt  with 
the  Rules  of  the  House  and  with  the 
rights  of  minorities.  The  present  Amend- 
ment, however,  will  afford  me  an  oppor- 
tunity of  expressing  my  views  as  to  the 
proposal  of  Her  Majesty*s  Government. 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Fermanagh  (Mr.  William 
Redmond)  is  designed  with  a  view  of 
preserving  to  the  Chair  that  power  which 
the  former  Rules  of  this  House  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  Chair.  We  have 
heard  it  stated  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion on  previous  Amendments  how 
when,  in  former  times,  previous  Govern- 
ments thought  it  necessary  to  take  out 
of  the  hands  of  the  House  the  right  of 
unlimited  discussion  which  it  had  en- 
joyed up  to  that  time — we  have  heard 
it  stated  how  those  Governments  acted. 
I  will  not  weary  the  House  by  repeating 
the  statements  of  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  now  occupy  the  front  Government 
Bench,  when  a  few  short  weeks  ago  in 
proposing  the  new  Rules  of  Procedure, 
they  expressed  their  desire  to  preserve 
the  Rules  of  the  House  and  the  rights  of 
minorities.  Now,  Sir,  according  to  the 
Rules  existing  up  to  the  present  moment, 
it  is  necessary  to  declare  Urgency  for 
any  particular  proposal  before  actually 
closing  the  debate.  That  Rule  was 
embodied  in  the  Resolution  that  was 
passed  in  February,  1881,  and  which 
stated  in  placing  the  power  in  the  hands 
of  the  Chair  that^ 

<*  The  powers  of  the  House  for  the  regulation 
of  its  Business  upon  the  several  stages  of  Bills« 
and  upon  Motions  i^id  otb^ir  W'V^T^  9M1  \^ 


no  longer  argent,  or  until  the  HouBe  shall  K,—  „  ™,    ,  .    ,,                         »  ..      t                   .u  . 

termini  upon   a  Motion  which,   after  Notica  "  What  18  the  Bieanine  of  the  langnaga  ^at 

aiven  may  be  mado  by  any  Member  put  with-  '°  hear  about  the  liberties  of  apocc;h  ?     ITio 

out  Amendment,  Adjournment  or  DoTttte,  and  ibertiesof  apoech !     Liberty  as  to  the  quality 

decided  by  a  majority."  *f  »po«:li-Ye8  !     I*t  none  endeayeur-unleM 

„,            ,.                  ,.        i.-Vi.i,i>i  loaer  necaaaity,  which  we  have  nerer  had,  and 

Such  was  the  respact  in  whioh  the  Kulea  ^^  ^^^  jjij^i^  t^  have,  the  faintest  glimmer- 

of  this  HoUBe  were  held,   aod   euch  the  .et  none  endeayourtonarrowthe  liberal  bound* 

respect  for  the  liberty  of  speech  enjoyed  that  surround  us  in  that  respect.    And  as  to 

by  Members  of  this  House  oa  the  part  ol  luantity  of  speech,  it  must  be  reguUtcd,  not 

,■'             ^r-   ■  .           .u   1   xi *■-.. t    u  by  the  fancies  of  men,  but  by  the  neceaatiea  ot 

former  Mmuler.,  th.t  th»y  found  it  jj_  ^__  ^^  .^  ,c„rd.no.  iilh  Ih.  di.ohus. 
necessaTJ  to  protect  it  by  a  special  pro-  ,(  the  dutie,  which  we  are  aunt  here  to  dia. 
Tision  in  the  Keeolution,  which  up  to  the  charge."— (3  JIaniard,  [158]  91.) 
present  time  has  governed  the  debatee  of  ^^^^  ^^^  j{,g  argument  of  tho  right 
this  House.  But  not  only  did  former  ^^^^  Gentleman  tho  Member  for  Mid 
Ministries  take  good  care  to  place  tho  Lotbian  when  he  found  it  necessary  to 
protection  of  liberty  of  speech  in  your  propose  that  Resolution,  or  Eulo  of  Pro- 
hands,  Sir,  but  they  also  provided  that  gedure,  which  has  governed  the  dis- 
before  the  House  should  surrender  its  cuggions  of  this  House  from  that  day  to 
right  and  hborty  a  majority  of  three-  j^j^  ^ow  about  tho  minoritioa  in  thU 
fourtha  of  the  Members  should  be  in  House?  Thoy  have  alwsys,  up  to  ths 
favour  of  it.  Now,  however,  we  have  p,o„nt  lime,  looked  to  the  Chair  for 
a  proposal  before  us  which  abolishes  aU  p„ts„ti„„ .  but,  for  the  first  time  in  the 
that.  Now,  hberty  of  speech  IS  to  he  history  of  this  Institution,  they  will  now 
abandoned  by  a  hare  majority  of  this  find  themselves  unprotected  by  any  Rule 
House,  without  the  protection  of  the  ^f  ^^^^  House  —  unprotected  by  the 
Chair  and  without  that  protection  that  ^i.jom  of  the  Chair,  and  unprotected 
would  be  afforded  by  makingit  necessary  1,  ,i,„  o„o£deiioe  which  minorities  in 
that  the  abandonment  should  have  the  u,;,  H„,„  have  always  repoaed  in  the 
support  of  a  majority  of  thros-fourthso  f^^  I  contend  that  Her  Majesty's 
tho  House.  Thus  I  find  that  the  last  Bovernment,  in  their  present  propo- 
Tostige  of  protection  for  hon.  Members  ,j,io„  „„,  ^^ly  do  not  remain  still,  but 
in  this  House  and  for  their  right  oi  ih,t  they  are  actually  performing  an  sul 
liberty  of  sfeech,  and  the  last  vestige  of  ^f  „trogression  by  abandoning  those 
tho  protection  of  minorities  in  tho  ei-  rigbi,  ,„dliberties  andprivilegoswhich, 
ercise  of  their  liberty,  will  be  swept  „p  lo  the  preeent,  minorities  hnvo  en- 
away  bythis  drastic  Eesolulion  or  Hule  .      j  |„  ,[,;,  h„„„     j  „^  „|j  ,j„ 

°£  f  "»•'''"■■■  ""!?  "J  '?•  ™'  'f"  Majesty's  Sovernment  just  to  hear  what 
of  the  Treasury.  Now,  the  first  time  ^„  ,,|,j  ,,  ,,„  „„„  „,  ^^^^^  j  ,pe«k- 
this  Kulo  was  proposed  in  1881,  the  „hen  this  former  Eosolution  was  passed 
House  had  before  it  a  state  of  thmgi  _;,  ,„  ,,on.  Member  of  this  House, 
that  does  not  oust  at  tho  present  time  „„oii,„  b„  ,i„ce  passed  away— namely, 
At  that  time  there  was  real,  downngh  ,1,^  j,;,  e,,[  „f  iddssleigh,  then  Sir 
obstruction.  There  was  obstruction  nol  Stafford  Northeoto.  He,  at  that  time, 
only  to  one  single  measure  such  as  maj  ^ok  great  interest  in  the  Eules  that 
oust  at  the  present  time  to  a  verj  ^^^^  then  proposed,  and  his  opinion 
limited  eitent,  if  at  all,  hut  at  thai  ^„  cruciSly  expressed  ns  to  ths 
time  there  was  obstruction  to  ovorj  ■  ,,,  of  liberty  of  speech  and  as  to 
measuire  proposed  by  the  Oovernment—  ■■"  ■  ■>  ■'  .  .1  "^  ..  i-r 
active  obatniction  by  a  small  and  effi.- 
oient  Party  in  this  Kouae.  Ifeverthe' 
loss,  90  much  did  this  former  Govern.  "  Wemustbeprei«ed.if  weaw  topTeu- 
ment  resneot  liberty  of  speech  thatthej  Lrii^irfwe^Zr^ea-kSe^a^^v^TB^ 
protected  it  by  this  special  Kule,  and  of  all  classes  of  the  country  and  the  groat  bulk 
the  necessity  for  this  large  majority.  ]  of  the  nation,  and  of  those  classes  who  are  nd 
will  read  what  was  stated  by  the  riehl  directly  represented  here,  but  are  iodiroetly  re- 
hon.    Gentleman   the   Member   for  Mid  preaenled,  and  wholook  to  us  to  ple^forth^ 


uvu.    \:rijuLiuuiau    lu«    iu»iuuur    jur  jiliu  ;  .         .     ■  ^  ..1.  ■,,.-_.. 

T    S.V         nr      ITT    T--    i-ii    ]  J.        1       L  mteresta — 1  say  we  must  be  prapaied  to  insin, 

Lothian   (Mr.   W.  E.   Gladstone)   when  and  should  not  be  doing  oar  dutVit  we  did  art 

asked  the  Hoase  of  uommons  to  paS!  insist,  on  retaining  those   thinga   m 

Besolution,    a  portion  of  whiok  ]  mere  forms,  which  are  the  snbcrtani 
ifr.  /■  0'  Cimnor  ( Tipptrary) 
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dignity  and  honour  of  Parliament,  and  which  I 
really  give  life  and  vigour  to  our  proceedings." 

Further  on,  lie  said — 

<*  I  do  feel  it  most  important  not  to  adopt  any 
measure  or  any  Rules  which  would  place  the 
Party  for  the  time  being  in  a  minority  at  the 
mercy,  not  of  the  Whole  House,  but  of  the 
Party  of  the  majority.'*— (3  Samard,  [258] 
105.) 

Now,  Sir,  that  is  exactly  what  is  sought 
by  the  Motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  It 
will  not  only  place  minorities  at  the 
mercy  of  the  Whole  House,  but  it  will 
place  them  at  the  mercy  of  the  majority 
of  any  Party.  Sir,  I  say  that  this  is  a 
most  unprecedented  and  tyrannical  pro- 
position. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  stated  truly 
in  what  light  we  would  consider  this 
proposition.  He  stated  that,  no  doubt, 
it  would  be  called  tyrannical  and  op- 
pressive. Tyrannical  and  oppressive  it 
is  to  the  last  degree.  In  proposing 
this  extreme  Motion,  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  said  he  did  so  in  accord- 
ance with  public  opinion.  Yes,  Sir ;  it 
is  in  accordance  with  manufactured 
public  opinion — public  opinion  manu- 
factured by  speeches  outside  from  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
public  opinion  manufactured  by  news- 
papers in  the  interests  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  These  newspapers  do  not 
scruple  at  misrepresentation ;  but  they 
hold  up  the  action  of  certain  Members 
of  this  House  as  calculated  to  obstruct 
the  Business  of  the  nation  when,  in 
reality,  those  Members  are  only  plead- 
ing in  the  cause  of  the  liberties  of  their 
own  country.  We  have  been  accused 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  of 
paralyzing  Parliament.  I  deny  that  em- 
phatically. Take  the  history  of  the  dis- 
cussion upon  the  1st  clause  of  the  Crimi- 
nal Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill. 
What  was  the  effect  of  the  discussion 
upon  that  clause?  Why  the  clause 
swelled  from  a  clause  of  comparatively 
few  lines  into  a  very  large  and  compre- 
hensive clause.  I  maintain,  Sir,  that 
the  discussions  upon  the  Coercion  Bill 
cannot  by  any  stretch  of  imagination  be 
stigmatized  as  obstructive  discussions. 
The  idea  only  exists  in  the  fancy  of  the 
Government.  But  even  if  the  discussions 
have  been  to  a  certain  extent  obstructive, 
there  is  every  reason  why  they  should 
be  so.  Why  should  we  be  anxious  to 
pass  into  law  rapidly  a  Bill  which  strikes 


at  the  liberties  of  our  people  ?  Why,  at 
the  risk  of  being  considered  obstructive, 
I  would 

Mb.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
hon.  Gentleman  is  not  dealing  with  the 
specific  Amendment  before  the  House, 
but  with  the  whole  subject  of  the 
closure. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  I  was  under  the 
impression  that  the  Amendment  which 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Fermanagh  (Mr.  W.  Redmond)  moved 
dealt  with  the  removal  from  the  Chair 
of  the  power  of  regulating  the  discus- 
sions. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Amendment  is  to  restore  to  the 
Chairman  the  discretion  which  is  taken 
away  by  the  Resolution. 

Mb.  J.  O'CONNOR :  I  was  referring 
to  the  Rule  which  has  governed  the 
House  up  to  the  present  time  and  was 
endeavouring  to  draw  a  contrast  between 
the  effect  of  the  proposed  Rule  as  com- 
pared with  the  Rule  which  has  governed 
the  discussions  of  the  House  and  the 
Committee  of  the  House  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time.  However,  Sir,  I  shall  not  pro- 
ceed further  in  that  line.  I  can  only 
express  my  regret  that  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  found  it  necessary  to 
introduce  this  Rule  at  all,  and  I  also 
desire  to  express  my  regret  that  he 
should  so  far — I  hope  it  will  not  be  too 
strong  a  term  to  use — misrepresented  the 
action  of  those  Members  on  this  side  of 
the  House  who  have  endeavoured  to 
amend  the  Crimes  Bill,  as  to  call  their 
proceedings  obstructive.  I  must  also 
express  my  regret  that  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  should  have  appealed  to 
this,  a  free  Parliament — should  have  ap- 

Jiealed  to  a  free  people  in  the  name  of 
iberty  to  press  the  Rule  he  has  now 
proposed.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  above  using  the  sacred  name  of 
Liberty  when  he  failed  by  fact  or  argu- 
ment to  establish  a  case  for  the  passing 
of  the  Rule ;  he  appealed  to  this  House 
to  pass  the  Rule  in  the  name  of  Liberty. 
It  is  not  the  first  time  the  name  of 
Liberty  has  been  appealed  to  in  the 
cause  of  oppression,  and  this  Rule  is  for 
the  purpose 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  scarcely  discussing  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
think  I  am  justified  in  claiming  to  movOi 
**  That  the  Question  be  now  put," 

a  H  2 
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Question  put  accordingly,  ''That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  House  divided:  —Ayes  258  ;  Noes 
91 :  Majority  167.— (Div.  List,  No.  217.) 

[1.10  a.m.] 

Question  put,  **  That  the  word  '  shall ' 
stand  part  of  the  Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  255  ;  Noes 
94 :  Majority  161.— (Div.  List.  No.  218.) 

[1.25  A.M.] 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  now  claim  to 
move,  **  That  the  Main  Question  be  now 
put." 

Question  put  accordingly,  ''That  the 
Main  Question  be  now  put." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  250;  Noes 
91 :  Majority  159. -(Div.  List,  No.  219.) 

[1.40  a.m.] 
Main  Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  245  ;  Noes 
93 :  Majority  152.— (Div.  List,  No.  220.) 

[1.55  A.M.] 

AYES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Ainalie,  W.  G. 
Ailsopp,  hon.  G. 
Allsopp,  hon.  P. 
Ambrose,  "W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  Colonel  R. 

H.  L. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  G.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barry,  A.  H.  Stnith- 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Beckett,  E.  W. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  G. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 
Bereaford,  Lord  C.  W. 

"De  la  Poer 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 

R. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
BlundeU,  Col.  H.  B.  H. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brookfleld,  A.  M. 
Prooks.  Sir  W.  C. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 


Burghlev,  Lord 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chaplin,  right  hon.  H. 
Chanington,  8. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
CoghiU,  D.  H. 
Commerell,  Adml.  Sir 

J.  E. 
Compton,  F 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corbett,  A.  C. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Crossley,  Sir  S.  B. 
Grossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Curzon,  Viscount 
Curzon,  hon.  G.  N. 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
De  Lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M.  P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dixon- Hartland,  F.  D. 
Dugdale,  J.  S. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Duncombe,  A. 
Dyke,  right  hon.    Sir 

W.  H. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Ebrington,  Viscount 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  J.  F. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
EUiot,  Sir  G. 
EUiot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 


ElUot.  G.  W. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Ewing,  Sir  A.  O. 
Farquharson,  H.  R. 
Feilden,    Lieut. -Gen. 

R.  J. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Su-J. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  W. 

J.  W. 
Fitz-Wygram,  General 

Sir  F.  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fry,  L. 
Gathome-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Gibson,  J.  G. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Gh>ldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grove,  Sir  T.  F. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hamley,  Gen.  Sir  E.  B. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Heath,  A.  R. 
Heathcoto.  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon- Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill!  Goionel  E.  S. 
Hoare,  S. 
Hobhouse,  H. 
Holland,   rt.  hon.  Sir 

H.T. 
HoUoway,  G. 
Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 
Howard,  J. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hulse,  E.  H. 


Hunt,  F.  S. 

Isaacson,  F.  W. 

Jackson,  W.  L. 

Jarvis,  A.  W. 

KeUy,  J.  R. 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 

Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 

Kenyon  -  Slaney,  CoL 
W. 

Kerans,  F.  H. 

Kimber,  H. 

King,  H.  S. 

King-Harman,    right 
hon.  Colonel  £.  U. 

Enowles,  L. 

Eynoch,  G. 

Lafone,  A. 

Lambert,  C. 

Lawrance,  J.  C. 

Lawrence,  Sir  J.  J.  T, 

Lawrence,  W.  F. 

Lees,  E. 

Leighton,  S. 

Lethbridge,  Sir  R. 

Lewisham,  right  hon. 
Viscount 

Long,  W.  H. 

Low,  M. 

Lowther,  hon.  "W. 

Macartney,  W.  G.E  . 
Maclean,  J.  M. 

Maclure,  J.  W. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 

Mallock,  R. 

March,  Earl  of 
Marriott,     right   hon. 

W.T. 
Matthews,  rt,  hon.  H. 
MaxweU,  Sir  H.  £. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  C. 
Mildmay,  F.  B. 
Mills,  hon.  G.  W. 
MUvain,  T. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Morrison,  W. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Mulholland,  H.  L.  J 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  G.  T. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 
Morris,  E.  S. 
Northcote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R.  T. 
Parker,  hon.  F. 
Pearce,  W. 
PeUy,  Sir  L. 
Plunket,     right    hon. 

D.  R. 
Plunkett,  hon.  J.  W. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C 
Rankin,  J. 
Rasch,  Major  F.  C. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  C.  T. 
Robinson,  B. 
RoUit,  Sir  A.  K, 
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Round,  J. 
Royden,  T.  B. 
Hussell,  Sir  G. 
RuaseU,  T.  W. 
St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Sellar,  A.  C. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Spencer,  J.  E. 
Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  £. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Stewart^  M. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Taylor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorbum,  W. 
ToUemacho,  II.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Townsend,  F. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 


Vernon,  hon.  G.R. 
Vincent,  C.  E.  H. 
Watson,  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Webster,  R.  G. 
Weymouth,  Viscount 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Winn,  hon.  R. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Young,  0.  E.  B. 

TELLERS, 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.H. 


NOES. 


Abraham,  W.  {Lime- 
rick, W.) 
Acland,  C.  T.  D. 
Allison,  R.  A. 
Blane,  A. 
Bright,  Jacob 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Burt,  T. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Campbell,  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Clark,  Dr.  G.  B. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Commins,  A. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeare,  C.  A.  V. 
Cossham,  H. 
Crilly,  D. 
Deasy,  J. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
EUis,  T.  E. 
Esmonde,  SirT.  II.  G. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Finucane,  J. 
Foley,  P.  J. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Harrington,  E. 
Harrington,  T.  C. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Healy,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Hooper,  J. 
Kennedy,  E.  J. 
Kenny,  J.  E. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Macdonald,  W.  A. 
MacNeiU,  J.  G.  S. 


M'Cartan,  M. 
M*Carthy,  J. 
McCarthy,  J.  H. 
M'Donald,  P. 
M*Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M 'Lagan,  P. 
Mayne,  T. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Kerry) 
O'Connor,  J.(Tippry.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty,  J.  E. 
OHanlon,  T. 
O' Kelly,  J. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
Pickersgill,  E.  H. 
Pinkei-ton,  J. 
PoweU,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  R. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Quinn,  T. 

Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Reynolds,  W.  J. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowntree,  J. 
Schwann,  C.  E. 
Sexton,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Stack,  J. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Tuite,  J. 
Will,  J.  S. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
WiUiamson,  J. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 

tellehs. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
SheU,  E. 


Ordered,  That,  at  Ten  o'clock  p.m.  on  Friday 
the  1 7th  day  of  June,if  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment (Ireland)  Bill  bo  not  previously  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  the 
Chairman  shall  put  forthwith  the  Question  or 
Questions  on  any  Amendment  or  Motion  already 
proposed  from  the  Chair.  He  shall  next  proceed 
and  successively  put  forthwith  the  Questions, 
That  any  Clause  then  under  consideration,  and 
each  remaining  Clause  in  the  Bill,  stand  part  of 
the  Bill,  unless  Progress  be  moved  as  herein- 
after provided.  After  the  Clauses  are  disposed 
of,  he  shall  forthwith  report  the  Bill,  as 
amended,  to  the  House. 

From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Order,  no 
Motion  That  the  Chairman  do  leave  the  Chair, 
or  do  report  Progress,  shall  be  allowed,  unless 
moved  by  one  of  the  Members  in  charge  of  the 
Bill,  and  the  Question  on  such  Motion  shall  be 
put  forthwith. 

If  Progress  be  reported  on  the  17th  June,  the 
Chairman  shall  put  this  Order  in  force  in  any 
subsequent  sitting  of  the  Committee. 

OJtDUlt    OF  TEE  BAT. 


CRIMINAL    LAW    AMENDMENT    (IRE- 
LAND) BILL.— [Bill  217.] 
{Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr.  Secretary  Matthewtp 
Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,) 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  will,  upon  Monday 
next,  resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
on  the  BilL"—( i/r.  A.  J.  Balfour.) 

Me.  T.  M.  healy  (Longford,  N.): 
I  beg  to  move  that  the  Bill  bo  set  down 
for  to-morrow  (Saturday).  I  think  that 
as  we  are  to  have  the  Bill  reported  next 
Friday,  the  very  least  we  can  ask  is  that 
the  Bill  should  be  taken  to-day.  It 
would  be  too  much  to  go  on  with  the 
Bill  now — the  officers  of  the  House  de- 
serve some  consideration  at  our  hands — 
but  it  would  be  reasonable  to  consider 
the  measure  again  to-day.  Seeing  that 
Saturday  is  an  off-day,  I  do  not  think 
anybody  will  grudge  theLrish  Members 
the  opportunity  of  considering  the  Bill 
to-day.  Even  the  noble  Marquess  the 
Member  for  Hossendale  (the  Marquess 
of  Hartington)  will  not  grudge  the  Irish 
Members  a  Saturday  Sitting  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  this  Bill.  I,  therefore,  trust 
the  Government  will  see  their  way  to 
consent  to  a  Sitting  to-day.  There  is, 
perhaps,  one  obstacle  in  the  way,  but  I 
do  not  think  the  House  will  regard  it  as 
insurmountable,  and  that  is  the  Naval 
Eeview  at  Portsmouth.   The  Irish  Mem- 
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bers  are  quite  willing  to  save  the  time  of 
the  nation  and  preserve  the  dignity  of  the 
House  by  going  on  with  the  Bill  to- 
morrow, when  really  you  cannot  say  you 
have  any  other  Business  to  transact. 
What  is  the  objection  to  take  the  Bill 
to-morrow?  My  Motion  will  test  the 
sincerity,  the  bona  fideSy  of  Members  of 
the  House  who  talk  about  their  sacri- 
fices. Are  you  prepared  to  sacrifice  the 
Naval  Review  ?  We  shall  see  whether 
you  prefer  your  Buffalo  Bill  programme 
to  the  Business  of  the  House.  1  beg  to 
move  the  omission  of  '*  Monday,"  and 
the  insertion  of  **  To-morrow." 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  words  ''upon  Monday  next,"  in 
order  to  insert  the  word  **  To-morrow," 
— (i/r.  T,  M,  Eealy^) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'upon  Monday  next,'  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  am  unable  to 
accept  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  (ientleman;  indeed,  I  cannot 
think  it  is  made  seriously.  Through- 
out the  discussion  this  evening  we  have 
poken  of  five  days  next  week,  and  no 
reference  whatever  has  been  made  to  a 
Sitting  to-day.  It  would  be  most  unfair 
and  unjust  to  the  officers  of  the  House 
to  fix  a  Sitting  for  to-day,  and,  therefore, 
I  must  refuse  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman. 

Me.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  very 
much  regret  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, now  ho  has  got  his  Motion,  has 
shown  with  what  little  fair-play  he  de- 
sires the  House  should  treat  us.  We 
are  fighting  for  the  liberties  and  the 
fortunes  of  our  people.  We  are  fightiu  g 
to  prevent  in  future  atrocities  such  as 
have  occurred  at  Glenbeigh  and  Bodyko ; 
we  are  fighting  that  old  women  shall  not 
be  batoned  by  your  policemen.  We 
want  every  hour  between  this  and  Friday 
next  at  10  o'clock.  What  is  the  answer 
we  receive  ?  Virtually,  it  is  that  there 
is  a  Naval  Eeview  to-morrow  which  hon. 
Members  wish  to  witness.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  returned  pledged  to  do 
justice  to  Ireland  will  not  sit  this  day, 
will  not  give  up  the  miserable  spectacle 
at  Portsmouth  to-day,  and  thus  enable 
us  to  defend  the  liberties  of  our  people. 
["  Oh,  oh !  "J  It  is  very  easy  to  cry 
"  Oh,  oh !  "  but  they  will  not  give  up 
this  miserable  Beview  in  order  that  we 
may    do    something    to    mitigate    the 

Mr.  T.  M.  Eealy 


evils  of  this  Bill,  and  discuss  many 
important  questions  which  still  remain 
to  be  discussed,  I  must  say  I  thought 
some  Members  of  the  House  would 
have  had  fair-play  enough  in  them  to 
agree  to  sit  to-day.  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  has  told  us  we  said  nothing 
earlier  in  the  evening  about  a  Saturday 
Sitting.  We  said  something  about  ex- 
tending the  time  till  the  24th  instant,  and 
wo  were  met  with  the  statement  that, 
owing  to  the  state  of  Public  Business, 
such  an  extension  of  time  was  impos- 
sible. There  is  no  Public  Business  to 
be  transacted  to-morrow  except  the 
Naval  Heview.  The  Motion  of  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  is  one  which  recom- 
mends itself. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  am  surprised  that  the  natural 
sense  of  humour  which  the  Leader  of 
the  House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  possesses 
should  have  induced   him   to   suppose 
that  this  Motion  was  not  made  in  a 
serious  spirit.     I  do  not  know  whether 
it  was  made  in  a  serious  spirit  or  not ; 
but  I  can  only  assure  the   right  hon. 
Gentleman  I  rise  in  a  serious  spirit  to 
support  it.     Whatever  the  spirit  of  self- 
sacrifice  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
are  so  fond  of  talking  about  may  be,  I 
am  perfectly  prepared   to  sacrifice  the 
Mb.   I  have  paid  for  a  ticket  for  the 
special  train  to-day.     I  have  a  great 
regard  for  the  courtesy  of  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  (Lord  Charles  Beresford) 
who  has  invited  us  to  take  part  in  this 
Eeview,  and  I  take  great  interest  in 
naval  tactics  and  the  benefit  which  will 
result  from  the  Beview ;  but  I  have  a 
far  greater  regard  for  the  dignity  of 
this  House.   I  think  that,  in  view  of  the 
revolutionary  tactics  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  it  is  our  bounden  duty 
to   do  what  we    can   to  mitigate  the 
viciousnesd  of  the  precedent  he  is  setting 
up.     I  am  perfectly  willing  to  have  a 
continuous  ^Sitting  until  10  o'clock  on 
Friday   next.     The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  with  that  admirable  innocence 
which  becomes  him  so  well — [Oim  of 
**  Divide  !  "] — with  that — {^Renewed  cria 
of  ''Divide!  "]— with   i\iB,t^lRtnewei 
cries  of  **  Divide  1 "]     I  ask,  what  have 
we   to  think   of  the    sincerity  of   the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury — [Cri$%  of 
**  Divide!"! —the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury — [^Renewed  cries  of*^  Divide ! "] 
— the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury — [-fi*- 
newed  cries  of  '*  Divide !  "] 
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Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
beg  to  ask  jou  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  is 
speaking  to  the  Question  before  the 
House  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  ;  I  regret  the  whole 
tone  of  this  debate.  I  regard  the  tone 
in  which  the  debate  on  this  subject  is 
conducted  as  a  disgrace  to  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  claim  to  move, 
**  That  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put  accordingly,  ''That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  202 ;  Noes 
73:  Majority  129.—  (Div.  List,  No.  221.) 

[2.10  A.M.] 

Question  put,  ''  That  this  House  will, 
upon  Monday  next,  resolve  itself  into 
the  said  Committee." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  203 ;  Noes 
72 :  Majority  131.— (Div.  List,  No.  222.) 

[2.25  A.M.] 

MOTION. 


ADJOURNMENT  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
{Mr.  JF.  J£.  Smith.) 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  see  no  reason  whatever  for  this  pro- 
posal on  behalf  of  the  Government.  We 
are  often  told  of  the  serious  purpose  for 
which  this  House  exists,  and  yet  we 
have  this  Motion  made  at  this  early 
hour  of  the  morning  in  order  to  consult 
the  private  convenience  and  private 
pleasure  of  hon.  Gentlemen.  These  are 
the  Gentlemen  who  talk  about  their 
sacrifices  to  the  country.  I  should  like 
to  know  what  reason  the  Government 
have  to-night  above  any  other  night  for 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
without  going  through  the  Orders  of 
the  Day?  They  offer  no  explanation 
why  they  make  this  Motion.  The  whole 
series  of  Orders  are  to  be  gone  through  ; 
and  we  shall  be  told  on  another  occasion 
that  some  of  these  Orders  are  of  the 
utmost  importance.  If  these  Orders 
are  of  the  utmost  importance  on  other 
occasions,  they  are  of  the  utmost  im- 
portance now.  What  is  the  reason  the 
Government  consider  hon.  Members 
should  no  longer  be  kept  up  ?  When 
the  Government  want  to  make  progress 
with  coercion,  they  are  ready  to  sit  until 
4  o'clock  in  the  morning;   but   when 


they  want  to  go  to  a  Naval  Beview,  they 
can  move  the  adjournment  of  the  House 
at  half-past  2  o'clock.  This  is  the 
measure  of  the  seriousness  of  the  Tory 
Party.  We  hear  a  great  deal  about  the 
degradation  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons   

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
claim  to  move,  ''That  the  Question  be 
now  put." 

Question  put  accordingly,  *'  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  203 ;  Noea 
71 :  Majority  132.— (Div.  List,  No.  223.) 

[2.40  A.M.] 

Question  put,  ''  That  this  House  do 
now  adjourn." 

The  House  divided  .-—Ayes  203 ;  Noes 
71 :  Majority  182.— (Div.  List,  No.  224.) 

[2.55  A.M.] 

House  adjourned  at  ten  minutes  after 
Three  o'clock  till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Monday,  13th  June,  1887. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bill— Cowini«tf«f— Irish 

Land  Law  (106-122). 
PnovisioiCAL  Order  Bills  —  First  Beading  — - 

Local    Government    (Poor    Law)    (No.    3)  • 

(118);    Ijocal    Government    (Gas)  •    (119); 

Local  Government  (No.  2)  •  (120). 
Second  Reading — Commons  Kegulation  (Ewer)  • 

(108);    Commons    Regulation     (Laindon)* 

(107). 
Committee —Report -'VitT  and  Harbour*  (103). 

CENTRAL  ASIA— AFFAIRS  OF  AFGHAN- 
ISTAN.—QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  ROSEBERY  :  I  rise  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  a 
Question  of  which  I  have  given  him 
private  Notice,  Whether  he  has  any  in- 
formation to  communicate  to  the  House 
with  respect  to  affairs  in  Afghanistan  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
INDIA  (Viscount  Cross)  :  I  am  always 
very  happy  to  communicate  any  in- 
formation I  may  have  on  this  as  well  as 
other  matters,  especially  with  regard  to 
Afghanistan,  where  rumours  are  so  rife 
in  public  prints  that  one  hardly  knows 
what  is  going  on.  I  am  afraid  my 
answer  at  present  will  not  bo  very  satis- 
factory   to  the  noble    Earl;     but    the 
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Viceroy  telegraphed  on  the  2nd  of  June 
that  no  fighting  had  recently  occurred 
between  the  Ameer's  troops  and  the 
GhilzaiB,  and  so  recently  as  the  9th 
instant  Lord  Dufferin  reported  that  there 
did  not  seem  to  be  much  change  in  the 
position  of  affairs. 

IKISH  LAND  LAW  BILL.-(No.  106.) 
{The  Lord  Prhij  Stal,  Earl  Cadogan,) 

COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (on  He-commit- 
ment) according  to  Order. 

Equitable   JurUdiction 

Clause  20  (Power  of  court  to  stay 
Bviction). 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  rose  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  the  clause  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  preventing 
landlords  from  evading  the  equitable 
jurisdiction  intended  to  bo  given  by  the 
clause  by  having  recourse  to  an  iaction 
for  the  recovery  of  rent  instead  of  to  an 
action  of  ejectment,  and  thus  rendering 
the  equitable  jurisdiction  of  the  Court 
inoperatiye.  If  a  landlord  had  two 
tenants  each  owing  £50,  ho  might  biing 
an  action  of  ejectment  for  non-payment 
of  rent  against  one,  and  the  tenant  in 
that  case  would  be  entitled  to  relief 
under  the  equitable  jurisdiction  of  the 
Court.  But  the  landlord,  in  the  case  of 
the  other  tenant,  might  bring  an  action 
for  recovery  of  rent,  obtain  a  speedy 
judgment,  issue  execution,  and  sell  the 
tenant's  interest  or  purchase  it  in  at  a 
nominal  price.  The  tenant  so  proceeded 
against  would  not  bo  entitled  to  equit- 
able relief.  There  appeared  to  be  no 
good  reason  why  one  of  these  tenants 
should  be  entitled  to  equitable  relief 
more  than  another,  and  his  Amendment 
sought  to  remove  the  objection  in  this 
respect. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  12,  line 
15,  after  (**  recovery  ")  to  insert  ('*  of 
the  rent " . )  —  ( The  Lord  Fitzgerald. ) 

The  LORD  PRIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadogan)  said,  ho  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment.  It  imposed  an  undue  limi- 
tation that  would  defeat  the  object  of 
the  clause. 

Lord  HERSCHELL,  in  supporting  the 
Amendment,  said,  that  the  object  of  the 
clause  was  to  enable  the  County  Court 
Judge  to  exercise  an  equitable  jurisdic- 
tion of  restraint  when  a  landlord  was 
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harshly  exercising  his  power.  If  the 
landlord  wished  to  exercise  his  right  un- 
reasonably and  harshly,  the  Oovem- 
ment  left  open  to  him  a  means  of  so 
doing  which  would  absolutely  destroy 
the  object  of  the  clause.  The  landlord 
could  bring  his  action  for  non-payment 
of  rent  and  could  sell  the  tenant's  in- 
terest without  interference.  That  was 
a  course  not  unfrequently  adopted,  and 
would,  at  the  present  moment,  be  uni- 
versally adopted  by  harsh  landlords  in 
order  to  effectually  dispose  of  their 
tenants,  unless  the  Amendment  was 
adopted.  The  clause  would  be  abso- 
lutely valueless,  if  landlords  would  never 
proceed  by  action  for  ejectment,  but  by 
action  for  recovery  of  rent. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  of  IRE- 
LAND (Lord  Ashbourne)  said,  that  the 
clause  was  intended  to  deal  with  the 
landlords  in  the  exercise  of  their  special 
power  as  landlords.  The  Amendment 
took  up  very  different  grounds,  and  pro- 
posed to  tie  the  landlord's  hands  when 
they  put  in  force  the  remedy  of  ordinary 
creditors.  This,  while  tying  the  hands 
of  the  landlords,  would  leave  ordinary 
creditors  free 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  that  he 
wished  to  prevent  this  clause — admir- 
ably devised  for  the  good  of  the  tenant 
— from  being  rendered  of  no  avail.  As 
had  been  pointed  out  unless  the  Amend- 
ment was  accepted,  landlords,  instead  of 
bringing  actions  of  ejectment,  would 
bring  actions  for  recovery  of  rent,  and 
thus  escape  the  equitable  jurisdiction. 
He,  himself,  had  had  occasion  to  try  1 3 
cases  in  one  day,  in  which  a  noble  Lord 
brought  actions  for  recovery  of  rent, 
secured  judgment,  and  obtained  from 
the  Sheriff  conveyances  of  the  tenants' 
interests,  thereby  gaining  in  one  day 
absolute  control  over  the  interests  of  the 
tenants.  If  this  Amendment  was  not 
accepted  the  clause  would  be  a  delusion. 

Eaiil  SPENCER  said,  he  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  not  be  guided  entirely 
by  the  arguments  used  by  the  noble 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Cadogan)  and  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland.  There  was  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment. The  fact  was,  that  if  these  pro- 
ceedings became  at  all  common  in  Ire- 
land the  benevolent  intentions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  really  be 
defeated  ;  because  landlords,  instead  of 
proceeding  as  they  did  now  by  means  of 
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ejectment  for  non-payment  of  rent, 
would  adopt  the  other  course,  and  in 
that  case  the  beneficial  intention  of  this 
clause  would  be  entirely  lost.  He  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  absolutely 
refuse  to  accede  to  the  Amendment,  but 
would  consider  it  really  in  the  interest 
of  their  own  Bill.  If  they  did  not,  the 
operation  of  this  clause  might  be  made 
nugatory. 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CRETARY  OF  STATE  foe  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Mabquess  of  Salisbury) 
said,  that  the  object  of  the  Bill  and  the 
Government  was  to  deal  with  an  evil 
which  existed  and  which  was  very  con- 
spicuous. That  evil  had  done,  and  was 
at  present  doing  a  great  deal  of  harm. 
It  was  the  tendency  of  a  very  small  num- 
ber, but  still  of  a  certain  number,  of 
Irish  landlords  to  have  recourse  to  evic- 
tions which,  though  just  in  law,  were 
unreasonable  and  harsh  in  practice. 
That  was  the  evil  with  which  the  Bill 
dealt.  No  one  denied  that  it  existed. 
But  now  they  were  asked  to  extend  the 
Bill  to  an  evil  which  did  not  exist,  or 
that  did  not  exist  to  any  noticeable  ex- 
tent. They  were  asked  to  deal  with  a 
possible  action  on  the  part  of  landlords 
to  obtain  the  same  results  through  a 
very  circuitous  and  costly  process.  If 
they  were  to  be  asked  to  do  this,  he  must 
ask  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Fitzgerald)  whether  his  Amend- 
ment wont  far  enough  ?  If  the  tenant 
was  to  be  prevented,  in  all  circumstances, 
from  having  his  holding  sold  in  satisfac- 
tion of  his  debts,  there  would  not  be  a 
vestige  or  shadow  of  reason  why  the 
landlord  should  be  the  sole  victim  of  that 
process;  it  must  be  extended  to  every 
tradesman — to  the  keeper  of  the  whisky 
shop  and  to  the  gombeen  man.-  There 
was  not  a  shadow  of  a  defence  for  limit- 
ing it  to  the  landlord.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  did  not  propose  to  take  that 
course  of  extending  it.  The  truth  was, 
they  were  dealing  by  this  Bill  with  an 
exceptional  privilege  granted  to  landlords 
only — namely,  the  power  of  evicting  for 
non-payment  of  rent.  They  were  now 
invited  to  go  a  step  further,  and  to  deal 
with  a  remedy  which  was  open  to  all 
classes  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  alike 
as  against  the  man  who  did  not  pay  his 
debts.  It  was  a  tremendous  demand  to 
make  upon  them,  and  he  could  not 
imagine  the  circumstances  in  which  it 


would  be  wise  to  concede  it,  even  if  it 
were  made  general.  But  it  would  be 
nothing  but  the  grossest  and  most  gro- 
tesque partiality  to  limit  it  to  the  land- 
lord alone. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  (The  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  did  not  trouble  himself 
to  read  the  Irish  newspapers,  or  he 
would  see  that  cases  of  the  kind  he 
had  referred  to  were  of  frequent  occur- 
rence. The  Sheriff  gave  notice  of  the 
sale  of  a  holding;  a  turbulent  crowd 
attended,  and  eventually,  the  tenant- 
right  was  knocked  down  at  a  nominal 
sum  to  the  landlord.  He  might  also 
point  out  that  in  case  an  ordinary  creditor 
obtained  an  execution,  he  would  sell  the 
tenant's  right  only  subject  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  rent  due  to  the  landlord,  so 
that  the  landlord  was  no  loser.  The 
landlord  was  secured  as  against  the  ac- 
tion of  an  ordinary  creditor,  and  there 
would  be  no  harm  in  restraining  him 
from  the  harsh  exercise  of  his  rights. 
Unless  their  Lordships  accepted  the 
Amendment  the  clause  would  be  but  a 
sham,  and  he  was  certain  that  their 
Lordships  did  not  so  intend. 

Lord  INOHIQUIN  said,  the  Bill 
dealt  hardly  with  landlords  in  many  re- 
spects, and  they  were  entitled  to  some 
consideration  for  not  opposing  it,  as  they 
might  have  done  on  the  second  reading. 
If  this  clause  was  altered,  as  proposed  by 
the  Amendment,  the  effect  would  be  for 
a  long  time  to  prevent  landlords  getting 
any  rent  whatever.  The  only  safe- 
guard they  had  left  was  this  power  of 
sale. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  di" 
vided : — Contents  26 ;  not- Contents  128  : 
Majority  102. 
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Amendment  disagreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Viscount  De 
YESoijthefoUowing  Amendment  made : — 
In  page  12,  line  22,  after  the  words  ("  be- 
lieving that,")  by  inserting  (**  having 
regard  to  the  interests  of  both  the  land- 
lord and  the  tenant "). 

LoKD  CASTLETOWN  said,  he  rose 
to  move  an  Amendment,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  provide  that  in  the  case  of 
a  tenant  who  was  unable  to  pay  arrears 
of  rent,  the  Court  might  '*upon  appli- 
cation by  the  tenant,"  order  that  the 
arrears  of  rent  and  the  costs,  or  such  sum 
in  satisfaction  thereof  as  might  be  agreed 
on  between  the  parties,  should  be  paid 
by  such  instalments  as  the  Court  might 
appoint.  The  noble  Lord  argued  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment  in  connection 
with  another  which  he  had  on  the  Paper 
calling  for  a  full  disclosureof  thetenant^s 
affairs  and  insolvency  by  means  of  a 
filed  affidavit.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
a  tenant  should  file  an  affidavit  giving  a 
full  disclosure  to  the  Court  of  the  par- 
ticulars of  the  debts  due  by  him,  whether 
secured  or  unsecured,  his  assets,  and 
any  interest  he  might  have  in  his  hold- 
ing. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  12,  sub- 
section (I),  bne  25,  before  the  word 
(**  order  "),  insert  (**  upon  application  by 
the  tenant"). — {The  Lord  CoBtletoum.) 

The  LORD  PEIVY  SEAL  (Earl 
Cadogan)  said,  the  noble  Lord  had  given 
good  reasons  for  his  second  Amendment, 
and  the  Government  were  prepared  to 
accept  it.  They  could  not,  however,  ac- 
cept the  Amendment  just  moved. 

LoKD  FITZGERALD  said,  that  a 
tenant  mi^ht  neither  be  bankrupt  nor 
insolvent,  but  still  unable  to  pay  at  that 
particular  juncture.  In  that  case  an 
extension  of  time  would  be  highly  de- 
sirable ;  but  as  matters  stood  the  tenant 
was  called  upon  to  make  a  complicated 
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affidavit.    The  noble  Lord  was  really  Privy  Seal  (Earl  Cadogan),  he  would  ac- 

anticipating  the  Bankruptcy  Law.  cept  the  Amendment  in  principle.    Its 

Amendment  (.by  leave  of  the  Com-  terms  would,  however,  require  re-casting, 

mittee)  loithdraim.  and  he  would  suggest  as  perhaps  the 

T        TiTmrF/ii-iTt  ATT-k     •  3  -L            .  most  couvcnieut  courso  that  tho  Ameud' 

LoRD  FITZGERALD  said  he  rose  to  ^^^j  ^^  ^^-cast  should  be  presented  on 

move  an  Amendmont  with  the  object  of  j^^    ^     ^e  thought  it  would  be  wiser, 

providing  that  in  the  case  of  a  tenant  i^gf^^^  ^j  t^^  ^^^^^  of  the  noble  Lord, 

who  could  not  pay  his  arrear  claims  the  ^  indicate  that  the  affidavit  should  be  in 

Court  might  order  that  the  arrears  of  ^  prescribed   form  setting  forth    pre- 

rent  and  costs,  or  such  sum  in  satisfao-  ^^^^.^d  particulars  which  would  give  the 

tion    thereof  as  might  be  agreed    on  ^^y^^^  information  in  order  to   enable 

between  the  parties,   ''or  in  default  of  ^j.^  ^ourt  to  come  to  a  fair  decision, 

agreement  as    shall    be  fixed  by    the  ^0^^  CASTLETOWN  said,  he  was 

Court,"  should  be  paid  by  such  mstal-  fining  to  comply  with  the  suggestion 

ments  as  the  Court  might  appoint     Such  ^j  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  and 

a  provision  had  worked  well  m  the  case  ^^^j^  withdraw  his  Amendment, 

of  the  crofters,  and  in  his  opinion  the  .         ,        ^  /t     ,            »  ^i.     /^ 

powers  conferred  on  the  Crofter  Com-  .f,'°f  ^?f^°*  ^^^  ^®"®  °^  *  ®  ^*'°" 

mission  in  this  respect  should  be  granted  °"**«<'^  mlhdraion. 

to  the  County  Court  Judges  in  Lreland.  TheDueeof  ABERCOBN,  in  moving, 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  12,  line  as  an  Amendment,  to  insert  as  a  Proviso 

26,  after  ("parties  "), insert  (" or  in  de-  to  the  Ist  subsection  of  Clause  20 — 

fault  of  agreement  as  shall  be  fixed  by  « Provided,  however,  that  the  execution  of 

the  Court.")  the  judgment  for  any  balance  that  may  remain 

-n         /-I  A  Tt/-v/-i  oT      -3    -A—-  1.A        •  L  due  on  account  thereof  shall  not  he  stayed  for 

Eabl  CADOGAN  said,  it  might  assist  ^  longg,  peHod  than  eighteen  months  from  the 

their    Lordships    in    the  discussion  of  date  thereof," 

these  clauses,  if  he  stated  that  it  was  g^i^  ^j^^^  ^^e  object  of  the  Amendment 
quite  impossible  for  the  Government  to  ^^^  ^  ^^  '^  County  Court  Judge 
give  up  any  part  of  the  equitable  juris-  ^^^^  having  the  power  to  fix  an  unduly 
diction  which  the  Bill  proposed  to  invest  ^  period  for  payment  of  instalments, 
in  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy.  A  tenant  He  might  conceivably  fix  a  period  as 
who  by  reason  of  his  insolvency  claimed  ^  J  5  ^hi4  ^oni/be  very 
the  assistance  of  the  law  rendered  him-  inconvenient  in  the  interest  of  the  land- 
self  liable  to  proceedings  in  Bankruptcy,  i^  j 
and  should  therefore  show  the  genuine- 
ness of  his  inability  to  pay  rent.  The  Amendment  moved, 
Amendment  would  introduce  a  very  ob-  ^^  sub-aection  (1),  line  27,  after  ("  appoint "), 
jectionable  distinction  which  would  insert  (-Provided,  however,  that  the  execution 
•*  , .  .  ,  J  ,  .  .  of  the  judgment  for  any  balance  that  may  remain 
result  in  a  general  and  annual  revision  due  on  account  thereof  shall  not  be  stayed  for 
of  judicial  rents.  Under  the  circum-  a  longer  period  than  eighteen  months  from  the 
stances,  the  Government  must  ask  the  ^tQih.QrQoi'*),^{The  Duke  of  Ahereom.) 

House  to  reject  the  Amendment.  Earl  CADOGAN  said,  he  hoped  the 

Amendment  negatived,  noble  Duke  would  not  press  the  Amend- 

Amendment  moved,  ^^^^'    The  case  put  was  an  extreme 

In  page  12,  subsection  (1),  line  27,  to  add,  5?®»  »?^  ^^®^^  *^®  P^/®'  ^^  P^'^i^ 

after  the    word    (**appomt,")— ("  Upon  any  discretionary  it   seemed    useless  to  nx 

such  application  the  tenant  shall  in  the  pre-  such  a  limitation.     Moreover,  the  very 

scribed  manner  file  an  affidavit  making  full  mention  of  a  period  of  18  months  might 

disclosure  and  giving  particulars  of  the  debts  i^^uce  the  Judge  to  think  that  in  most 

due  hy  him,  whether  secured  or  unsecured,  and,  ,             ,,°        .       .. 

if  secured,  the  nature  of  any  such  security,  and  ^^^^^  He  OUgnt  to  give  It. 

of  his  assets,  whether  consisting  of  money  or  Amendment  (by  leave  of  the   Com- 

securities  for  money,  the  value  of  the  interest  mif fpA'^  icithdrawn 

m  his  holding,  his  farming  stock  and  chattels  ' 

of  every  description,  whether  in  his  own  hands  The  Duke  OF  ABEKCOHN  moved  to 

or  in  those  of  any  other  person  on  his  behalf.")  insert  the  following  Proviso  at  the  end 

-( The  Lord  Castietown.)  ^^  ^^iO  section  :  — 

Lord  ASHBOUENE    said,  that    in  u  provided  also,  that  where  the  kndlord  has 

accordance  with  the    promise    already  offered  to  accept  m  full  satisfaction  of  the 

g^ven   by   his   noble  Friend   the   Lord  arrears  of  rent  such  lesser  sum,  payable  either 
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in  one  payment  or  by  instalments  as  the  Court 
shall  think  reasonable,  and  the  tenant  has 
refused  such  offer,  no  stay  of  execution  shall 
be  granted  under  this  section." 

The  effect  of  the  Amendment  would  be 
to  induce  the  landlord  to  make  a  reason- 
able offer  to  his  tenant,  and  also  to  deter 
tenants  from  refusing  or  combining  to- 
gether to  refuse  to  accept  any  fair  offer 
from  the  landlord.  The  effect,  therefore, 
would  be  to  prevent  litigation. 

Amendment  movedf 

In  sub-section  (l),line  27,  after ("  appoint"), 
insert  (*'  Provided  also,  that  where  the  landlord 
has  offered  to  accept  in  full  satisfaction  of  the 
arrears  of  rent  such  lesser  sum,  payable  either 
in  one  payment  or  by  instalments,  as  the  Court 
shall  think  reasonable,  and  the  tenant  has 
refused  such  offer,  no  stay  of  execution  shall 
be  granted  under  this  section  "). — {The  Duke  of 
Abereorn.) 

The  Eabl  of  BELMOHE  said,  he 
should  support  the  Amendment,  which, 
in  his  opinion,  would  tend  to  prevent 
litigation,  and  enormous  expenditure  in 
the  way  of  costs.  The  costs  in  bank- 
ruptcy in  the  now  well-known  case  of 
**  O'Grady  v,  Maroney,'*  were  said  to  be 
considerably  in  excess  of  the  rent  due. 
The  Amendment  of  his  noble  Friend 
was  in  no  way  hostile  to  the  Bill. 

Earl  OADOQAN  said,  that  any 
friendly  arrangement  between  a  land- 
lord and  his  tenant  calculated  to  prevent 
them  entering  upon  legal  proceedings 
undoubtedly  must  have  their  best  sym- 
pathy. On  the  whole,  while  he  had 
some  doubt  as  to  the  wording  as  to 
reference  of  payment  by  instalments 
was  legal,  he  was  prepared  to  accept 
the  Amendment,  subject  to  a  recasting 
of  the  wordo,  if  necessary,  upon  Keport. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  begged 
to  move  an  Amendment  to  modify  the 
second  sentence  of  the  2nd  sub-section 
of  this  clause,  that  it  should  read  thus — 

**  If  default  is  made  in  complying  with  the 
order  of  the  Court  for  the  payment  of  the  first 
or  any  subsequent  instalment,  the  stay  upon 
the  execution  of  the  judgment  shall  be  re- 
moved, and  it  may  thereupon  be  executed  in 
due  form  of  law.'* 

The  Amendment  was  intended  to  meet 
the  case  where  a  tenant,  unable  to  pay 
the  full  amount  from  no  fault  of  his 
own,  was,  nevertheless,  willing  to  pay 
by  instalments ;  if  such  a  tenant  failed 
to  pay  a  subsequent  instalment  there- 
upon, the  landlord  would  be  entitled  to 
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call  upon  the  Court  to  put  him  in  pos- 
session, to  eject  the  tenant,  and  deprive 
him  entirely  of  his  right  to  reside  there. 
By  a  peculiarity  of  the  law  in  Ireland, 
this  power  might  operate  harshly  upon 
the  tenant.  The  light  of  execution  as 
at  present  given  to  the  landlord  was 
unnecessarily  hard  upon  the  tenant,  and 
time  should  be  given,  seeing  that  the 
tenant  would  be  compelled  to  pay  all — 
interest,  principal,  and  redemption. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  12,  leave 
out  lines  33  and  34,  and  insert  ("  and  it 
may  thereupon  be  executed  in  due  form 
of  law").— (2%5  lord  Fitzgerald.) 

Lord  ASHBOUENE  said,  that  this 
Amendment  was  one  of  great  import- 
ance, and  would,  no  doubt,  commend 
itself  to  many.  There  was  a  difference, 
however,  between  the  cases  where  the 
time  g^ven  by  the  Courts  was  a  long 
period,  such  as  nine  or  ten  months  or  a 
year,  and  cases  where  the  stay  of  exe- 
cution was  granted  for  only  a  short 
time.  In  cases  where  the  time  for  paying 
the  instalment  was  only  for  a  few  weeks, 
it  was  not  unreasonable  that  this  stay  of 
execution  should  be  granted.  But  if 
they  took  the  case  which  was  far  more 
likely  to  arise,  of  a  stay  of  execution  for 
nine  or  ten  months  or  a  year,  then  it 
would  be  a  quescion  which  would  re- 
quire examination  whether  the  tenant 
should,  at  the  end  of  that  time,  be  at 
liberty  to  start  with  the  right  of  six 
months'  further  relief. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  he  thought 
that  if  there  were  two  classes  of  cases  so 
extremely  different  they  might  be  dealt 
with  differently.  What  they  had  to 
consider  was  in  what  position  the  tenant 
would  be  put  by  this  clause.  It  was 
desired  to  make  it  a  real  protection  to 
the  tenant,  and  he  would  point  out  that 
if  a  tenant  were  only  allowed  three 
months  by  the  County  Court  Judge  to 
pay  an  instalment  which  he  was  really 
unable  to  pay,  he  would  be  in  a  worse 
position  than  if  ho  had  been  allowed  by 
the  landlord  to  remain  for  six  months. 

Earl  CADOGAN  said,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  Amendment  was  a  fair  one, 
and  he  had  no  objection,  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  to  accept  it. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  12,  at  end  of  sub-section  (2),  line  3S, 
add— (**  Provided  that  upon  any  such  sale  all 
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arrears  of  rent  and  the  costs  then  due  to  the 
landlord  shall  bo  paid  in  full  out  of  the  pur- 
chase-money,  and  shall  be  the  first  charge 
thereon.") — {The  Earl  of  Kilmorey.) 

Earl  OADOGAN  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  Amendment.  It  was  un- 
necessary, for  the  Land  Act  of  1881  had 
already  made  the  provision. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Oom- 
mittee)  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  21  (Jurisdiction  in  bankruptcy 
by  consent). 

The  Earl  of  KILMOREY,  in  moving, 
in  page  13,  line  19,  after  "execution," 
to  omit  the  following  words  : — 

"  And  may,  where  the  holding  is  subject  to  a 
statutory  term,  fix  the  rent  to  be  paid  for  the 
residue  of  such  statutory  term  then  unexpired, 
at  such  moment  as,  in  the  opinion  of  the  court, 
a  thrifty  and  industrious  tenant  might  reason- 
ably be  expected  continuously  to  pay," 

said,  that  there  was  not  a  single  point 
in  the  whole  Bill  to  which  there  was 
greater  unanimity  of  objection  than  to 
permitting  the  County  Court  Judge  to 
tamper  with  the  rents  fixed  by  the  Land 
Commissioners.  One  peculiarity  of  our 
legislation  with  regard  to  Ireland  was  a 
want  of  finality  which  prevented  that 
confidence  which  ought  to  be  felt  in 
carrying  out  remedial  measures.  He 
would  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  not 
to  cause  that  confusion  which  would  be 
sure  to  arise  from  allowing  the  Bill  before 
the  House  to  override  the  Act  of  1881. 
A  County  Court  Judge  was  a  lawyer 
pure  and  simple,  and  probably  had  no 
knowledge  whatever  of  agriculture  or  of 
the  value  of  land.  On  the  other  hand, 
two  at  least  of  the  Land  Commissioners 
were  supposed  to  be  well  versed  in  the 
survey  and  valuation  of  land.  There- 
fore, it  would  be  very  unfair  to  allow 
one  man  to  upset  the  judgment  come 
to  by  properly  qualified  persons.  If  any 
County  Court  Judge  was  allowed  to  have 
this  unlimited  power  of  revising  rent 
continually,  there  would  be  no  finality, 
and  the  idle  and  drunken  tenant  would 
be  more  favoured  than  the  sober  and 
industrious.  He  would  appeal  to  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Lord  Privy  Seal)  to 
spare  the  Irish  landlords  at  least  the 
hardship  inflicted  by  this  part  of  the 
clause. 

Amendment  moved^  in  sub-section  (2), 
line  19,  omit  words  (''And  may,  where 


holding  is  subject  to  a  statutory  term  ") 
to  the  word  (''pay ").— (7%tf  JSarl  of 
Kilmorey,) 

Earl  CADOGAN  said,  he  was  sorry 
to  state  that  the  Government  had  not 
found  opinion  more  unanimous  upon  any 
point  in  the  Bill  than  on  the  proposition 
to  which  his  noble  Friend  objected.  He 
(Earl  Cadogan)  stated,  when  he  brought 
in  this  Bill,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  very  unwilling  to  give 
a  power  to  revise  any  judicial  rents  fixed 
by  statutory  provision.  It  was  with  very 
great  reluctance  that  the  words  in  this 
paragraph  were  inserted  in  the  amended 
clause :  but  the  Government  hoped  that 
the  effect  would  be  to  obviate  the  lia- 
bility to  renewed  insolvency,  and  the  pro- 
bability of  renewed  appeal  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  County  Court  Judg^. 
There  was  great  force  in  the  contention 
of  his  noble  Friend,  especially  with  re- 
gard to  the  point  to  which  he  (Earl 
Cadogan)  had  himself  before  alluded, 
that  the  insolvent  tenant  would  obtain  a 
relief  not  granted  to  the  solvent  tenant. 
He  had  also  some  hope  that,  if  the 
power  of  revising  the  rent  were  not 
given  after  the  discharge  of  the  bank- 
rupt, the  tenant  who  had  been  white- 
washed might  be  better  able  to  pay  a 
given  rent  than  he  was  at  a  time  when 
he  was  overwhelmed  by  outside  debts, 
far  more  than  by  the  rent  due  to  the 
landlord.  Therefore,  if  the  Judge,  in 
fixing  the  rent  to  be  paid,  considered 
the  general  prospects  of  the  tenant,  he 
might  think  him  unable  to  pay  a  rental 
which,  after  he  was  relieved  from  the 
burden  of  his  debts,  he  would  be  well 
able  to  pay.  Under  all  the  circum- 
stances, therefore,  he  had  come  to  the 
conclusion,  not  unwillingly,  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  prepared  to  accept  the 
Amendment,  which  he  must  say  he  con- 
sidered a  reasonable  one. 

LoED  HERSOHELL  said,  that  the 
announcement  which  the  noble  Earl  (Earl 
Cadogan)  had  just  made  was  rather  a 
startling  one.  He  had  consented  to 
strike  out  of  this  carefully  thought  pro- 
vision, which  they  understood  repre- 
sented the  views  and  intentions  of  the 
Government,  that  which  was  the  very 
essence  of  the  Bill.  It  was  evident  that 
the  only  conceivable  inducement  to  a 
tenant,  to  agree  in  an  application  that 
he  should  be  made  bankrupt  was  that 
he  might  obtain  some  relief  in  the  way 
of  reduced  rent.    The  noble  Marquoaa 
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before  now,  in  answer  to  some  observa- 
tions of  his,  contended  that  it  was 
legitimate,  when  the  tenant  was  in  the 
position  of  a  bankrupt  not  through  his 
own  fault,  that  his  rent  should  be  re- 
vised. But  what,  according  to  the  noble 
Marquess,  was  justifiable  in  the  case  of 
a  bankrupt  was  no  longer  to  be  per- 
mitted. He  gathered  from  what  nad 
been  said,  that  it  was  intended  by  the 
Government  to  take  away  the  provision 
as  to  the  fixing  of  rents  from  all  the 
bankruptcy  proposals. 

Earl  OADO&AN  :  Only  as  regards 
the  residue  of  the  statutory  term. 

Lord  HEESOHELL  said,  the  pro- 
posal about  to  be  omitted  was  a  penalty 
put  upon  the  landlord  if  he  unreasonably 
refused  to  concur  with  the  tenant  in  his 
application.  The  Government  had  de- 
clared that  there  were  cases  in  which  a 
thrifty  and  industrious  tenant  could  not 
reasonably  be  expected  to  pay  the  rent 
fixed,  and  yet  they  were  taking  away 
the  only  protection  which  the  tenant 
had  if  the  landlord  refused  to  make  the 
bankruptcy  application  to  the  Oourt.  It 
was  true  that  there  was  a  provision 
against  the  unreasonable  refusal  of  the 
landlord  in  respect  of  a  particular  rent, 
but  the  matter  should  be  settled  once 
for  all. 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
he  entirely  demurred  to  the  statement 
that  the  essence  of  the  Bill  was  the  re- 
vision of  rents  in  all  cases.  The  essence 
of  the  Bill  was  to  prevent  harsh  and 
unreasonable  evictions,  and  it  had  been 
stated  over  and  over  again  that,  while 
the  Government  adhered,  and  meant  to 
adhere,  to  that  object,  they  were,  when 
it  had  been  attained,  very  much  in  the 
hands  of  the  House  as  to  the  machinery 
to  be  used,  and  they  were  willing  to 
listen  to  objections  from  all  sides.  They 
had  already  yielded  something  to  noble 
Lords  opposite,  and  to  some  of  his  noble 
Priends  behind  him.  They  wished  to 
be  dogmatic  on  the  one  point  that  harsh 
and  unreasonable  evictions  should  be 
prevented,  but  they  did  not  wish  to  be 
dogmatic  on  anything  else.    With  re- 

fard  to  the  question  raised  by  his  noble 
'riend  the  Earl  of  Kilmorey,  of  revising 
the  rent  of  the  insolvent  tenant,  he  con- 
fessed that  if  he  were  an  Irish  landlord 
he  should  prefer  the  clause  as  it  stood, 
because  it  would  be  better  for  the  land- 
lords. But  he  had  very  little  doubt, 
from  all  that  had  reached  him,  that  the 
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landlords  in  Ireland  almost  uniYersally 
did  not  think  so,  and  that  they  were 
very  jealous  of  the  charter  given  by  the 
Act  of  1881,  which  brought  them,  a  great 
deal  of  disadvantage  and  loss.  That 
charter,  they  urged,  should  not  be  in- 
terfered with,  and  no  revision  of  judicial 
rents  should  be  undertaken.  He  con- 
sidered that  there  was  ground  for  think- 
ing that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  were 
the  most  convenient ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  there  was  a  good  deal  to  be  said 
on  the  other  side.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered, moreover,  that  the  security  against 
the  landlord  continuing  to  enforce  an  im- 
possible rent,  if  such  rent  there  was,  was 
very  great,  because  the  tenant,  under 
the  Bill,  if  the  Amendment  should  be 
agreed  to,  would  still  be  able  to  institute 
proceedings,  the  end  of  which  would  be 
that  his  rent  would  be  oompulsorily 
compounded,  and  that  the  rent,  if  ex- 
cessive, would  be  reduced  on  each  occa- 
sion. On  each  occasion  there  would  be 
costs,  which,  of  course,  if  the  tenant  had 
been  the  reasonable,  and  the  landlord 
the  unreasonable  party,  would  inevit- 
ably be  placed  upon  the  landlord.  It 
was,  therefore,  the  landlord  who  had 
the  greatest  possible  motive  in  consider- 
ing whether  the  rent  was  reasonable  or 
not.  Was  there  any  hope,  if  they  gave 
this  power  to  the  County  Court  Judge, 
that  it  would  be  within  his  reach  so  to 
foresee  what  would  occur  in  future 
years,  that  he  would  be  able  to  fix  an- 
other rent  which  would  not  be  liable  to 
the  same  mutability  of  human  affairs  by 
which  it  was  alleged  that  former  rents 
had  been  affected  ?  They  were  told  by 
the  head  of  the  Commission  (Earl 
Cowper),  and  by  the  Commissioners, 
that  there  were  certain  causes  which 
had  made  the  state  of  things  now  so 
difficult  that  in  many  cases  rents  pressed 
harder  than  the  Commissioners  intended 
them  to  do.  These  causes  had  operated 
against  the  power  of  the  tenant  to  pay 
his  rent ;  but  would  they  not  operate  in 
the  future  ?  He  felt  that  in  the  case  of 
those  tenants  who  were  just  on  the  verge 
of  subsistence  there  was  something  dis- 
paraging in  the  process  of  fixing  a  rent 
which  was  to  last  across  all  vicissitudes 
for  a  considerable  number  of  years ;  and 
he  could  well  understand  the  feelings  of 
the  Irish  landlords  that  as  the  principle 
had  been  adopted,  as  against  &ee  con- 
tract, of  estates  managed  under  the 
supervision  of  the  (Jourt,  it  was  better, 
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on  the  whole,  instead  of  trying  to  fix 
rent  for  a  future  term  of  years,  to  which 
they  would  not  be  able  to  adhere,  to 
leave  the  matter  under  the  control  of  the 
County  Court  Judge,  and  open  to  con- 
stant appeal  to  him,  and  with  abundant 
power  in  his  hands,  to  make  either  land- 
lord or  tenant  pay  the  penalty  if  their 
conduct  had  been  unreasonable,  and  if 
they  had  not  been  willing  to  submit  to 
inevitable  changes,  which  the  seasons  or 
the  condition  of  affairs  had  produced. 
So  long  as  harsh  and  unreasonable  evic- 
tions were  prevented,  he  would  not  insist 
upon  any  particular  machinery. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
felt  bound  to  express  the  feeling  of  sur- 
prise he  experienced  at  the  action  of  the 
Q-overnment.  This  constant  power  of 
appeal  to  the  County  Court  Judge  would 
produce  a  state  of  confusion  all  over 
Ireland.  But  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  it  was  not  the  Opposition  who  took 
the  first  step  in  re-opening  this  matter. 
The  Commission  presided  over  by  Earl 
Cowper,  and  which  was  appointed  by 
the  Government,  had  placed  it  on  record 
that  there  were  at  the  present  moment 
a  large  number  of  judicial  rents  fixed 
too  high,  which  the  tenants  were  unable 
to  pay.  From  that  fact  they  could  not 
escape.  It  was  a  position  of  extreme 
difficulty,  he  admitted ;  but  to  dangle 
before  the  Irish  tenants  the  remedy 
which  the  clause  contained,  and  then  to 
withdraw  that  remedy  in  deference  to 
the  wishes  of  the  landlords,  and  provide 
for  a  constant  power  of  appeal  to  the 
County  Court  Judge,  which  the  noble 
Marquess  had  himself  stated  was  a  worse 
provision  than  the  one  now  abandoned 
— this  action  of  the  Government  was 
vacillating  and  dangerous,  and  there 
could  be  nothing  more  likely  to  increase 
the  confusion.  The  noble  Marquess  had 
endeavoured  to  show  that  the  tenant 
would  be  in  no  worse  position  under  the 
clause  as  it  was  now  proposed  that  it 
should  stand ;  but  he  thought,  even  on 
the  noble  Marquess's  own  showing,  the 
position  would  be  very  much  worse. 

The  Earl  of  NORTHBROOK  said, 
that  his  noble  Friend  should  remember 
that  they  on  that  side  of  the  House  were 
responsible  for  the  Act  of  1881.  He 
did  not  agree  with  the  noble  Earl  who 
had  just  spoken,  who  was  putting 
every  possible  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
the  Government.  He  thought  the  Lord 
Frivy  Seal  had  done  rightly  to  agree 


to  the  omission  of  the  words.  He 
agreed  that  if  they  were  to  deal  with 
judicial  rents,  they  must  not  deal  with 
them  in  such  a  way  as  to  demoralize  the 
whole  tenantry  of  Ireland ;  but  such  de- 
moralization would  result  rather  from 
the  clause  as  it  stood  than  from  the 
Amendment.  The  position  taken  up  by 
the  Government  was  perfectly  logical 
and  right,  that  they  should  provide  a 
temporary  remedy,  and  should  not  at- 
tempt through  bankruptcy  to  revise  the 
rents  fixed  under  the  Act  of  1881.  They 
were  right,  therefore,  in  accepting  the 
Amendment.  He  complained  of  the  con- 
duct of  his  noble  Friends  in  trying  to 
put  difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  thought  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  just  spoken  was 
rather  hard  upon  the  Leaders  of  the 
Opposition  in  suggesting  that  they  were 
factious,  because  they  preferred  the 
original  form  of  the  Bill,  which  the 
Leader  of  the  House  thought  the  best, 
to  the  form  which  the  Amendment  would 
give  to  it.  His  own  objection  to  the 
provision  altogether  was  that  it  wotdd 
tend  to  demoralize  tenants,  but  in  a 
sense  different  from  that  in  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  used  the  word — namely, 
by  making  bankruptcy  the  only  channel 
of  relief ;  and  this  was  not  altered  by 
the  Amendment. 

Lord  CASTLETOWN  said,  he  could 
not  imagine  anything  more  dangerous 
than  to  tamper  with  judicial  rents,  and 
two  of  the  most  important  witnesses  ex- 
amined by  the  Commission  were  strongly 
of  opinion  that  these  rents  should  not  be 
interfered  with. 

The  Earl  of  BELMORE  said,  that 
many  of  their  Lordships  had  supported 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  on  the 
ground  that  there  had  been  harsh  evic- 
tions, which  were  to  be  put  an  end  to, 
but  on  the  understanding  that  there 
was  to  be  no  further  revision  of  judicial 
rents.  If  tenants  were  driven  into  bank- 
ruptcy it  would  not  be  solely  on  account 
of  their  rents,  but  largely  through  their 
other  debts.  In  the  majority  of  cases, 
relieved  of  other  debts,  they  would  be 
able  to  pay  the  moderate  rents  fixed  by 
the  Commissioners.  There  was  strong 
ground  for  the  feeling  that  if  the  words 
objected  to  remained  in  the  clause,  many 
tenants  would  go  into  bankruptcy  simply 
in  order  to  get  their  rents  reduced.  The 
temptation  to  do  so  would  be  one  which 
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they  would  not  be  able  to  resist.  Before 
1881,  the  normal  number  of  estates  in 
Ireland  having  Eeceivers  over  them  did 
not  exceed  500.  There  were  now  be- 
tween 1,200  and  1,300  estates  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  Court  of  Chancery, 
and  the  number  was  increasing  every 
day.  This  fact  showed  what  strong 
reason  there  was  for  not  tampering 
any  further  with  judicial  rents.  In 
oases  in  which  they  were  unduly  high, 
most  landlords  would  willingly  give 
temporary  abatements.  He  rejoiced 
that  the  Lord  Privy  Seal  had  assented 
to  the  Amendment. 

The  Eael  of  DUNEAVEN:  My 
Lords,  as  the  Government  have  agreed 
to  take  these  words  out,  in  deference  to 
what  they  understand  to  be  the  universal 
opinion  of  Irish  landlords,  I  wish  to  say 
that  I,  for  one,  do  not  entirely  object  to 
these  words.  If  the  Bankruptcy  Clauses 
are  to  be  of  any  real  avail,  it  appears  to 
me  that  as  the  Bill  stands  words  to  this 
effect  must  be  formulated  in  those 
clauses.  As  the  Bill  was  originally 
brought  in,  either  a  landlord  or  a  tenant 
could  petition ;  as  it  is  now,  it  requires 
that  the  landlord  and  the  tenant  must 
join  together  to  petition.  The  result 
of  this  would  be,  that  where  a  tenant  is 
really  bankrupt,  he  will  be  made  a  bank- 
rupt ;  but  that  if  he  is  not  bankrupt — 
and  it  would  be  to  the  immense  advan- 
tage of  the  landlord  that  he  should  be 
bankrupt — the  tenant  will  object,  and  no 

Senalty  will  be  placed  on  the  tenant.  I 
0  not  know  whether  it  is  the  object  of 
the  Government  to  make  the  Bankruptcy 
Clauses  really  work  and  act ;  but  of  one 
thing  I  am  perfectly  certain,  that  if  no 
such  power  as  this  is  contained  in  them 
the  Bankruptcy  Clauses  will  be  abso- 
lutely a  dead  letter,  and  that  will  be  a 
great  misfortune.  I  was  convinced  that 
the  Bankruptcy  Clauses,  as  originally  in- 
troduced, would  be  of  great  advantage 
to  the  landlords  of  Ireland.  I  confess 
also  that  I  think  it  is  unfortunate  that 
these  words,  having  been  put  in  the 
Bill,  should  be  taken  out  of  it,  because 
it  will  inevitably  appear  that  the  posi- 
tion of  the  tenant  is  this — that  he  is  to 
go  on  in  his  holding  subject  to  a  rent 
such  as  a  thrifty,  industrious,  and  well- 
meaning  tenant  cannot  possibly  pay. 
That  is  an  unfortunate  construction  to 
be  put  on  the  wording  of  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament. As  the  Bm  stood,  it  was  not 
neoessaiy  tor  the  landlord  and  the  tenant 
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to  join  together.  But  I  do  not  mean 
that  I  entirely  agree  with  the  words  as 
they  now  stand.  What  I  think  ought  to 
have  been  done  was  to  give  the  County 
Court  Judge  power,  wherever  he  thought 
it  necessary,  to  refer  a  case  to  the  Sub- 
Commissioners,  and  leave  it  to  them  to 
settle  the  statutory  rent.  I  think  that 
if  words  to  that  effect  were  put  into  the 
BUI  it  would  be  a  very  great  advantage. 
The  alternative  proposal  is  a  very  pain- 
ful one.  What  the  tenants  have  to  do, 
if  they  are  required  to  pay  a  rent  which 
they  really  and  honestly  cannot  pay,  is 
to  be  continually  coming  up  as  bank- 
rupts, and  getting  themselves  cleared, 
and  being  started  again  at  rente  they 
cannot  pay.  I  think  the  County  Court 
Judges  ought  to  have  been  given  power 
to  refer  a  case  to  the  Land  Commis- 
sioners when,  in  their  opinion,  the  insol- 
vency of  the  tenant  was  owing  to  a  rent 
which  had  become  excessive. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Eatl  of  E&ne, 
the  following  Amendment  made: — ^In 
Sub-section  (2.)  line  26,  for  (<<may  "}. 
substitute  (''  shall  on  the  application  of 
the  landlord  "). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  KILMOKEY  said,  he 
proposed  after  Clause  21  to  insert  a  new 
clause  providing  that  a  tenant  should  be 
compelled,  on  applying  for  a  petition  in 
bankruptcy,  to  file  an  affi^davit  stating 
the  nature,  amount,  &c.,  of  his  debto  and 
his  assets.  His  object  was  to  assimilate 
the  procedure  with  the  ordinary  pro- 
cedure in  bankruptcy. 

Amendment  moved^  to  add  after  Clause 
21— 

'*22<i.  A  tenant  presenting  a  petition  for 
adjudication  against  himself  shsll,  with  his 
petition,  file  an  affidavit  in  the  prescribed  form, 
and  shall  furnish  a  copy  thereoz  to  the  landlord 
or  his  agent,  setting  forth  the  names,  addresses, 
and  occupations  of  his  creditors,  the  amounts 
respectively  due  to  them,  and  tiie  particulars 
thereof,  and  specifying  whether  they  are  se- 
cured or  unsecured  croditors,  and,  if  secured, 
the  nature  and  value  of  the  security.  He  shall 
also  in  his  said  affidavit  set  forth  particulars  of 
his  assets  of  every  kind,  whether  consisting  of 
money,  debts  due  to  him,  farming  stock  and 
utensils,  or  other  chattels  or  other  property  of 
any  description,  with  the  value  of  the  same. 
He  shall  also  state  where  all  such  chattels  are. 
He  shall  specify  in  his  said  affidavit  the  esti- 
mated value  01  his  interest  in  his  holding  or 
holdings,  and  if  any  part  of  his  assets  oonaist 
of  money,  or  of  securities  for  money  in  thQ 
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hands  of  any  trustee  or  other  person  for  any 
purpose,  he  shall  in  his  said  affidavit  disclose 
full  particulars  of  the  same,  includinpf  the  name 
of  such  trustee  or  other  person,  and  the  date 
when  such  money  or  securities  for  money  was 
or  were  so  placed  in  the  hands  of  such  trustee 
or  other  person.  And  if  at  any  time  it  shall 
he  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Court  that 
there  is  any  wilful  or  fraudulent  mis-statement 
or  concealment  in  or  omission  from  such  sche- 
dule, the  Court  may  order  the  petitioner  to  he 
imprisoned  for  any  term  not  exceeding  six 
calendar  months,  with  or  without  hard  labour, 
as  the  Court  shall  think  right.'*— (TAtf  £flr/ o/ 
Kilmorey.) 

Earl  CADOGAN  said,  he  was  in- 
formed that  the  Biiles  of  Court  would 
apply  to  these  proceedings,  and  it  would 
be  much  better  to  leave  the  matter  there 
than  to  burden  the  Bill  with  details  of 
that  kind. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

The  Earl  of  BELMORE  moved  a 
new  clause  providing  that  the  adjudica- 
tion of  any  person  under  the  Act  should 
operate  ipso  facto  as  a  release  and  dis- 
charge of  all  property  of  the  bankrupt 
from  every  mortgage,  charge,  security, 
and  lien,  whether  legal  or  equitable,  to 
which  at  the  date  of  adjudication  any 
person  may  be  entitled  on  the  real  or  per- 
sonal property  of  the  bankrupt,  every  such 
person  to  rank  as  an  unsecured  creditor 
only,  said,  that  it  might  seem  a  strong 
measure  to  level  mortgages,  but  the  ob- 
ject was  to  prevent  fraud.  This  might 
happen — a  dishonest  tenant  might  wish 
to  favour  some  of  his  creditors,  and  he 
would  borrow  on  mortgage  what  would 
pay  them  in  full,  and  afterwards  go  into 
bankruptcy,  leaving  the  landlord  and 
other  creditors  whom  he  disliked  out  in 
the  cold.  He  would  leave  the  Amend- 
ment in  the  hands  of  the  House  and  of 
the  Government. 

Amendment  moved,  to  add,  after  Clause 
21— 

"21b.  The  adjudication  of  any  person  under 
this  Act  shall  ipso  facto  operate  as  a  release  and 
discharge  of  all  property  of  the  bankrupt  from 
every  mortgage,  charge,  security,  and  lien, 
whether  legal  or  equitable,  to  which  at  the 
date  of  adjudication  any  person  may  bo  en- 
titled on  the  real  or  personal  property  of 
the  bankrupt,  or  any  part  thereof,  and  every 
such  person  shall  rank  as  an  unsecured  creditor 
only,  for  his  debt  or  the  amount  duo  to  him 
pari  passu  with  the  other  creditors  of  the  bank- 
rupt, whether  he  shall  prove  for  his  debt  or 
the  amount  due  to  him  or  not.'' — {The  Earl  of 
Belmore,') 

VOL.  COCXV.    [third  sebies.I 


Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  should 
oppose  the  clause.  He  thought  that  the 
noble  Earl  could  hardly  have  conceived 
the  consequences  of  it. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Halsbury)  said,  the  effect  of  this  new 
clause  might  be  that  any  two  persons  in 
the  relation  of  landlord  and  tenant 
might  come  to  an  agreement  between 
themselves  to  do  away  with  the  pro- 
perty. Its  operation  would  be  signally 
unjust,  although  he  did  not  deny  that 
there  was  an  evil  against  which  the 
noble  Earl  was  attempting  to  provide  a 
somewhat  harsh  remedy.  The  clause 
could  not  be  accepted  by  the  Govern- 
ment. 

The  Earl  of  BELMORE  said,  that 
he  did  not  quite  follow  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Fitzgerald).  He 
could  not  always  agree  with  him  as  to 
what  was  equitable  and  inequitable,  as, 
for  instance,  the  other  night,  as  re- 
garded a  point  on  the  leaseholder  ques- 
tion. He  would  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment ;  but  he  hoped  that  the  Lord  Privy 
Seal  would  consider  the  matter  before 
Report,  and  bring  up  something  him- 
self. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) toithdtawn. 

Clause  22  (Power  in  certain  cases  to 
continue  tenant  in  his  holding,  notwith- 
standing bankruptcy). 

The  Earl  of  MILLTO WN,  in  moving 
an  Amendment  providing  that  the 
Court  might  permit  a  debtor  to  remain 
in  occupation  of  his  holding  on  payment 
of  ''his  rent,"  and  not  ''a  reasonable 
rent  to  be  fixed  by  the  Court,"  as  stated 
in  the  clause,  said,  that  the  judicial  rent 
was  supposed  to  be  a  fair  rent ;  but  by 
introducing  the  word  ''  reasonable  "  in 
the  clause  the  Government  seemed  to 
indicate  to  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  that 
the  rents  they  were  paying  were  unrea- 
sonable and  too  high.  He  should  have 
thought  that  when  the  Lord  Privy  Seal 
accepted  the  Amendment  of  his  noble 
Friend  behind  him  he  would  accept  the 
present  Amendment. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  14,  line  3, 
leave  out  (''reasonable"),  and  insert 
("  his  ''),^{The  Earl  of  Milltown.) 

Earl  CADOGAN  said,  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  accept  the  Amendment, 
as  the  Government   did  not  tbiiik  it 
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would  be  possible  to  insist  on  the  pay- 
ment of  the  existing  judicial  rents  in 
every  case  of  the  kind. 

On  Question,  **  That  the  words  pro- 

Sosed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
lause  ?  " 

Their  Lordships  divided  : — Contents 
92;  Not-Contents  (38  :  Majority  54. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  of  Erne,  the 
following  Amendment  made  : — In  page 
14,  lines  25  and  26,  leave  out(''  and  any 
land  improvement  charge  or  drainage 
charge ''). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Duke  of  Aber- 
ooiuf,  the  following  Amendment  made : — 

In  page  14,  line  40,  omit  the  following 
words  :  —  (*' When  the  court  grants  a  certifi- 
cate of  conformity  to  a  bankrupt  who  has 
been  permitted  to  remain  in  occupation  of  his 
holding,  the  court  may,  if  the  holding  is 
subject  to  a  statutory  term,  fix  the  rent  to  be 
paid  for  the  residue  of  such  statutory  time  then 
unexpired,  at  such  amount  as,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  court,  a  thrifty  and  industrious  tenant 
might  reasonably  be  expected  continuously  to 

pay.") 

Amendment  moved. 

At  end  of  Clause  22,  to  add  after  (*  *  holding  " ) 
— ("  If  any  creditor  or  any  bankrupt  under  this 
Act,  or  other  person  shall  conceal,  or  attempt  to 
conceal,  or  aid  in  concealing  or  attempting  to 
conceal,  any  part  of  the  bankrupt's  property, 
or  being  in  possession  of  any  property  or  money 
or  trust,  or  as  agent  for  the  bankrupt,  shall  re- 
fuse to  deliver  up  the  same,  or  to  give  full  in- 
formation concerning  the  same  when  required, 
every  person  so  offending  shall,  in  addition  to 
all  other  penalties,  forfeit  and  pay  for  every 
such  offence  the  treble  value  of  such  property 
so  concealed  or  attempted  to  be  concealed,  or 
not  delivered  up,  or  concerning  which  full  in- 
formation shall  not  be  given,  and  the  court,  on 
the  application  of  the  assignees,  in  a  summary 
manner  may  make  an  order  for  the  payment  of 
the  same  by  the  person  so  offending,  which 
order  may  be  enforced  in  the  same  way  as  a 
decree  for  the  payment  of  money  is  now  by  law 
enforceable,  or  the  assignees  may  sue  for  and 
recover  such  penalty  in  the  High  Court  of 
Justice  in  Ireland,  and  half  the  money  so  re- 
covered shall  be  paid  to  or  among  the  person 
or  persons,  if  more  than  one,  equally,  whose 
evidence,  the  court  shall  be  of  opinion,  ma- 
terially assisted  in  the  discovery  or  proof  of  the 
offence,  and  the  other  half  shall  be  paid  to  the 
creditors  of  the  bankrupt,  other  than  any 
offender  under  this  section,  in  proportion  to 
their  respective  debts,  and  irrespective  of  any 
compensation  they  may  have  received.") — {The 
Lord  CcutUtown.) 

Eabl  OADOGAN  said,  he  could  not 
accept  the  proposed  addition  to  the 
clause.  The  question  was  already  dealt 
with  in  the  Act  of  1872. 

£arl  Cadogan 


Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Viscount  DE  VESCI,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  add  at  the  end  of  the 
clause — 

"If  in  any  case  where  a  composition  of  a 
tenant's  debts  has  received  the  sanction  of  the 
court  any  of  his  creditors  should  at  any  time 
hereafter,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  take  or 
receive  any  money,  effects,  property,  or  value 
whatever  in  respect  of  the  unpaid  portion  of  his 
claim  or  debt,  save  under  and  with  the  sanction 
of  the  court,  such  creditor  shall  be  liable  to  a 
fine  of  £20U,  and  one-half  of  such  fino  shall  be 
paid  to  the  person  or  persons  whose  evidence, 
m  the  opinion  of  the  court,  may  have  led  to 
the  disclosure  and  proof  of  the  offence," 

said,  his  object  was  to  protect  the  poor 
and  ignorant  tenant  from  a  class  of  men 
who  were  his  worst  enemies,  the  gom- 
been man  and  the  village  usurer.  He 
was  confirmed  in  the  opinion  that  such 
protection  was  necessary  by  some  of  the 
most  experienced  men  in  Ireland,  the 
managers  of  local  banks. 

Amendment  moved, 

In  page  15,  line  14,  at  end  of  Clause  22  add — 
("  If  in  any  case  where  a  composition  of  a 
tensmt's  debts  has  received  the  sanction  of  the 
court  any  of  his  creditors  should  at  any  time 
hereafter,  either  directly  or  indirectly,  take  or 
receive  any  money,  effects,  property,  or  value 
whatever  in  respect  of  the  unpaid  portion  of 
his  claim  or  debt,  save  under  and  with  the 
sanction  of  the  court,  such  creditor  shall  be 
liable  to  a  fine  of  two  hundred  pounds,  and  one- 
half  of  such  fine  shall  be  paid  to  the  person  or 
persons  whose  evidence,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
court,  may  have  led  to  the  disclosure  and  proof 
ofthe  offence.")— (7%*  Viicount  Di  Vuei.) 

Lord  ASHBOUENE  said,  that  a  cre- 
ditor who  would  do  what  the  provision  of 
the  noble  Viscount  was  intended  to  guard 
against  would  be  guilty  of  a  gross  fraud 
under  the  existing  Bankruptcy  Law;  and, 
in  his  opinion,  no  new  legislation  was 
wanted  on  the  subject.  But  if  the  noble 
Viscount  was  advised  that  something  was 
required  to  be  done  he  should  be  glad 
to  consult  with  him. 

Viscount  DE  VESCI  said,  that  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  must  know  that 
in  the  small  villages  the  poor  man  was 
entirely  in  the  hands  of  that  class  of  cre- 
ditors to  which  he  had  referred. 

Lord  FITZGERALD  said,  he  was 
glad  that  attention  had  been  called  to 
the  subject.  When  a  poor  man  wanted 
fresh  credit,  the  gombeen  man  would  say 
to  him — *'  I  will  give  it  to  you,  provided 
you  pay  the  balance  of  the  former 
debt?" 
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Earl  CADOGAN  said,  the  matter 
would  be  considered. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  23  (Power  to  appoint  addi- 
tional staff  of  judges  for  bankruptcy) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  24  (Sittings)  agreed  to. 

Clause  25  (Summary  punishment  for 
perjury  and  fraud). 

LoKD  HERSOHELL  said,  he  would 
move  to  omit  the  clause,  on  the  ground 
that  if  a  man  swore  falsely  to  his  know- 
ledge, that  was  wilful  and  corrupt  per- 
jury. That  he  understood  ;  but  he  did 
not  understand  what  was  meant  by 
<'  swearing  or  affirming  what  shall  be 
false."  If  the  swearing  was  not  false 
to  the  man's  knowledge,  it  was  not  wil- 
ful and  corrupt  perjury.  By  the  clause 
no  opportunity  was  afforded  to  the  wit- 
ness to  call  evidence  or  employ  counsel ; 
and  it  enabled  the  Judge,  who  might  be 
irritated  at  the  way  in  which  the  testi- 
mony was  being  given,  to  decide  that  it 
was  false,  and  to  summarily  punish. 
To  enable  a  Judge  in  Bankruptcy  to  com- 
mit to  prison  one  who  might  be  only  a 
witness,  without  having  any  opportunity 
of  meeting  the  charge,  was  a  very 
strong  and  oppressive  proceeding. 

Amendment  moved.  To  leave  out  Clause 
25.— (jTAtf  Lord  Merechell.) 

Earl  CADOGAN  said,  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  consider  the  wording  of 
the  clause  on  Heport,  to  meet  the  view 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord ;  but 
they  could  not  consent  to  leave  it  out 
altogether. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  that  as  his 
object  had  been  gained  he  would  with- 
draw the  Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Commit- 
tee) withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  26  (Officers)  agreed  to. 

Clause  27  (Appeals)  agreed  to. 

The  Earl  of  LEITRIM  moved  to  in- 
sert after  Clause  27  a  new  clause,  pro- 
viding that  the  Act  should  apply  to  all 
leases  and  gprants  of  land  in  perpetuity 
made  to  any  person  previous  to  the 
passing  thereof,  and  under  which,  or 
under  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  Par- 
liament by  virtue  of  which  the  same  was 
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made,  the  grantor  or  the  grantee  is  en- 
titled from  time  to  time  to  require  the 
variation  and  revision  of  the  variable 
rent  payable  under  such  leases  or  grants. 

Amendment  moved,  after  Clause  27, 
page  16,  insert  the  following  Clause: — 

(Perpetuity  leases.    Variable  rents.) 

"  This  Act  shall  apply  to  all  leases  and  grants 
of  land  in  perpetuity  made  to  any  person  pre- 
vious to  the  passing  hereof,  and  under  which, 
or  under  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment by  virtue  of  which  the  same  was  made, 
the  grantor  or  the  grantee  is  entitled  from  time 
to  time,  and  at  the  expiration  of  certain  periods 
of  time,  to  require  the  variation  and  revision  of 
the  variable  rent  payable  under  such  leases  or 
grants ;  and  in  every  such  case  the  following 
provisions  shall  be  in  force  and  have  effect  with 
respect  to  the  variation  and  revision  of  sueh 
variable  rent,  and  shall  supersede  and  be  in 
substitution  for  all  and  every  the  provisions  in 
that  behalf  contained  in  such  leases  or  grants 
and  in  any  Act  of  Parliament  with  reference 
thereto : 

(fl.)  The  grantor  or  grantee  shall  be  en- 
titled six  months  before  the  expiration  of 
any  prescribed  period  to  require  a  revision 
of  such  variable  rent,  and  to  apply  to  the 
court  to  fix  the  same,  and  in  such  case  the 
party  desiring  the  revision  shall  serve  a 
revision  notice  upon  the  other  party ; 

(6.)  In  every  case  where,  before  the  passing 
of  this  Act,  any  revision  of  such  variable 
rent  has  taken  place  in  pursuance  of  the 
leases  or  grants,  or  of  any  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment with  reference  thereto,  the  grantor  or 
grantee  may  at  any  time  within  the  pre- 
scribed period  serve  a  revision  notice  upon 
the  grantee  or  grantor,  as  the  case  may  be, 
and  in  such  case  the  prescribed  period  then 
current  shall  be  deemed  to  have  expired  at 
the  gale  day  next  after  the  end  of  six 
months  from  the  service  of  such  notice ; 

{e.)  Whenever  the  grantor  or  grantee  has 
served  a  revision  notice,  and  the  parties 
agree  within  three  months  after  service  of 
such  notice  as  to  what  shall  be  the  amount 
of  variable  rent  to  be  payable  during  the 

grescribed  period  next  following,  they  may 
X  the  amount  of  the  variable  rent  to  be 
payable  during  such  prescribed  period ; 

{d,)  Whenever  the  grantor  or  grantee  has 
served  a  revision  notice,  and  the  parties  do 
not  within  three  months  after  the  service 
of  such  notice  agree  as  to  what  shall  be 
the  amount  of  the  variable  rent  to^  be  pay- 
able until  the  variation  and  revision  of 
such  variable  rent  next  following,  then  and 
in  every  such  case  the  amount  of  the  vari- 
able rent  to  be  payable  until  the  variation 
and  revision  of  such  variable  rent  shall  be 
fixed  by  the  court  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  contained  in  this  Act ; 
(e.)  Before  fixing  the  variable  rent  of  any 
such  lands  the  court  shall  take  evidence  as 
to  the  then  letting  value  of  such  lands,  and 
such  value  is  herein-after  referred  to  as 
*  the  present  letting  value,*  and  shall  take 
evidence  as  to  the  letting  value  of  saoh 
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lands  at  or  about  the  time  when  the  g^nt 
was  made,  and  such  letting  value  is  herein- 
after referred  to  as  *  the  former  letting 
value/  and  shall  preserve  the  same  pro- 
portion between  the  present  letting  value 
and  the  variable  rent  to  be  paid  by  the 
grantee  until  the  variation  and  revision  of 
such  variable  rent  next  followingi  as 
existed  between  the  former  letting  value 
and  the  variable  rent  payable  by  the  gran- 
tee immediately  after  the  making  of  the 
grant :  Provided  always,  that  the  grantor 
shall  not  be  awarded  any  increase  of  vari- 
able rent  by  reason  of  any  increase  in  the 
value  of  such  land,  which  is  due  to  any 
buildings  or  improvements,  except  in  so  far 
as  the  grantor  has  contributed  to  the  same. 
The  variable  rent  fixed  by  the  court  under 
this  Act  shall  be  the  variable  rent  payable 
under  the  leases  or  grants  until  the  same 
shall  be  again  varied  and  revised ; 

*•(/.)  In  this  section  the  words  following 
shall  have  the  meaning^  respectively  at- 
tached to  them,  namely,  '  person  '  includes 
corporation,  whether  aggregate  or  sole ; 
'variable  rent'  means  a  rent  subject  to 
variation  and  revision ;  *  prescribed  period  * 
means  the  period  at  the  expiration  of  which 
a  variation  and  revision  of  the  variable 
rent,  payable  in  respect  of  any  lands  leased 
or  granted  in  perpetuity,  may  bo  required, 
in  pursuance  of  any  lease  or  grant  of  the 
same,  or  of  any  Act  of  Parliament,  or  this 
Act ;  '  revision  notice '  means  a  notice  in 
writing  signed  by  the  person  giving  such 
notice,  and  requiring  a  variation  and  revi- 
sion of  any  variable  rent ;  'grantor'  means 
the  person  to  whom  such  rent  is  payable  ; 
'grantee '  means  the  person  by  whom  such 
rent  is  payable." — ( The  Earl  of  Leitrim.) 


The  Eabl  of  HOSSE  said,  be  must 
take  exception  to  the  proposal,  which 
had  for  its  object  the  relief  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Leitrim)  from  his  per- 
petual leases  from  Trinity  College, 
Dublin. 

Lord  BEAMWELL  said,  the  new 
clause  differed  from  those  in  the  Bill. 
It  neither  sought  to  bave  a  fair  rent 
fixed,  nor  a  power  to  surrender  the  lease. 
To  either  of  these  the  lessors  would 
gladly  agree,  as  the  lessees  were  making 
a  large  profit  rent.  The  noble  Earl, 
one  of  the  lessees,  was  receiving  a  profit 
rent  of  £2,000.  What  he  sought  was 
this — that  when  the  rents  received  by 
the  lessees  of  the  College  had  been  re- 
duced, the  rent  payable  by  them  to  the 
College  should  be  reduced  in  proportion. 
That  was  to  say,  if  20  per  cent  had  been 
taken  off  the  rents  payable  to  the  lessees, 
20  per  cent  should  be  taken  off  the  rents 
payable  by  them  to  the  College.  Why  ? 
Either  they  had  been  receiving  more 
than  a  fair  rent,  or  they  had  not.  If 
they  had  been  receiving  more  than  they 


ought,  how  did  that  give  them  a  claim 
to  reduction  of  the  rent  payable  to  the 
College?  If  they  had  not  been  receiving 
more  than  they  ought  to  have  received, 
and  injustice  had  been  done  them  in  the 
reduction  of  the  rents  payable  to  them, 
by  what  right  did  they  want  to  shift 
part  of  the  injustice  on  to  the  College  ? 
It  might  be  hard  upon  the  lessees  in 
a  sense ;  but  what  had  Trinity  College 
to  do  with  that?  Why  should  the 
lessors  be  losers?  The  rents  paid  by 
the  lessees  had  been  spoken  of  as  statu- 
tory. The  only  sense  in  which  they  were 
so  was  that  an  Act  was  passed  to  legalize 
that  which  had  been  agreed  upon.  A 
bargain  was  struck,  and  it  was  made 
valid  by  Act  of  Parliament. 

The  Earl  of  LEITRIM  said,  that 
these  statements  were  contrary  to  tbe 
fact. 

LoED  BEAMWELL  said,  that 
the  Act  of  Parliament  and  the  leases 
spoke  for  themselves ;  and  now  their 
Lordships  were  asked  to  disturb  the 
bargain  that  was  made.  The  pro- 
posal was  unfair  and  unreasonable,  and 
it  had  nothing  to  do  with  any  part  of 
the  Bill. 

Lord  FITZaERALD  said,  he  was 
sorry  the  question  was  brought  forward 
at  this  hour,  when  those  who  usually 
supported  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Leitrim)  were  absent.  No  doubt, 
Trinity  College  would  be  delighted 
if  their  immediate  tenants  would  sur- 
render their  leases,  for  surrender 
would  enable  them  largely  to  increase 
their  income.  Perhaps  it  was  their 
object  to  screw  them  down  until  they 
did  surrender.  It  was  said  that  the 
noble  Earl  who  moved  this  clause  paid 
the  College  £3,000  a-year,  and  received 
£5,000.  It  might  be  that  the  noble 
Earl  had  tenants  who  promised  him,  in 
the  whole,  £5,000 ;  but  it  was  very 
doubtful  whether  he  received  anything 
like  that  sum.  There  was  no  doubt  the 
lessees  were  parties  to  the  Act  of  1881  ; 
but  the  question  was  whether  it  was  a 
voluntary  contract.  The  lessors  said — 
*'  If  you  do  not  agree  to  our  terms,  we 
will  not  renew  your  leases."  And  the 
conditions  imposed  were  very  hard.  He 
thought  they  could  not  do  justice  to  the 
subject,  which  involved  a  great  griev- 
ance, at  that  hour  of  the  evening  (20 
minutes  to  9),  and  he  suggested  that 
the  Amendments  should  be  withdrawn 
and  brought  up  on  Report. 
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Earl  OADOGAN  said,  the  Govern- 
ment could  not  accept  these  Amend- 
ments for  the  reasons  already  stated. 
The  proposal  was  entirely  outside  the 
scope  and  object  of  the  Bill. 

The  Eakl  of  LEITRIM  said,  he 
would  accept  the  advice  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Lord  Fitzgerald),  and 
postpone  his  Amendment  until  the  He- 
port. 


Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdraion. 

Clause  28  (Court  valuers  in  county 
courts)  agreed  to. 

Clause  29  (Rules,  orders,  &c.  for 
bankruptcy  matters)  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Fitz- 
gerald, the  following  Amendment 
made : — 

In  page  14,  after  Clause  29,  insert  as  a  new 
Clause : — (**  In  all  actions  of  ejectment  for  non- 
payment of  rent  in  the  Civil  Bill  Court  the 
fees,  costs,  charges,  and  emoluments  henceforth 
recoverable  shall  be  according  to  the  scale  of 
fees,  costs,  charges,  and  emoluments  for  the 
time  being  in  force  in  ordinary  civil  bills,  and 
in  referring  to  such  scale  the  annual  rent  of  the 
holding  for  which  such  ejectment  shall  have 
been  brought  shall  be  deemed  the  amount  sued 
for  and  decreed  for  respectively.") 

Clauses  30  to  32,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

The  Report  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Friday  the  let  of  July  next ; 
and  Bill  to  be  printed  as  amended. 
(No.  122.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Nine  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a 

quarter  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committee— Forestry, 
Viscount  Ebrington  added. 

Private  Bill  {bi/  Order)  —  Second  Reading  — 
Manchester  Ship  Canal. 

Public  BiLLs—First  Reading — Crofters  Hold- 
ings (Scotland)  •  [287]. 

Second  Reading — Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  [6], 
debate  adjourned. 

Committee — Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 
llimSixteenth  Xight^—ViV. 


MANCHESTER  SHIP  CANAL  BILL 
Iby   Order). 

SECOND  READING.     [ADJOURNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [8th  June],  "  That 
Standing  Orders  62,  204,  223,  and  235 
be  suspended,  and  that  the  £ill  be  now 
read  a  second  time."  —  {Mr.  ffotUds' 
tcorth.) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  SOLATEE  -  booth  (Hants, 
Basiugstoke) :  I  have  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment  to  the  Motion  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr. 
Houldsworth),  to  leave  out  all  after 
**  Standing  Orders,"  and  insert — 

"  204  and  235  be  suspended,  and  that  the 
Bill  be  referred  to  the  Kxaminers  of  Petitions 
for  Private  Bills.*' 

I  have  to  offer  an  apology  to  the  House 
for  interfering  with  a  matter  in  regard 
to  which  I  have  certainly  no  personal  in- 
terest, nor  have  any  of  my  constituents, 
so  far  as  I  know.  But  I  have,  as  the 
House  knows,  taken  some  interest  in  the 
conduct  of  Private  Business  for  a  good 
many  years,  and  I  was  also  Chairman  of 
one  of  the  Committees  which  considered 
this  Manchester  Ship  Canal  Bill,  and  I 
have  watched  with  great  interest  the 
progress  of  this  important  undertaking 
since.  This  proposal  to  pass  over  the 
Standing  Orders  seems  to  me  to  go  far 
beyond  the  necessities  of  the  case,  and 
we  are  runniug  the  risk  of  being  placed 
in  a  false  position  with  the  country. 
Everybody  must  know  that  of  late  there 
has  been  a  growing  indisposition  on  the 
part  of  the  House  to  interest  itself  in 
matters  concerning  Private  Bill  legis- 
lation, and  there  has  been  a  certain 
degree  of  recklessness  as  to  the  conse- 
quences of  this  neglect,  as  was  exempli- 
fied in  the  celebrated  Hull  and  Barnsiey 
case.  It  is  well  known  how  the  House 
found  itself  situated  in  regard  to  the 
exceptional  legislation  which  then  took 
place.  I  do  not  propose  to  go  into  the 
case  now,  and  I  have  only  alluded  to  it 
by  way  of  example ;  but  I  think  that 
every  hon.  Member  who  is  aware  of  the 
action  of  Parliament  in  that  case  will 
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not  feel  inclined  to  allow  on  this  occa- 
sion a  second  departure  which  may  be 
established  into  a  precedent,  and  which 
may  have  the  effect  of  misleading  public 
opinion  and  of  inducing  those  who  are 
ordinarily  prudent  in  regard  to  the  in- 
vestments they  make  to  relinquish  this 
prudence  on  the  faith  of  a  Parliamentary 
arrangement.  No  doubt  this  case  differs 
very  much  from  that.    This  is  a  case 
where  the  undertaking  has  not   been 
commenced,  and  in  which  the  share  list 
has  not  been    fully   subscribed;    but, 
nevertheless,  the  House  is  asked  to  en- 
able the  promoters  to  raise  £4,000,000 
of  capital  by  Preference  Stock,  and  to 
pass  by  that  which  has  always  hitherto 
been  regarded  by  Parliament  as  an  im- 
portant preliminary — namely,  that  the 
consent  of  the  shareholders  should  have 
been  secured.      The  hon.  Member  for 
Manchester  (Mr.  Houldsworth)  proposes 
to    suspend   Standing   Order    No.    62, 
which  is  the  Standing  Order  which  re- 
quires that  a  Wharncliffe  meeting  shall 
have  been  held  in  accordance  with  the 
regulations  laid  down  by  Parliament, 
under  which  the  shareholders  of  a  Com- 
pany should  have  received  due  notice 
so  as  to  give  them  an  opportunity  of 
withdrawing  their  consent  to  an  altera- 
tion in  the  financial  conditions   under 
which  an    undertaking  was   originally 
promoted,  and  the  capital  of  that  Com- 
pany was  authorized  to  be  raised.     One 
of  the  difficulties  I   have  in  pressing 
this  Motion    is  that  it  may  have    the 
effect  of  delaying  the  progress  of  this 
measure,  and  that  it  may  be  dangerous 
to  the   future  success   of   the  scheme. 
That,     of    course,    I    have    no     wish 
to  do ;   but  I   think  that   Parliament 
would    act    very    wrongly  if    it    were 
to  allow  the  Bill  to  go  forward  without 
being  satisfied  that  the  spirit  of  Standing 
Order  No.  62  had  been  complied  with — 
that  is  to   say,  that  the  original   sub- 
scribers to  the  undertaking  had  cast  in 
their  lot  with  the  present    Bill.     The 
original  shareholders  are  now  told  that 
£4,000,000  Debenture  Stock  are  to  come 
before  them,  so  far  as  interest  is  con- 
cerned ;  and  what  I  maintain  is  that  the 
original  shareholders  should  have  a  full 
opportunity  of  giving  their  assent,  or,  if 
they  are  so  minded,  of  retiring  from  any 
subscription  they  have  already  agreed  to 
make.    There  is  another  difficulty  which 
I  may  mention,  and  that  is  that  the 
Stan^ng  Order  refers  to  the  proprietors 

Mr,  Sclater-Booth 


or  the  proprietary  of  the  undertaking, 
and  I  am  not  sure  that  there   is  any 
proprietary  at  all  in  this  undertaking. 
Wo  have  been  told  that  something  like 
£700,000  have  been  actually  subscribed, 
and  that  £3,000,000    have   been   sub- 
scribed  8uh  modo — that    is,  taken  con- 
ditionally upon   something  else   being 
completed.     It  is  a  matter  of  doubt  whe- 
ther, if  this  Bill  goes  before  the    Ex- 
aminers, it  could  be  held  that  there  is 
any  proprietary  in  the  strict  sense  of  the 
word,  or  whether  those  who  have  only 
subscribed  evh  modo  are  competent  to  ex- 
ercise a  discretion  as  to  whether  the  Bill 
shall  bo  completed  or  not ;  but  whether 
it  is  competent  for  them  to  do  that  or 
not,  what  I  contend  is  that  Parliament 
should  take  care  that  whether  they  are 
competent  to  exercise  an  opinion  **  Aye  " 
or  **No,"  that,  at  all  events,  they  should 
be   at  liberty  to   withdraw  their  sub- 
scriptions if  they  are  so  minded.     That 
is  the  object  I  have  in  proposing  this 
Amendment  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester.     I   feel   that 
there  will  be  a  little  further  difficulty  in 
the  event  of  this  Bill  finding  its  way 
before   an    ordinarily  constituted   Par- 
liamentary   Committee  —  namely,    the 
doubt  whether  a  Private  Bill  Commit- 
tee will,  unless  it  receives  special  in- 
structions, be  competent  to  inquire  into 
the  whole   circumstances  of    the   case. 
Parliament  may  incur  a  heavy  responsi- 
bility if,  without  full  consideration,  it  is 
prepared  to  sanction   such  an  unusual 
and  unsatisfactory  course  of  action.     I, 
therefore,  venture  to  hope,  whether  my 
Amendment  finds  favour  with  the  House 
or  not,  that  the  Bill  will  eventually  be 
sent  before  such  a  Committee  as  may  be 
charged  with  and  competent  to  perform 
the  duty  of  inquiring   into    the  whole 
facts  and  circumstances    of  the    case. 
Knowing  the  value  which  at  this  mo- 
ment  is   attached  to   the  time  of  the 
House,  I  do  not   intend  to  enter  into 
the  subject  at  any  greater  length  ;  and 
I  have  only  considered  it  necessary  to 
bring  it  forward  now  in  order  that  mis- 
chief may  not  be  done  either  on  one  side 
or  the  other.     As  I  have  said,  I  have  no 
personal  interest  in  the  case;  but  I  think 
that  Parliament  ought  to  be  scrupulous 
not  to  establish  a  precedent  which  may 
hereafter  prove  to  be  unsatisfactory. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  move  his  Amendment  ? 
Mr.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  :  Yes,  Sir. 


1709  iianehesier  Ship 


{Juke  13,  1887] 


Canal  Bill 


1710 


Amendment  proposed. 

After  the  words  "  Standing  Orders,"  to  add 
the  words  *'204  and  235  be  suspended,  and  that 
the  Bill  be  referred  to  the  Examiners  of  Peti- 
tions for  Private  Bills." — {Mr,  Sclater- Booth,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  HOULDSWOETH  (Manchester, 
N.W.) :  I  fully  sympathize  with  the 
views  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  expressed  on  the  subject,  and  I  can 
assure  him  that  the  promoters  have  not 
the  slightest  intention,  in  what  they  pro- 
pose to  do,  of  injuring  or  altering  the 
position  of  the  present  proprietors  of 
the  Manchester  Ship  Canal,  or  the  per- 
sons who  may  have  applied  for  shares. 
We  have  been  most  scrupulous  on  that 
point,  and  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to 
satisfy  the  House  that  the  steps  we  are 
taking  will  be  sufficient  to  place  every 
applicant  for  shares  and  every  present 
shareholder  in  a  position  in  which  he 
will  be  not  only  enabled,  but  called 
upon,  to  give  his  consent  before  the  ar- 
rangement wo  are  asking  Parliament  to 
sanction  can  be  carried  out.  Now,  the 
House  will  remember  that  the  power 
which  we  received  under  the  Manchester 
Ship  Canal  Act  was  a  power  to  raise 
£8,000.000  of  capital.  We  now  pro- 
pose to  divide  that  capital  into  two,  one 
part  to  consist  of  Preference  Stock, 
which  is  to  receive  the  first  payment  of 
a  dividend  of  5  per  cent;  but  as  this 
preferential  claim  is  not  cumulative  the 
shareholders  who  subscribe  this  Prefer- 
ence Stock  will  take  a  substantial  risk, 
along  with  the  ordinary  shareholders. 
The  ordinary  shareholders  may  be  taken 
to  represent  the  present  shareholders 
and  the  applicants  for  shares.  Perhaps  I 
ought  to  inform  the  House  that  the  pre- 
sent shareholders  represent  a  subscribed 
sum  of  £750,000  of  capital;  the  balance 
between  this  sum  and  the  £3,000,000 
w'hich  we  have  at  present  guaranteed  re- 
present shareholders  who  have  applied  for 
shares  to  that  extent,  and  these  shares 
have  beenjapplied  for  on  certain  con- 
ditions, as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
stated.  Now,  with  regard  to  those  ap- 
plicants, a  Circular,  which  I  hold  in  my 
hand,  has  been  sent  out  to  them,  and 
the  condition  there  stated  is  that  unless 
they  absolutely  and  entirely  give  their 
consent  to  this  arrangement,  and  prac- 
tically apply  ag£dn  for  the  shares  they 
have  proposed  to  take,  we  shall  have 


no  hold  upon  them,  but  they  will  be  per- 
fectly free.  With  regard  to  the  present 
shareholders,  it  is  not  intended,  in 
asking  for  a  suspension  of  Standing 
Order  No.  62,  to  evade  the  holding  of  a 
Wharncliflfe  meeting.  The  only  portion 
of  the  Standing  Order  wo  desire  to  sus- 
pend is  that  part  of  it  which  provides 
that  we  should  report  to  the  Examiners 
that  the  meeting  required  by  the  Act  of 
Parliament  to  be  held  has  been  actually 
held.  We  do  not  intend  to  evade  any 
of  our  responsibility,  but  all  we  want  to 
do  is  to  save  a  few  days,  and  we  are 
prepared  to  give  an  undertaking,  and, 
if  necessary,  I  should  be  prepared  to 
add  it  to  this  Motion,  that  we  should  re- 
port to  the  Committee  on  the  Bill  that 
such  a  meeting  has  been  held,  and  that 
the  necessary  proportion  of  the  share- 
holders have  given  their  assent  to  the 
undertaking  before  we  seek  to  have  it 
performed.  Under  the  circumstances,  I 
think  the  House  will  see  that  we  have 
done  everything  we  possibly  could  to 
gain  the  consent  of  those  more  in- 
terested in  the  matter.  I  have  no  desire 
to  occupy  the  time  of  the  House  or  to 
trespass  upon  it,  for  I  am  anxious  to 
give  our  opponents  an  opportunity  of 
saying  everything  they  have  to  say  with 
regard  to  the  proposition  we  are  now 
making  to  the  House.  Time,  however, 
is  an  element  of  the  greatest  importance 
in  the  case.  I  believe  that  unless  the 
House  is  prepared  to  sanction  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, it  will  be  almost  impossible,  if  not 
quite  impossible,  to  make  the  necessary 
arrangements  for  carrying  on  the  un- 
dertaking. If  opportunity  is  afforded 
for  a  protracted  inquiry,  the  time  for  the 
completion  of  the  undertaking,  which 
lapses  on  the  5th  of  August,  must  ne- 
cessarily lapse.  But  if  our  opponents 
think  that  the  lapse  of  the  powers  we  at 
present  possess  will  kill  the  Manches- 
ter Ship  Canal,  then  they  are  very  mach 
mistaken.  The  only  effect  of  defeating 
us  now  will  be  that  we  shall  have  to 
apply  to  Parliament  again  next  Ses- 
sion, and  another  £50,000  would  have 
to  be  added  to  the  £150,000  already 
spent  by  the  promoters  of  the  un- 
dertaking in  getting  the  necessary 
sanction  of  Parliament  to  it.  I  believe 
there  is  no  doubt  that,  whatever  our  op- 
ponents may  do,  the  feeling  of  Lanca- 
shire and  Yorkshire  has  been  so  much 
aroused  in  this  case  that  the  effect  of 
defeating  us  at  this  moment  will  only  be 
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to  delay  an  undertaking  whicli  its  oppo- 
nents cannot  absolutely  kill.  I  am  quite 
aware  that  we  are  asking  from  Parlia- 
ment, on  this  occasion,  certain  unusual 
powers;  but  I  ought  to  explain  that 
that  is  not  the  fault  of  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill ;  it  arises  very  much  from 
the  conditions  which  were  imposed 
in  the  original  Act  of  Parliament,  by 
which  we  were  prevented  from  carrying 
out  any  part  of  the  undertaking  until 
practically  the  enormous  capital  of 
£8,000,000  was  actually  subscribed. 
That  is  an  unusual  condition  ;  but  it  is 
not  a  condition  of  which  we  have  ever 
complained,  or  in  regard  to  which  we 
complain  to-day,  although  it  has  placed 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  promoters 
which  cannot  be  fully  appreciated  ex- 
cept by  those  who  have  to  carry  out  the 
working  of  such  an  undertaking.  It 
was  made  a  condition  precedent  that 
this  very  large  amount  of  capital  should 
be  raised  before  the  works  were  com- 
menced, and  we  have  experienced  con- 
siderable difficulty  in  raising  it  in  Lan- 
cashire at  a  time  when  trade  has  been 
80  much  depressed.  If  I  may  use  such 
an  expression  we  have  had  to  do  it  in 
cold  blood,  and  with  a  great  deal  of  un- 
certainty hanging  over  the  people  of 
Lancashire  in  regard  to  whether  this 
tmdertaking  will  ever  really  be  carried 
out  or  not.  We  are  now  in  a  position 
to  say  that  the  arrangements  we  have 
made  will  render  it  perfectly  certain 
that  the  capital  will  be  raised  without 
any  doubt  whatever,  and  the  mere  an- 
nouncement of  that  fact  has  had  an 
electrical  effect  in  stimulating  the  in- 
terest which  is  felt  in  the  undertaking. 
I  am  informed  that  70  per  cent  of  the 
shareholders,  although  they  were  only 
applied  to  on  Thursday  last,  have  sent 
in  assents  confirming  their  applications, 
and  that  only  one-half  per  cent  have 
expressed  dissent  with  the  new  arrange- 
ment which  has  been  proposed.  I  may 
add,  further,  that  there  have  been  new 
applications  for  shares  from  three  times 
the  number  of  persons  whose  dissent 
has  been  expressed;  and,  therefore,  it  is 
quite  evident  that  the  shareholders  do 
not  believe  they  can  be  placed  in  a  worse 
position  than  that  wMch  they  would 
have  occupied  before  the  new  arrange- 
ment was  made.  I  urgently  appeal  to 
the  House  to  grant  us  the  facilities  wo 
ask  for.  We  do  not  require  the  suspen- 
sion of  the  Standing  Orders  for  the  pur- 
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pose  of  preventing  our  opponents  from 
carrying  out  any  legislative  opposition 
they  can  legitimately  bring  to  boar  upon 
the  scheme.  The  object  of  asking  for  the 
suspension  of  the  Standing   Orders   is 
simply  to  save  time,  without  depriving 
our  opponents  of  any  of  the  rights  they 
would    enjoy    under    ordinary  circum- 
stances.    At  the  same  time,  it  must  not 
be  forgotten  that    our  opponents  can 
have  very  little  to  do  with  the  question 
that  is  before  the  House,  and  the  pro- 
posal which  is  now  introduced.     It  is 
not  a  question  in  which  they  are  inte- 
rested in  the  slightest  degree.  The  oppo- 
sition to  the  scheme,  all  along,  has  been 
occasioned  by  the  fact  that  the  opponents 
thought  their  own  interests  were  likely 
to   be  sacrificed,  and  that  the  position 
of   the  Port  of   Liverpool    might    be 
jeopardized  by  the  carrying  out  of  this 
undertaking.   I  do  not  believo  a  word  of 
it.     I  do  not  believe  that  the  interests 
of  Liverpool  will  be  jeopardized  in  the 
slightest  degree;  on  the  contrary,  I  believe 
that  neither  the  interests  of  the  Port  of 
Liverpool  nor  of  the  Eailway  Companies 
will  suffer  in  the  end.     As  I  have  said, 
although  the  matter  is  of  the   utmost 
importance  to  the    promoters,    if   this 
Bill  is  not  passed  now,  it  will  only  delay 
a  measure  which  must  come  on  again 
next  year.     Therefore,  if  the  Bill  is  to 
be  passed,  I  would  ask  the  House  to 
pass  it  at  once,  because  a  single  day 
may  involve  the  risk  of  upsetting  the 
whole  of  the  arrangements  which  have 
been  entered  into. 

TnE  CHAIRMAN  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Courtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin)  :  I 
think  it  will  be  the  opinion  of  the  House 
almost  universally  that  as  little  time  as 
possible  should  be  occupied  in  this  dis- 
cussion consistently  with  the  importance 
of  the  subject ;  and  it  is  with  the  hope 
of  abbreviating  the  discussion  that  may 
follow  that  I  have  risen  thus  early. 
With  repptct  to  the  question  raised  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Hanjpshire  (Mr.  Sclater- Booth),  it 
has  been  made  clear  by  the  speech  we 
have  just  heard  that  the  rights  of  the 
shareholders  will  be  substantially  pro- 
tected.  The  epirit  of  the  Standing 
Orders  will  be  carried  out,  even  if  the 
words  are  for  the  moment  set  aside. 
The  Wharncliffe  meeting  will  bo  held 
on  Monday  next,  and,  if  there  be  dis- 
sentient shareholders,  these  shareholders 
will  not  be  precluded  from  carrying  on 


1713  Manchealer  Ship  |  June  1 3,  1 887 } 


Canat  Ml. 


1714 


their  opposition  to  the  Bill  in  precisely 
the  same  way  as  if  the  Whamcliffe 
meeting  had  been  held  before  this  stage. 
Therefore,  allowing  this  stage  will  in 
no  degree  prejudice  the  right  of  these 
shareholders.  There  is,  however,  an- 
other question  of  which  we  shall  pro- 
bably hear  a  good  deal,  and  which  it  is 
important  for  the  House  to  consider. 
This  scheme  has  been  sanctioned  by, 
Parliament,  after  repeated  examinations 
by  Committees  of  both  Houses.  It  has 
been  sanctioned  to  this  extent — that  the 
opinion  of  the  Legislature  has  un- 
doubtedly been  expressed  that  it  is  a 
scheme  which  might  fairly  be  tried.  At 
the  same  time.  Parliament  has  laid  down 
very  extreme  financial  conditions  under 
which  it  is  to  be  carried  out.  Those 
conditions  cannot  be  lightly  disregarded. 
It  is  impossible  to  pay  attention  to  the 
approval  of  the  scheme  and  disregard 
the  conditions  annexed  to  it.  Those 
conditions,  I  apprehend,  were  annexed 
on  this  principle — that  the  scheme  does 
expose  very  considerable  interests  to 
some  risk,  and  that  risk  ought  not  to  be 
entered  upon  wantonly  or  without  some 
substantial  security — not  only  that  the 
matter  was  prosecuted  bond  Jide,  but 
was  prosecuted  under  conditions  to  give 
guarantee  of  the  substantial  character 
of  the  undertaking.  It  was  for  that 
reason,  I  apprehend,  that  the  strict 
financial  conditions  were  annexed  to 
the  sanction  given  by  Parliament ;  and 
the  Bill  now  proposed  is,  in  effect,  to 
dispense  in  some  degree  with  those 
financial  conditions.  We  ought,  if  pos- 
sible, to  secure  the  same  authority  in 
favour  of  dispensation  that  we  had  in 
favour  of  originally  imposing  the  con- 
ditions. This  House,  speaking  of  it  as 
a  body,  is  no  more  competent  to  under- 
take the  question  whether  or  no  those 
financial  conditions  are  absolutely  ne- 
cessary than  it  was  competent  to  under- 
take the  question  whether  the  scheme, 
as  a  whole,  should  be  passed  or  not ; 
but  the  Committee  which  annexed  those 
financial  conditions  to  the  scheme  is  a 
competent  body  to  advise  us  on  the 
question  whether  the  conditions  can  be 
dispensed  with.  Without,  therefore, 
allowing  a  Committee  to  go  into  the 
mercantile  or  engineering  character  of 
the  scheme,  or  to  enter  on  that  which 
has  been  decided,  it  is,  I  conceive,  a 
very  proper  thing  that  the  precise  ques- 
tion which  is  now  treated  in  this  Bill — 
namely,  the  dispensation  with  the  finan- 


cial conditions — should  be  referred  to  a 
Committee,  and  before  that  Committee 
the  interests  which  were  protected  by 
these  conditions  should  be  allowed  to 
appear.  I  took  the  opportunity  of 
bringing  together  the  agents  in- 
terested in  this  matter  —  the  agent 
for  the  promoters,  and  those  repre- 
senting the  London  and  North-Western 
Eailway,  the  Mersey  Docks,  and  the 
Liverpool  Corporation — and  suggested 
to  them  that  the  Bill  might  be  allowed 
to  be  read  a  second  time  if  it  was  under- 
stood that  it  should  be  referred  to  an 
ordinary  Committee  of  four  Members, 
and  that  the  examination  before  that 
Committee  should  be  strictly  confined  to 
this  issue — whether  the  substitution  of 
the  proposed  financial  arrangement  was 
one  that  could  be  sanctioned,  having  re- 
gard to  the  motive  and  purpose  of  the  ori- 
ginal arrangement,  and  the  large  amount 
of  capital  which  is  involved.  Perhaps  I 
may  bo  allowed  to  add  that  since  I  have 
been  in  the  House  I  have  received  a 
message  from  the  agent  to  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill,  stating  that  they  as- 
sent to  the  condition  which  I  proposed. 
In  these  circumstances  I  apprehend  the 
opponents  would  be  perfectly  satisfied 
with  the  conditions  of  reference ;  and  if 
the  agent  of  the  promoters,  as  I  under- 
stand, is  ready  to  assent  to  those  con- 
ditions, I  think  the  House  may  consent 
to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time,  upon  the  understanding  that  it 
shall  be  referred  to  an  ordinary  Com- 
mittee of  four  Members  constituted  for 
that  purpose.  No  time  should  be  lost  in 
getting  to  work,  and  the  inquiry,  as  I 
have  said,  should  be  confined  strictly  to 
the  question  as  to  whether  the  financial 
conditions  under  which  the  Bill  was  for- 
merly sanctioned  could  be  transformed 
to  the  proposed  conditions  consistently 
with  the  respect  paid  to  those  interests 
in  regard  to  which  the  financial  con- 
ditions were  presumably  imposed. 

Mr.  HOULDSWOKTH:  Perhaps  I 
may  be  allowed  to  say  that  the  agent  for 
the  promoters  had  no  authority  to  give 
consent  to  the  proposal  of  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means,  and  I  am  quite  sure 
he  has  not  done  so  without  authority. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  :  I  am  quite 
satisfied  with  the  proposal  which  has 
been  made  by  my  hon.  Friend,  if  my 
hon.  Friend  will  undertake  ihat  the 
Committee  shall  receive  an  Instruction 
in  the  direction  I  have  intimated.  In 
that    ase  the  necessary  preliminary  of 
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a  roference  to  a  Wharncliffe  meeting 
might  bo  waived,  on  tho  understanding 
that  the  Examiners  of  Private  Bills 
should  be  satisfied  as  to  the  bond  fide 
character  of  the  assent  of  the  share- 
holders in  regard  to  the  conditions  which 
I  have  specified.  In  that  case  I  shall  be 
perfectly  content  to  withdraw  mj  Mo- 
tion. 

Me.  OOUETNEY:  I  assent  entirely 
to  the  stipulation  which  has  been  laid 
down  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  So 
far  as  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  (Mr.  Houldsworth)  are 
concerned,  in  reference  to  the  assent  of 
the  agent  for  the  promoters,  I  have 
only  to  say  that  I  received  the  message 
from  the  agent  since  I  entered  the 
House. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  &o.):  There 
is  one  question  which  I  should  like  to 
put  to  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
and  it  has  reference  to  the  proposed 
Beference  to  the  Committee.  Will  the 
hon..  Member  accept  the  Motion  which 
I  have  placed  on  the  Paper  that  the 
Select  Committee  to  whom  the  Bill  is 
referred  shall  consist  of  nine  Members  ; 
that  the  Petitioners  against  the  Bill  shall 
be  entitled  to  be  heard ;  and  that  the 
Committee  shall  have  power  to  send  for 
persons,  papers,  and  records  ? 

Mr.  COUETNEY  :  The  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  is  to  increase  the  num- 
ber of  the  Committee,  which  is  always 
undesirable  unless  there  is  a  special  rea- 
son for  it.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
advisable  to  allow  everybody  to  come  in 
and  to  raise  any  matter  which  may  not 
be  legitimate  to  the  issue  submitted  to 
the  Committee. 

.  Sir  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY  (Oxford 
University) :  I  agree  with  the  Chairman 
of  Ways  and  Means  that,  as  a  general 
rule,  it  is  undesirable  to  increase  the 
numbers  of  a  Committee,  especially  in  a 
matter  like  this,  where  you  nave  already 
had  the  question  tried  six  times  over.  I 
think  that  four  Members  are  quite  suffi- 
cient to  deal  with  such  a  question  as 
that  which  is  proposed  to  be  referred  to 
the  Committee,  and  I  hope  the  House 
will  not  consent  to  increase  the  num- 
ber.          

Ma.  WHITLEY  (Liverpool,  Everton): 
On  behalf  of  the  Corporation  of  Liver- 
pool, I  believe  I  am  justified  in  saying 
that  they  will  be  prepared  to  accept  the 
proposal  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means. 

Mr.  Sclater -Booth 


Mr.  SOLATER-BOOTH  :  £  am  quite 
ready  to  withdraw  my  Amendment,  on 
the  understanding  that  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  will  frame  an  Instruc- 
tion to  the  Select  Committee  in  regard 
to  the  points  which  I  have  mentioned. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney) :  I  should  like  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  we  have  not  yet  had 
an  assurance  that  the  promoters  of  the 
Bill  are  prepared  to  accept  the  proposal 
of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  HOULDS WOETH  :  All  I  have 
to  say  is  that  I  was  not  made  aware  of 
the  negotiations  with  the  promoters  of 
the  Bill  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  has 
referred.     I    received    no    information 
upon  the  subject  of  any  kind.    Now, 
however,    I    am   given    to  understand 
that    the    promoters    have    been    con- 
sulted,    I  shall  not,  therefore,  further 
oppose   the  proposition.      I  still  hold 
strongly  the   opinion    that  the   course 
suggested  is  unnecessary.  The  Bill  itself 
distinctly  provides  that  certain  formali- 
ties must  be  gone  through  before  the 
works  are  commenced,   in  order    that 
Parliament  may  be  satisfied  that  the 
financial  conditions  have  been  fulfilled. 
For  instance,  the  Company  are  bound  to 

?rove  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Board  of 
'rade  that  £5,000,000  have  been  raised 
in  a  hond  fide  manner,  and  a  certificate 
to  that  effect  must  be  given  before  the 
work  is  begun.  At  the  same  time,  as 
there  appears  to  have  been  some  kind 
of  assent  given  by  the  promoters,  al- 
though without  my  knowledge,  to  the 
course  now  proposed  to  be  taken,  I  will 
not  further  oppose  it. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  :  I  cannot  see  that 
there  is  any  great  difference  between 
the  proposal  of  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  and  the  Motion  which  I 
have  placed  on  the  Paper ;  and,  there- 
fore, on  the  part  of  the  Mersey  Dock 
and  Harbour  Board,  I  may  say  that  I 
do  not  intend  to  persist  with  my  Motion. 
At  the  same  time,  I  think  there  would 
be  considerable  advantage  in  having 
the  matter  thoroughly  investigated  in 
the  way  I  suggested. 

Mr.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne): 
As  the  proposal  of  the  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  has  come  on  the  House 
by  surprise,  I  should  like  to  understand 
exactly  what  it  is  that  is  proposed  to  be 
done.  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that, 
up  to  the  present  time,  the  Bill  has  not 
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been  agreed  to ;  and  there  may  be  fresh 
opponents  whose  opposition  would  have 
the  effect  of  increasing,  to  an  enormous 
extent,  the  delay  which  may  arise  in 
passing  the  Bill.     What  we  complain  of 
is  that  the  course  which  is  now  being 
pursued  may  enable  our  opponents  to  do, 
by  a  side  wind,  something  which  they 
would  not  venture  to  do  openly  in  the 
House.     What  I  want  to  know  is  whe- 
ther a  number  of  persons  who  are  inte- 
rested in  this  question,  but  who  have  no 
locus  standi,  are  to  be  allowed  to  appear 
before  the  Committee ;  and  in  that  case 
it  may  be  necessary  to  give  a  further 
Instruction  to  the  Committee,  somewhat 
similar  to   that  which   was    given  on 
Friday  night  in  regard  to  an  important 
public  measure — namely,  that  the  Bill 
must  be  reported  to  the  House  by  a 
certain  day  ?    Unless  something  of  that 
kind  is  done,  I  am  afraid  that  the  Bill 
may  be  defeated  by  the  opposition  that 
may  be  raised  to  it  in  certain  quarters, 
although  the  opponents  can  have  but  a 
very  small  interest  in  the  undertaking. 
For  instance,  I  fail  to  see  what  interest 
the  London  and  North- Western  Bailway 
Company  can  have  in  opposing  a  Bill  of 
this  kind.     The  only  object  of  the  Bill 
is  to  enable  the  promoters  to  raise  the 
money  which  is  necessary  to  enable  them 
to  carry  out  an  undertaking  that  has 
already  received  the  sanction   of   Par^ 
llament,  and  they  are  simply  proposing 
to  divide  their  capital.     When  I  have 
witnessed  the  alacrity  with  which  the 
opponents    of   the    measure — some    of 
whom,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  are  sitting 
near  me — accepted  the  compromise  sug- 
gested by  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means,  I  fear  that  if  they  succeed  in 
carrying  their  opposition  much  further 
they  will  prevent  the  ultimate  passing 
of   the  Bill.     Therefore,   I   think    we 
ought  to  know  who  the  opponents   of 
the  Bill  are,  and  how  many  of  them  are 
to  be  allowed  a  locus  standi,  and  we 
ought  further  to  know,  to  some  extent, 
the  reasons  upon  which  a  locus  standi  is 
to  be  granted. 

Sir  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  (St.  Pan- 
eras,  S.):  Asa  shareholder  of  the  London 
and  North- Western  Bailway,  I  cannot, 
for  the  life  of  me,  see  what  that  Com- 
pany has  to  do  with  the  matter.  This 
is  a  question  solely  as  to  how  the 
capital  is  to  be  raised ;  and  I  think  the 
House  ought  to  say  that  the  only  persons 
concerned  are  the  shareholders  of  the 


Company  and  the  public.  Therefore,  I 
hope  that  the  Instruction  moved  by  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  will  be  a 
very  narrow  one,  or  we  may  have  this 
result — that  the  persons  who  have  op- 
posed the  measure  hitherto,  and  who 
have  been  beaten,  will  raise  the  whole 
of  their  opposition  again  in  a  more  in- 
sidious form.  I  therefore  trust  that  the 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  will 
take  care  that  the  London  and  North- 
western Railway  Company  are  not 
allowed  a  locus  standi, 

Mr.  COURTNEY :  There  is,  I  think, 
no  danger  of  the  multiplication  of  per- 
sons having  a  locus  standi ,  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Ashton-under-Lyne  (Mr.  Addison)  has 
suggested.     You  may  be  sure  the  agent 
will  not  consent  to  that.     But  to  enter 
into  the  question  now  raised  by  my  hon. 
Friend    the    Member   for  St.   Pancras 
(Sir  Julian  Goldsmid)  would  be  really 
to  argue  the  whole    question.      As  a 
matter  of  fact,  if  we  are  asked  now  to 
go  into  the  question  whether  the  London 
and  North- Western  Railway  Company 
are  to  have  a  locus  standi  to  oppose  this 
Bill,  it  would  amount  to  a  discussion  of 
a  question  which  had  far  better  be  left 
to  the  Select  Committee  upstairs.    It 
was  in  order  to  avoid  a  discussion  of 
that  kind  that  I  suggested  the  compro- 
mise between   the  promoters  and  the 
opponents,  with  the  sincere  hope  that 
the  consideration  of  the  matter  would 
not  occupy  any  considerable  amount  of 
time.      In    all    probability,    the    only 
bodies   to   whom    locus  standi  will   be 
granted  will  be  the  London  and  North- 
western Railway  Company,  the  Mersey 
Docks   and  Harbour  Board,   and    the 
Corporation  of  Liverpool,   who,  in  all 
probability,  will  be  represented  by  the 
same  counsel,  although  I  am  not  abso- 
lutely entitled  to  say  that  that  will  be 
the  case.     At  all  events,  the  Reference 
will  be  a  most  narrow  one.  I  believe  that 
both  the  opponents  and  promoters  of  the 
measure  are  actuated  by  a  sincere  desire 
that  the  matter  should  not  occupy  much 
time,  and   that  the  Committee  should 
be  strictly  confined  to  the  point  which 
has  been  raised.     The  promoters  of  the 
Bill  are,  I  believe,  satisfied  that  the 
proposal  will  not  in  any  way  imperil  the 
scheme,  owing  to  the  efflux  of  time. 

Sir  henry  JAMES  (Bury,  Lan- 
cashire) :  The  Chairman  of  Ways  ani 
Means  cannot  guarantee  that  the  in- 
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quiry  will  be  a  short  one,  because  that 
must  depend  upon  the  character  of  the 
opposition.  I  therefore  wish  to  give 
Notice  that  when  the  Chairman  of  Ways 
and  Means  moves  the  Instruction  to  the 
Committee,  I  shall  move,  as  a  further 
Instruction,  that  the  Select  Committee 
shall  report  the  Bill  to  the  House  by  a 
certain  date  which  I  shall  be  then  pre- 
pared to  give. 

Me.  SINCLAIR :  May  I  ask  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House  in  order  that  I 
may  refer  to  an  observation  which  fell 
from  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Ashton-under-Lyne  (Mr.  Addison). 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  referred 
to  the  alacrity  with  which  the  opponents 
of  the  Bill  had  accepted  the  proposal  of 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means.  I 
would  only  say  that  those  opponents 
would  very  much  prefer  to  thresh  the 
matter  out  on  the  floor  of  this  House 
rather  than  in  a  Committee  upstairs ; 
but  they  have  accepted  the  suggestion 
of  the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means, 
in  deference  to  the  quarter  from  which 
it  proceeded. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  made,  by  leaving  out  204 
and  223. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Ordered^  That  Standing  Orders  62  and 
235  be  suspended. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 
Q  UESTI0N8. 


POOR  LAW— PAROCHIAL   RELIEP,  1886 
—STATISTICS. 

Mk.  HOYLE  (Lancashire,  S.E.,  Hey- 
wood)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  How  many  persons 
received  parochial  relief  in  England, 
Wales,  Scotland,  and  Ireland,  respec- 
tively, in  the  year  ending  31st  Decem- 
ber, 1886,  and  the  number  in  each 
country  of  indoor  and  of  outdoor 
paupers  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's):  I  am 
unable  to  state  how  many  persons  re- 
ceived parochial  relief  in  England, 
Wales,  and  Scotland  respectively  during 
the  year  ending  December  31,  1886. 
As  regards  England  and  Wales,  it  is 
the  practice  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  obtain  Returns  of  the  numbers 

Sir  Kenry  Jamee 


of  paupers  on  certain  days  only.  On 
January  1  last  there  were  822,215 
paupers  in  the  country  in  receipt  of  re- 
lief, of  whom  201,698  were  indoor  and 
620,617  outdoor  paupers.  With  respect 
to  Scotland,  I  am  informed  by  the  Board 
of  Supervision  that,  on  January  14  last, 
the  total  number  of  paupers,  registered 
and  casual,  including  dependents,  re- 
ceiving relief  was  99,734;  and  that  on 
January  1  last  the  total  number  in  poor- 
houses  was  10,233.  The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  for  Ireland  state  that,  ac- 
cording to  the  Beturns  for  the  week 
ended  January  1,  1887,  the  total  num- 
ber of  persons  in  receipt  of  relief  on 
that  day  was  113,241,  of  whom  65,015 
received  outdoor  relief,  47,477  were  in 
workhouses,  and  749  in  blind,  deaf,  and 
dumb  asylums. 

EVICTIONS  (IRELAND)-8TATISTICS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
cliffe)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  What  was 
the  number  of  evictions  and  of  persons 
evicted  in  Ireland  during  April  and 
May,  1 887  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kiwq-Hakman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  number  of  evictions  in  Ireland 
during  the  period  mentioned  was  1,013. 
The  total  number  from  the  beginning 
of  the  year  was  4,909,  of  which  2,733 
persons  were  re-admitted  as  caretakers. 

AaRICULTURAL  DEPARTMENT— SCAR. 

LATINA— DR.   KLEIN'S  MILK 

THEORY. 

SiE  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  (Lancashire,  Clitheroe)  asked 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster, Whether  he  can  give  the  House 
information  as  to  any  investigations 
which  the  veterinary  officials  of  the 
Agricultural  Department  have  been  in- 
structed to  make  into  Dr.  Klein's  theory 
of  scarlatina  infection  from  the  milk  of 
diseased  cows ;  whether,  at  present,  any 
confirmation  of  that  theory  has  been 
obtained  by  the  investigations  of  other 
medical  or  veterinary  observers;  and, 
whether  he  can  lay  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  any  Reports  on  the  subject, 
and  any  communications  which  have 
passed  between  the  Agricultural  De- 
partment and  the  Local  Government 
Board  ? 
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(L^^d  .Toiik  Mansers)  (Leicaatershire, 
E.) :  The  inquiry  respecting  the  alleged 
scarlatina  outbreak  by  the  agency  of  the 
milk  of  dieeaeed  cows  is  still  being  car- 
ried on.  But.  up  to  the  pre.tent  time, 
the  inveatigationa  of  medical  and  vete- 
rinary observera  do  not  juatify  any  posi- 
tive conctuaion.  Communicatione  on  the 
subject  have  taken  place  httween  the 
Local  Oovemment  Board — with  which 
we  are  anxious  to  co-operate — and  the 
Agricultural  Department,  and  a  Report 
will  be  laid  before  Farliament  as  soon 
aa  the  inquiry  ia  completed. 

THE    CURRENCY— FRENCH   AND 
ITALIAN  COPPER  COINS. 

Me.  MONTAGTJ  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)  asked  Mr.  Chftncellor  of 
the  Esohequer,  Whether  he  can  atate 
the  quantity  of  5  and  10  centime  piecea 
received  by  the  post  offices  up  to  the 
end  of  May ;  and,  whether  he  intends 
to  make  any  further  provision  for  the 
■withdrawal  from  circulation  of  French 
and  Italian  copper  coins? 

The  GHANCELLORonnB  EXCHE- 
QTJER  (Mr.  Gosghes)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  The  total  amn  of 
about  £23,000  will  have  been  paid  by 
the  Mint  to  the  Postmaster  General  for 
foreign  bronze  coin  withdrawn  from 
circulation  by  the  Post  Office  in  the 
United  Kingdom  to  the  end  of  last 
month.  The  weight  of  the  coin  with- 
drawn ia  rather  more  than  53  tona.  By 
far  the  greater  part  of  the  coin  has  been 
withdrawn  from  circulation  in  London 
and  the  aeaport  towns  in  the  South  and 
South-East  of  England.  There  has 
been  no  special  demand  for  British 
bronze  coin,  either  in  the  Metropolitan 
district  or  the  Provinces,  in  consequence 
of  the  withdrawal  of  foreign  coin.  It  is 
the  opinion  of  the  poatmaetera  that  the 
withdrawal  ia  practically  complete,  and 
that  during  the  aix  weeka  allowed  for  it, 
from  April  20  till  May  31,  there  haa  been 
ample  time  for  the  public  to  exchange 
the  amounts  which  it  held.  There  would 
not  appear  to  be  auy  neceaaity,  there- 
fore, now  that  public  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  matter,  to  make  any 
further  provision  for  the  withdrawal  of 
foreign  coin ;  but  notices  will  be  circu- 
lated by  means  of  the  Post  Office  and 
Oustoms,  at  seaports,  warning  the  pub- 
lic that  the  coin  ia  not  legal  tender  in 
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the  United  Kingdom,  and  that  its  im- 
portation is  prohibited. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAND)  ACT,  1878— 
CERTIFICATES  OF  BIRTHS. 

Mr.  FEASER-MACKINTOSH  (In- 
vernesB -shire)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether,  under  "  The  Education  (Scot- 
land) Act,  187s,"  section  11,  a  Secretary 
of  State  haa,  aa  therein  provided,  isaued 
the  particulara  and  fixed  tbe  fee  regard- 
ing certificates  of  birth  for  the  purposes 
of  the  Education  Acta  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdokald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew'a  Universitiea) :  An  Order  was 
issued  by  the  Home  Secretary  dealing 
with  this  matter  on  the  lOthofJune, 
1879,  and  was  communicated  to  sohool 
boards  in  Scotland  by  the  Scotch  Educa- 
tion Department  on  4th  September, 
1879. 

LAW  AND   JUSTICE    (SCOTLAND)— 
ANGUS  MicLAUCHLAN. 

Mr.  eraser- mackintosh  (In- 
verness-shire) asked  the  Lord  Advocate, 
Whether  due  inquiries  have  been  made 
in  reference  to  the  complaint  made  by 
Angus  MacLauchlan,  Carpenter,  Avie- 
more,  Invemesa-ahire,  for  assault,  op- 
pression, and  nimious  conduct  on  the 
part  of  certain  influential  persons,  the 
receipt  of  which  complaint  was  acknow- 
ledged by  the  Crown  Agent  on  22nd 
April  last?  • 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macsonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St, 
Andrew's  Universities) :  Due  inquiry 
was  made  into  this  complaint  on  the  re- 
ceipt of  the  letter  acknowledged  by  the 
Crown  Agent  on  22nd  April ;  and  on 
6th  May,  by  my  instructions,  a  letter 
was  sent  to  Angus  MacLauchlan  to  in- 
form him  that  I  did  not  consider  there 
were  grounds  for  a  prosecution  at  the 
'  public  instance. 
I 

ARMT  —  CADETS  OP  THE  ROYAL 
MILITARY  ACADEMY  AT  ALDERSHOT. 

Colonel  HAMILTON  (SouthwarV, 
Rotherhithe)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  As  to  whether  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  require 
the  cadets  of  the  Royal  Military 
Academy,  Woolwich,  to  pay  out  of  their 
own  pockets  the  expenses  of  attending 
the  Jubilee  Review  at  Aldershot  ? 
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The  8UEVEY0E  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Northcot?.)  (Exe- 
ter)  (who  replied)  said,  that  the  expenses 
of  the  cadets  in  attending  the  Review 
would  be  borne  by  the  Mess  Fund  of  the 
Royal  Military  Academy. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  — IM- 
PRISONMENT OF  JOHN  RYAN,  AN 
EVICTED  TENANT. 

Mb.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  (Wol- 
yerhampton.  E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  case  of  John  Ryan,  who  was  com- 
mitted to  prison  by  the  High  Sheriff  of 
the  County  of  Tipperary  on  the  31st 
March,  1886,  for  taking  possession  of  a 
holding  from  which  he  had  been  evicted, 
and  whose  period  of  imprisonment  is 
stated  in  the  Return,  recently  presented 
to  the  House,  to  be  for  an  ''indefinite 
term ; "  whether  the  High  Sheriff  of  any 
oouniy  in  Ireland  has  the  power  to  com- 
mit to  prison  for  an  ''indefinite  term" 
an  evicted  tenant  for  re-taking  posses- 
sion of  his  holding ;  and,  whether, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  John 
Ryan  has  been  in  prison  for  upwards  of 
12  months,  the  case  will  be  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  John  Ryan  appears  to  have  been 
committed  to  prison  on  June  4,  1886, 
pursuant  to  an  order  of  attachment  for 
contempt  issued  from  the  Chancery 
Division  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice  in 
Ireland.  The  contempt  committed  was 
that  stated  in  the  Return ;  but  the  Go- 
vernor of  the  prison,  in  sending  forward 
the  materials  for  the  Return,  erroneously 
stated  that  the  committal  was  by  the 
Sheriff,  who  merely  signed  the  warrant 
pursuant  to  the  writ  of  the  Court.  The 
Sheriff,  of  himself,  has  no  power  to  com- 
mit to  prison.  Ryan  was  informed  in 
October  last,  in  reply  to  a  Memorial  for- 
warded by  him  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
that  any  application  for  his  release 
should  be  made  through  the  Judge  who 
committed  him  for  contempt;  but  he 
has  not  made  any  such  application.  It 
has  been  open  to  him  to  obtain  his  re- 
lease at  any  time  by  purging  the  con- 
tempt, and  the  Government  are  imable 
to  interfere  in  the  matter. 


WAR  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  DEPART- 
MENT)—EXPERIMENTAL  WIRE  GUNS. 

Sir  HENRY  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  Whether  a  10-inch  wire  howitzer 
and  a  9*2-inch  wire  gun  were  constructed 
last  year  at  Woolwich ;  and,  if  so,  what 
was  the  weight  and  cost  of  each  of  them ; 
and,  also,  whether  he  would  be  bo  good 
as  to  describe,  in  regard  to  the  rounds 
fired  from  each  of  these  guns — (a)  the 
weight  of  charge  and  nature  of  powder; 
(b)  weight  of  projectile;  (c)  muzzle 
velocity  for  each  round;  and  (d)  the 
maximum  powder  pressure,  with  any 
other  particulars  of  an  interesting  cha- 
racter ;  and,  whether  he  will  kindly 
afford,  in  an  Unopposed  Return,  any  in- 
formation that  he  is  unable  to  embody 
in  the  answer  to  this  Question  ? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  op 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Northcotb)  (Exe- 
ter)  (who  replied)  said :  The  two  guns 
in  question  are  entirely  experimental, 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  does  not  think 
it  would  be  to  the  interest  of  the  Service 
to  publish  the  details  asked  for  by  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend ;  but  he  will 
have  no  objection  to  g^vehim  Buch  details 
confidentially  for  his  own  information. 

METROPOLITAN    POLICE  —  SERGEANT 

MURPHY. 

Captain  PRICE  (Devonport)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether,  in  the  case  of  Sergeant 
Murphy,  of  the  Metropolitan  Police,  any 
Report  has  been  received  from  the  Royal 
Naval  Hospital  at  Plymouth,  stating  the 
nature  and  cause  of  his  illness  ;  and,  if 
not,  whether  he  will  make  the  necessary 
inquiries  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  have 
received  a  Report  from  the  Deputy  Li- 
spector  General  of  the  Royal  Naval 
Hospital  at  Plymouth,  who  states  that 
the  nature  of  Police  Constable  Murphy's 
illness  is  very  obscure,  and  that  the 
symptoms  probably  point  to  brain 
disease.  He  cannot  say  what  the  cause 
of  the  illness  is,  or  whether  it  arises  from 
drinking.  However,  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner has  no  doubt  from  the  evidence 
that  this  man  was  drunk  on  the  12th 
ultimo,  for  which  offence  he  was  redaced 
in  rank  before  his  present  iUneas  came 
on. 
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^  ^  or  nearly  oorreBpondinc:,  class  in  the 

CENTRAL  ASIA-TRADE  COMMUNICA-  pUoffice-that  is  to  fiy,  two-thirds. 

TION  WITU  THIBET-THE  CONVEN-  Qn  Bank  Holidays  the  indoor  work  of 

TION  WITH  CHINA.  the  Post  Office  is  much  the  same  as  on 

Sm  JOHN  SIMON  (Dewsbury)  asked  other  days.    Anything  in  the  shape  of  a 

the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  general  hohday  is,  therefore,  impossible. 

Aflfairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been  But  in  the  case  of  the  porters,  as   of 

called  to  two  communications  from  Mr.  ot^^e'^  members  of  the  indoor  force,  the 

W.  Warry,  of  Her  Majesty's  Consular  superintending  officers  have  instructions 

Service  at  Darjeeling.   India,    to    the  to  let  as  many  as  possible  be  away. 

Dewsbury  Chamber  of  Commerce,  copies 

of  which   were    sent  in  November  or  RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL 

December  last  to  the  Secretary  of  State  —CARRIAGE  OF  TOWN  REFUSE, 

for  India,  relating  to  the  opening  up  of  ^^    q.    V.    MORGAN    (Battersea) 

trade  with  Thibet;  and,  whether  Her  ^gked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 

Majesty's  Government  will  take  steps  Trade,  Whether  he  is  prepared  to  intro- 

for  giving  eflfect  to   the  clause  m  the  ^^^^  ^  clause  in  the  Railway  and  Canal 

recent  Convention  with  China  relating  Traffic  Bill,   compelling    the    Railway 

to  Thibet  ?  Companies  to  carry  town  refuse  at  a 

The    under     SECRETARY    of  cheap  rate,  in  accordance  with  the  Peti- 

STATE  (Sir  James  Eebgusson)  (Man-  ^^^^  ^f  the  Wandsworth  District  Board 

Chester,  N.E.) :  I  have  read  the  Reports  q£  Works  ? 

referred  to.  Mr.  Warry  belongs  to  the  The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Henby  Db 
Consular  Service  in  China,  and  was  Wokms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  It 
detached  for  special  service  under  the  jg  ^0^  the  intention  of  the  Board  of 
Government  of  India.  I  can  add  nothing  Trade  to  introduce  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
to the  reply  which  I  have  already  given  yernment  such  a  clause  as  that  referred 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Kensing-  to  by  the  hon.  Member, 
ton  (Sir  Roper  Lethbridge)  and  others 

on  this  subject.     The  matter  will  not  be  LIGHTHOUSE  ILLTJMINANTS-THE 

lost  Bight  of ;  but  it  is  not  considered  TRINITY  HOUSE  REPORT 

advisable  to  take  any  further  steps  at  ,,      r«  -rrr    ^T-rcotT^-r-r    /m             «  v 

present.  Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone    8.) 

asked  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 

POST  OFFICE  (LONDON)-POSITION  OF  l^^'^fl  '^f  reference  to  his  statement  that 

!^              '  his  chief  objection  to  the  investigation 

PORTERS.  ^£  ^j^3  Trinity  House  Report  on  Light- 

Mr.   p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,    N.)  house    lUuminants    was    the    expense 

asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If  he  will  which  would  be  involved,  Whether  he 

state  what  number  of  hours  the  General  has  received  an  undertaking  or  guaran- 

Post  Office  (London)  porters  have  to  tee  from  Mr.  Wigham  that  the  cost  of 

work ;    whether  there  is  any  promotion  that    investigation    would    not    exceed 

open  to  them  as  sorters,  postmen,    or  £2,000  ;  whether  Mr.  Wigham  had  also 

messengers ;  whether  they  are  liable  to  previously  offered  his  own  services  gra- 

a  stoppage  of  pay  when  absent  from  tuitously  in  connection  with  the  inquiry ; 

sickness,  which  is  not  required    from  whether  he  will  consider  the  advisability 

men  similarly  employed  in  other  Depart-  of  accepting  Mr.  Wigham's  offer  and 

ments ;  and,   whether  it  is  a  fact  that  his  guarantee ;  and,  whether  the  Board 

they  are  not  allowed  Bank  Holidays  ?  of  Trade  have  received  Memorials  from 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr.  shipowners  of  Liverpool,  Belfast,  New- 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University):  The  castle-on-Tyne,  and  other  places;  also 
Post  Office  porters  in  London  work,  as  from  the  authorities  of  Queenstown 
a  rule,  from  eight  and  a-half  to  nine  Harbour,  repeating  their  demands  made 
hours  a-day.  Promotion  is  open  to  them  last  Session  that  the  Report  of  the 
as  postmen,  as  messengers,  and  also,  as  Trinity  House  should  be  referred  to  in- 
far  as  the  limits  of  age  correspond,  as  dependent  authority  for  investigation  ? 
sorters.  During  absence  from  illness  The  SECRETARY  (Baron  Hen&y 
they  receive  exactly  the  same  proportion  De  Wobms)  (Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) : 
oftheirpayas  members  of  corresponding!  I  would  point  out  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
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ber  that  tho  question  of  expendi- 
ture was  not  the  only  one  adverted 
to  in  mj  statement  to  which  he  refers. 
But  if  such  had  been  the  case,  the 
Board  of  Trade,  in  the  present  condi- 
tion of  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund, 
could  not  sanction  any  expenditure  not 
absolutely  essential  and  necessary  to 
meet  immediate  requirements,  even  if  it 
were  admitted  to  be  otherwise  expe- 
dient. As  regards  the  last  paragraph, 
I  would  observe  that  the  bodies  referred 
to  have  repeated  demands  on  which  the 
Board  of  Trade  came  to  a  decision  last 
year. 

Mb.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  said,  that  in 
consequence  of  the  reply  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  he  should,  on  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply,  call  attention  to 
lighthouse  illuminants,  and  the  action  of 
the  Trinity  House  in  reference  thereto. 

THE  SUBMARINE  TELEGRAPH 
COMPANY. 

Me.  MONTAGU  {Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitchapel)  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  Whether  negotiations  are  now 
pending  for  the  renewal  of  the  mono- 
poly of  the  Submarine  Telegraph  Com- 
pany, which  expires  in  1889 ;  and,  whe- 
ther, before  any  final  decision  is  taken, 
the  conditions  will  be  stated,  so  that 
the  various  Chambers  of  Commerce 
may  have  an  opportunity  of  considering 
them? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikbs)  (Cambridge  University):  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  hare  to 
state  that  I  am  in  communication  with 
the  Telegraphic  Administrations  of  some 
of  the  neighbouring  Foreign  States  with 
regard  to  the  arrangements  which  it  will 
be  necessary  to  make  for  the  transmis- 
sion of  telegrams  between  this  country 
and  those  States  when  the  concessions 
now  held  by  the  Submarine  Telegraph 
Company  from  France  and  Belgium  ex- 
pire in  1889.  I  do  not  think  that  I  can 
promise  to  submit  these  arrangements 
to  the  Chambers  of  Commerce;  but  I 
shall  be  ready  to  consider  any  sugges- 
tion that  they  may  desire  to  make. 

THE  "  BOARD  OF  TRADE  JOURNAL  "— 
ADVERTISEMENTS. 

Me.  MONTAGU  (Tower  Hamlets, 
Whitechapel)*  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
tiie  Exchequer,  Whether  the  Treasury 

Banm  JSonry  D$  Wanm 


was  consulted  and  gave  its  sanction  to 
the  Stationery  OflSce,  prior  to  the  de- 
cision having  been  taken,  to  insert  com- 
mercial advertisements  in  The  Board  of 
Trade  Journal;  and,  whether  he  can 
state  when  the  existing  contract  for  ad- 
vertisements will  terminate  ? 

Sir  HERBERT  MAXWELL  CA  Lord 
of  the  Tbeasuby)  (Wigton)  (who  re- 
plied) said,  the  Treasury  had  been  con- 
sulted and  had  given  its  sanction  in 
this  matter.  The  existing  contract  for 
advertisements  would  terminate  on  De- 
cember 31,  1889. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  COURTS  — 
THE  HAMMERSMITH  AND  WANDS- 
WORTH  DISTRICTS. 

Mr.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that,  although  the  population  of  London 
has  increased  since  the  year  1889  from 
under  2,000,000  to  over  4,000,000  there 
has  not  been  any  increase  in  the  num- 
ber of  the  magistrates  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Courts,  although  during 
that  period,  in  addition  to  this  increase 
of  population,  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
magistrates  has  been  very  greatly  ex- 
tended by  many  Acts  of  Parliament; 
and,  whether,  considering  the  great 
increase  of  population  and  rateable 
value  in  the  Hammersmith  and  Wands- 
worth Police  Court  Districts,  and  inas- 
much as  this  subject  has  now  been 
under  the  consideration  of  Qovemment 
for  more  than  seven  years,  and  he  has 
twice  stated  in  the  House  that  it  is 
necessary  that  these  Courts  should  be 
made  whole  day  Courts,  the  establish- 
ment of  such  whole  day  Courts  will 
be  carried  out  without  any  further 
delay  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
establishment  of  whole  day  Courts  at 
Hammersmith  and  Wandsworth  has 
been  decided  on,  but  not  carried  out  at 
present,  as  the  Treasury  are  anxious 
that  the  cost  of  additional  magistrates 
should  be  saved  by  a  redistribution  of 
the  existing  magisterial  strength.  A 
Departmental  Committee  is  now  in- 
quiring, and  will  shortly  report  to  me, 
how  far  such  a  redistribution  is  pos- 
sible. Pending  these  inquiries  no  change 
in  these  Courts  has  been  made* 
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WAR  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  DEPART- 
MENT)  —  INSANITARY  STATE  OF 
DOVER  BARRACKS  (FORT  BUR- 
GOYNE). 

Mr.  PEESTON  BEUCE  (Fifeshire, 
W.)  asked  the  Surveyor  General  of  the 
Ordnance,  Whether  the  expert  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  has  inspected 
Fort  Burgoyne,  with  reference  to  the 
cases  of  typhoid  fever  which  occurred 
there ;  whether  he  reports  the  sanitary 
condition'  of  these  barracks  to  be  satis- 
factory, or  as  in  need  of  improvement ; 
and,  whether  it  is  still  intended  to 
quarter  here,  about  the  23rd  instant,  a 
portion  of  the  4th  Brigade  "Royal  Artil- 
lery (Fife  Militia)  ? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Northcote)  (Exeter) :  The  Report  of 
the  Inspector  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  as  to  the  sanitary  condition  of 
Fort  Burgoyne  has  not  yet  reached  me ; 
but  the  General  Officer  at  Dovor  has 
telegraphed  that  the  Inspector  is  of 
opinion  that  the  fort  will  be  in  a  per- 
fectly sanitary  condition,  providing  cer- 
tain small  alterations  are  made.  These 
can  easily  be  effected  before  the  2drd 
instant ;  and,  under  these  circumstances, 
the  4th  Brigade,  Scottish  Division,  Royal 
Artillery,  will  be  moved  there  on  that 
date. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— THE 
POLICE  BARRACK  AT  MEENACLADDY. 
COUNTY  DONEGAL -THE  MAGIS- 
TRACY (IRELAND)— SHERCOCK  PETTY 
SESSIONS. 

Mr.  O'Hanlon  (Cavan,  E.)  had  the 
two  subjoined  Questions  on  the  Paper :  — 

To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that  the  police  barracks  lately  opened 
in  Magheroarty,  in  the  County  of  Done- 
gal, have  been  rented  under  an  agree- 
ment terminable  at  three  months'  notice, 
at  a  rent  of  £15  per  year,  from  a 
woman  named  Tennant,  whose  husband 
is  now  in  America ;  whether  the  six  con- 
stables pay  above  that  sum  by  money 
deducted  out  of  their  wages  for  rent ; 
whether  the  Government  in  other  cases 
pay  a  portion  of  the  rents ;  whether  the 
Government  now  insist  on  a  sum  of  £40 
being  expended  in  repairs  by  Mrs. 
Tennant ;  and,  whether  the  Government 
will  put  the  house  in  proper  repair  at  its 

VOL,    OCOXV.      [Tmi^D  SERIES.] 


own  expense,  making  it  suitable  for  a 
barracks  ? 

To  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  it 
is  correct,  as  reported  in  The  Anglo-  Celt, 
a  Cavan  paper,  that  Shercock  Petty  Ses- 
sions was  held  on  the  12th  instant; 
whether  Thomas  Chambers,  Esq.,  J.P., 
was  Chairman  on  the  occasion ;  Ben.  S. 
Adams,  Esq.,  J.P.,  was  also  present; 
whether  five  men  were  tried  for  drunken- 
ness, three  of  them  Catholics,  and  two 
Protestants;  and,  whether  the  Catholics 
were  fined  10«.  each,  while  the  Protes- 
tants were  fined  only  2«.  6^.  each  ? 

Mr.  O'HANLON  :  I  wish  to  post- 
pone these  two  Questions  until  they  can 
be  answered  by  the  Chief  Secretary. 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kixg-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) :  I  can  answer 
the  Questions. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  :  I  wish  to  reserve 
them  for  some  future  occasion. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Order,  order!  It 
is  quite  competent  for  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  to  answer  the 
Questions  on  the  Paper. 

Mr.  O'HANLON  :  I  propose  to  ask 
them 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  With 
regard  to  the  first  Question,  the  Con- 
stabulary Authorities  report  that  this 
question  must  relate  to  Meenacladdy 
Barracks.  It  is  held  at  an  annual  rent 
of  £15  under  the  usual  yearly  agreement, 
terminable  by  three  months'  notice,  from 
a  Mrs.  M'Ginley,  whose  husband  resides 
in  America.  There  are,  at  present,  six 
men  in  the  barracks,  from  whom  a  sum 
at  the  rate  of  £2  12«.  each  per  annum  is 
stopped,  under  Statute,  on  account  of 
deductions  for  lodging  allowance.  The 
Government  are  not  aware  of  any  pro- 
posal with  regard  to  an  expenditure  of 
£40  on  repairs.  With  regard  to  the 
other  Question,  I  have  to  reply  that  the 
Shercock  Petty  Sessions  was  held  on  the 
1 2th  May.  The  magistrates  named  were 
present.  Ten  persons  were  fined  for 
drunkenness,  eight  of  whom  were  Ro- 
man Catholics  and  two  Protestants. 
Two  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  who  were 
disorderly,  were  fined  10«.  each.  One 
of  the  Protestants  was  fined  1«.  6(/.,  it 
being  his  first  offence,  and  the  other 
Protestant,  who  did  not  appear,  was 
fined  2<.  ^d.    The  remainder  of  the  13^ 
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man  Oatholics  were  fined  the  same  as 
the  Protestants. 

Mn.  O'HANIjON:  Having  got  new 
matter,  in  addition  to  the  fact  that  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  did 
not  answer  the  Questions  fully.  I  shall 
repeat  them  next  day. 

ETICnONS  (IRELAND)— THE  EVIC 
TIONS  AT  BODYKE. 

Mb.  GONYBEAEE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether 
his  .attention  has  been  called  to  the  de- 
scriptions in  The  Pall  Mall  Gazette  of 
the  evictions  at  Bodyke,  and  in  par- 
ticular to  the  statement  that  one  of  the 
bailifiPs  more  than  once  threw  his  crow- 
bar through  an  opening  made  in  the 
walls  of  the  houses,  regardless  of  the 
fact  that  there  were  women  and  children 
inside ;  whether  these  men  are  men  of 
respectable  character;  or,  if  not,  whe- 
ther they  are  in  any,  and  how  many, 
oases  convicts  or  ex-convicts  who  have 
been  in  prison  for  various  crimes ;  whe- 
ther these  men  are  employed  by  the 
Sheriffs  or  by  the  landlords'  agents; 
and,  whether,  in  any  case,  he  will  order 
that  they  shall  be  kept  under  more 
effective  control  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Hahman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  There  was  no  such  occurrence  as 
a  bailiff  throwing  a  crowbar  through  an 
opening  in  the  walls.  A  crowbar,  on 
one  occasion  slipped  from  a  bailiff's 
hand  and  entered  the  house  through  an 
aperture  in  the  wall.  This  was  purely 
accidental,  and  did  not  occur  a  second 
time.  Of  the  11  men  employed  nine 
are  strangers,  whom  the  police  believe 
to  be  respectable  men,  and  the  other 
two  are  of  the  usual  class  of  Sheriff's 
bailiffs,  and  have  never  been  convicted 
of  any  serious  offence.  All  these  men 
were  employed  by  the  Sheriff.  The 
local  Constabulary  officer  reports  that 
the  statements  in  The  Fall  Hall  Gazette 
about  these  evictions  are  highly  coloured, 
quite  inaccurate,  and,  in  some  cases, 
utterly  untrue. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
would  give  an  assurance  that  only  men 
who  were  competent  to  wield  a  crowbar 
should  be  employed  in  future  ? 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  Is  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  aware 

Colonel  King^Sarman 


that  one  of  the  bailiffs  engaged  in  these 
evictions  is  a  bailiff  named  Woods,  who 
was  ordered  to  be  prosecuted  for  per- 
j  ury  by  Chief  Baron  Palles  at  the  lato 
Sligo  trials,  and  on  that  occasion  was 
censured  by  the  Judge  for  his  conduct 
at  the  Woodford  evictions  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  I  am 
sorry  to  say  I  have  no  information  on. 
the  subject. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Will  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  inquire  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN .  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  puts  a  Question  on  the 
Paper  I  will. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  Will  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  state  to  the  House  from 
whom  he  received  the  statement  just 
read  out? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  From 
the  officer  in  charge  of  the  Con- 
stabulary. 

POST  OFFICE  (SCOTLAND)— THE 
NORTHERN  MAILS. 

Da.  R.  MACDONAND  (Ross  and 
Cromarty)  (for  Dr.  Clark)  (Caithness) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If  he 
will  give  a  Return  of  the  weight  of  the 
mails  sent  by  the  12.40  a.m  train  from 
Perth  to  the  North,  and  the  3.35  a.m. 
train  from  Aberdeen  to  Keith  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)- (Cambridge  University) :  I  have 
given  directions  for  the  Return  to  be 
taken,  and  will  forward  a  copy  to  the 
hon.  Member. 

WAR  OFFICE— CONTRACTS. 

Mr.  WATT  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  statement  which  appeared 
in  The  Morning  Post  of  the  10th  instant, 
to  the  effect  that  the  Government  were 
now  placing  contracts  for  iron  goods 
direct  with  manufacturers,  instead  of 
with  ''  middlemen,"  having  special  re- 
gard to  the  quality  of  goods  supplied, 
and  not,  as  hitherto,  exclusively  to  the 
ma'  ter  of  price,  is  correct ;  if  this  applies 
to  goods  of  all  descriptions  requirea  by 
the  War  Office ;  and,  if  he  is  prepared 
to  consider  the  advisability  of  issuing  a 
Circular  to  this  effect  to  well-known 
manufacturers  of  high  repute,  who  have 
hitherto  abandoned  submitting  tenders 
for  Government  contracts,  on  account  of 
the  above-named  reasons? 
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The  SUEVEYOR  QENERAlL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Northcote)  (Exeter) 
(who  replied)  said :  Iron  goods  and  all 
manufactured  articles  are  invariably  ob- 
tained by  competition  among  manufac- 
turers only,  and  any  contractor  found 
sending  in  goods  not  made  by  him  would 
be  liable  to  be  struck  o6f  the  list  of  con- 
tractors. The  only  recent  change  has 
been  to  enlarge  the  scope  of  the  compe- 
tition, and  the  result  has  been  beneficial. 
No  addition  to  the  War  Office  Circular 
of  1881,  which  has  been  generally  com- 
municated to  manufacturers,  appears  to 
be  necessary.  The  hon.  Member  has, 
however,  slightly  misquoted  The  Mom- 
ing  Post,  which  referred  not  to  iron 
goods,  but  to  iron  itself.  In  this  case 
two  well-known  firms  of  iron  merchants 
have  been  employed  for  many  years  as 
contractors  to  the  manufacturing  depart- 
ments for  iron.  When  the  practice  of 
dealing  with  agents  was  discontinued  in 
1881  it  was  felt  right  to  make  some  con- 
cession in  favour  of  these  two  firms ; 
and  they  are  permitted*  so  long  as  the 
then  principals  continue  in  the  business, 
to  tender  with  manufacturers,  naming 
in  every  case  the  maker  of  the  iron  for 
which  they  tender. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield.  Bright- 
side)  :  Do  I  rightly  understand  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  say  that  if  any  contractor 
sends  in  goods  which  are  not  of  his 
own  manufacture  he  will  be  struck  off 
the  list  ? 

Mr.  NORTHCOTE:  No  one  is  to 
tender  for  goods  not  manufactured  by 
themselves. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA :  In  case  of  their 
doing  so  they  are  struck  off  the  list  ? 

Mr.  northcote  :  They  are  liable 
to  be  struck  off. 

Mr.  H  anbury  :  Does  that  apply  to 
the  cases  of  Messrs.  Latimer  Olark  and 
of  Messrs.  Wilkinson  ? 

Mr.  northcote  said,  he  should 
be  glad  to  answer  that  question  if  the 
hon.  Member  gave  him  Notice  of  it. 

POST    OFFICE  -  AN  INSURANCE    BE- 
PARTMENT. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlachie) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whe- 
ther, since  his  statement,  he  has  been 
able  to  institute  such  inquiries  as  might 
enable  him  to  make  a  recommendation 
to  the  Government  as  to  the  formation 
of  a  Department,  or  otherwise,  to  under- 
take, at  a  reasonable  charge,  the  insur- 


ance of  letters  containing  bonds,  scrip, 
or  other  valuable  enclosures  exceeding 
£10  in  value? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikks)  (Cambridge  University) :  No, 
Sir.  I  have  not ;  but  attention  will  be 
given  to  the  subject. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— SIR  CHARLES  WAR- 
REN'S BECHUANALAND  EXPEDI- 
TION. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
Despatches  were  received  from  Sir 
Charles  Warren,  dated  6th  and  Idth 
July,  1885,  giving  the  military  history 
of  the  Bechuanaland  Expedition,  and 
mentioning  the  names  and  services  of 
the  principal  military  ofEcers  who  assisted 
in  that  Expedition  ;  whether  Sir  Charles 
Warren's  Despatches  of  25th  August 
and  18th  November  of  the  same  year, 
mentioning  the  civil  and  political  services 
rendered  by  officers  and  others,  have 
been  laid  upon  the  Table  ;  whether  any 
reason  exists  for  publishing  the  latter, 
and  omitting  to  publish  the  former  De- 
spatches; and,  whether  a  Copy  of  the 
Despatches  of  July  6th  and  13th  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

The  surveyor  GENERAL  of 
ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Northcote)  (Exeter) 
(who  replied)  said  :  The  Despatches  of 
the  6th  and  13th  of  July,  1885,  were 
confidential  Reports  by  the  General  com- 
manding the  Expedition  on  the  various 
officers  and  services  under  him.  It  is 
not  customary  to  present  such  Despatches 
to  Parliament. 

Mb.  HANBURY  said,  he  had  been 
told  that  the  Reports  were  not  confi- 
dential. 

CENTRAL    ASIA— THE    ADVANCE    OF 
RUSSIAN    RAILWAYS. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  he  can  state  to  within  what 
distance  from  the  present  frontier  of 
Afghanistan  a  Russian  railway  line  is 
now  laid? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferousson)  (Man- 
Chester,  N.E.) :  The  Russian  railway  at 
present  nowhere  approaches  within  ISO 
miles  of  the  Afghan  Frontier.  There 
have  been  reports  that  a  branch  line  to 
Sarakhs,  about  75  miles  north  of  the 
frontier,  has  been  commenced ;  but  these 
reports  have  not  yetbeeu  cQiiQnned. 

3  K  2 
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'  widow  naiaed  SulliTan,    and    her 
a  children,  was  eo  distressing  in  all 


WAR  OPFICE-BEPORT  OF  THE  ORD- 


NANCE INQDIRY  COMMISSION.  -^^  f,,t^„^  ^i^'j  ^^^^  „f  ^^^  p  Jicemen 

Mr.  E.  power  (Waterford)  asked  present  turned  away  and  shed  tears  in 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  When  ailence ;    that  one  policeman  auggested 

the  Eeport  of  the  Evidenca  taken  by  the  that  a  subscriplion  should  be  raised  on 

Ordnance  Inquiry  Commisaion  will  be  the    spot ;    that  the   idea  waa    warmly 

presented  to  Parliament?  taken  up  by  all  save  some  Otanfre  mem- 

The    surveyor     GENERAL    of  bam  of  the  Force,  and  would  have  been 

ORDNANCE  (Mr.  Nokthcote)  (Exeter)  carried  out  but  for  the  interference  of 

(who  replied)  said  :  The  Secretary  to  the  Head-Con stable  Eowe,  who  threatened 

Royal  Commission  mformsthe  Secretory  the  men  with  all  the  pains  and  penal- 

of  State  that  the  Ei-ldenca  will  be  printed  ties  of  the  Police  Code  ;  whether  Bimilor 

in  about  a  fortnight.      I  believe  the  in-  colleotions  have  repeatedly  been  made 

dexing  of  the  Evidence  is  the  cause  of  by  the  police  on  other  occasions ;  and, 

the  delay;  but  I  will  endeavour  to  see  if  whether  there  is  really  a  provision  in 

the  production   cannot  be   accelerated,  the  Police  Code  forbidding  membera  of 

As  the  Commission  was  an  entirely  in-  the  Force  to  contribute  their  own  money 

dependent  one,  the  War  Office  has  had  f^j  jbe  relief  of  human  misery  ? 

no  control  over  the  printing  of  the  Evi-  jj^  CONTBBARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 

denoe.  borne)  also  had  the  following  Question 
on  the  Paper : — To  ask  the  Chief  Secra- 

EVICnONS  (IRELAND)-THE  BODYKE  tary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

EVICTIONS  -  CAPTAIN    E.    W.    D.  Whether  the  account  pubUshed  in  7»# 

CHOKER.  Sails  ■^"<".  °^^'^^  ^^"^  instant,  of  the 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done-  evictions  on  the  Kenmare  Estate,  Kil- 

gal,  E.)  asked  the  Parliamentary  Under  lamey,  is  correct;   whether  it  la  true 

Secretary  to   the    Lord  Lieutenant   of  that  the  case  of  a  widow  named  Sullivan 

Ireland,  Whether  Captain  Edward  W.  was  so  miserable  as  to  cause  many  of  the 

D.  Croker,  now  Sub-Sheriff  of  County  policBtoBhedtears,andto"8peakintenns 

Clare,  and  officiating  at  the  evictions  at  of  condemnation  of  the  cruel  business ;  " 

Bodyke,  is  the  same  Captain  Croker  who  whether,  on  an  attempt  being  made  to 

was  Qovernor  of  the   Central  Prison,  raise  a  subscription  for  the  immediate 

Cyprus,  and  dismissed  by  Lord  Derby  relief  of  the  family,  the  Head  Constable 

for  pecuniary  irregularities,  and  is  still  Rowe  refused  to  permit  it,  and  threa- 

an  uncertificated  bankrupt ;  and,  if  so,  tened  his    men  with    punishment    for 

whether  the  Lord  Lieutenant  will  cause  transgressing   the  Police    Code  ;    and, 

inquiry  to  be  made  of  the  Sheriff   of  whether  there   is   any    article    in    the 

Clare  as  to  Captain  Croker's  appoint-  Police    Code    prohibiting    such  acts  of 

ment?  philanthropy  on  the  part  of  the  police ; 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER  and,  if  so,  why  was  such  article   not 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kiira-HAKUAir)  enforced  in  the  cose  of  the  Oleabeigh 

(Kent,  Isle   of  Thanet):   I   have    not  Evictions  when  a  sum  of  £  I  2«.  6i2.  was 

been  able  to  ascertain  the  accuracy  or  tollected  for  one  of  the  victims  among 

noD-BCOuraoy    of    the    hon.     Member's  the   constables  present,    headed    by   a 

Question ;     but    the    Qovernment   will  donation  from  the  Sub-Sheriff  himself? 

make  further  inquiries  on  the  eubjeot.  The   PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kiko-Hakuas) 

EVICTIONS    (IRELAND)  —  EVICTIONS  (Kent,   Isle  of    Thanet)  (who  replied) 

ON     LORD      KENMARE'S      ESTATE,  aaid  :  I  will  now  also  reply  to  Question 

KILLARNEY.  No.  39  put  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 

Mn.  W.  A.  MACDONALD  (Queen's  Cambome  Division  of    Cornwall  (Mr. 

Co.,  Ossory)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  Conybeare)  on  the  same  subject.     It  is 

to  the    Lord    Lieutenant    of    Ireland,  not  true  that  the  police  shed  tean,  or 

Whether  it  is  true,  as  stated  in   The  spoke  in  terms  of  condemnation,  in  the 

Saihf  Ntwi,  of  June  10th,  that  on  the  ease  of  the  widow  Sullivan.    There  was 

occasion  of  the  evictions  on  Lord  Ken-  no  attempt  by  any  person  to  raise   a 

mare's  estate  in  the  neighbourhood  of  subscription ;  therefore  Head-Constable 

Killomey  last  week,  one  case,  that  of  a  Rowe  could  not,  and  did  not,   act  as 
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alleged.  There  is  no  rule  against  mem- 
bers of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary 
contributing  as  individuals  from  their 
private  means  to  any  charitable  object. 
At  Grlenbeigh  a  sum  of  £1  2«.  6i.  was 
subscribed  to  pay  for  the  conveyance  of 
an  aged  woman  to  the  workhouse.  She 
was  merely  a  sub-tenant,  and  lived  on 
charity.  The  Sub-Sheriffs  deputy  sub- 
Ecribed.  The  Sub-Sheriff  was  not  pre- 
sent. 

Mr.  W.  a.  MACDONALD  asked  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to 
state  his  authority  for  the  tirst  part  of 
the  reply. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  The  re- 
sponsible officer  in  charge  of  the  dis- 
trict. 

CELEBRATION  OF  THE  JUBILEE  YEAH 
OF  HER  MAJESTY'S  REIGN  —  THE 
METROPOLITAN  POLICE. 

Mr.  BUHDETT-COUTTS  (West- 
minster)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether, 
considering  the  fact  that,  on  Tuesday 
the  21st  of  June,  the  Metropolitan 
Police  will  not  only  be  deprived  of 
the  enjoyment  of  the  holiday  in  which 
all  other  classes  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects will  participate,  but  will  have  un- 
usually laborious  duties  to  perform,  and 
taking  into  account  that  a  similar  con- 
cession is  reported  to  have  been  decided 
upon  for  the  City  Police,  he  will,  on 
this  entirely  exceptional  occasion,  con- 
sent to  grant  an  extra  day's  pay  to  the 
whole  of  the  Metropolitan  Force  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir;  I  shall  be  happy  to  consider  fa- 
vourably any  application  that  the  Chief 
Commissioner  may  make  to  me  with  the 
view  of  granting  some  special  remune- 
ration to  those  men  to  whom  unusually 
laborious  duties  will  be  assigned  on  the 
occasion  of  the  21st  instant. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  When  he  proposes 
to  introduce  the  Employers'  Liability 
Bill? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
nothing  to  add  to  the  answer  which  I 
gave  last  week — namely,  that  I  hoped 
to  lay  this  Bill  on  the  Table  before 
there  was  any  reasonable  prospect  of 
the  House  being  able  to  deal  with  it. 


INDIA-SANITATION. 

Mb.  KENYON  (Denbigh,  &c.)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Justice  Cunning- 
ham, in  The  Times  of  Thursday  last,  on 
the  subject  of  sanitation  in  India;  and, 
whether  the  Government  are  prepared 
to  take  any  steps  to  carry  out  the  objects 
indicated  therein  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Qokst)  (Chatham) : 
The  sanitary  condition  of  towns  and 
villages  in  India  is  constantly  under 
consideration  by  the  Government  of 
India  and  the  Secretary  of  State ;  and 
every  effort  has  been,  and  will  be,  made 
to  introduce,  from  time  to  time,  such 
improvements  as  may  be  practicable. 

BOARD  OF  INLAND  REVENUE-RE- 
DUCTION  OF  THE  STAFFS  OF  THE 
INDOOR  AND  OUTDOOR  DEPART- 
MENTS. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  CAMERON 
(Wick,  &c.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  true 
that  the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  is 
reducing  in  any  way  the  staffs  both 
of  the  indoor  and  outdoor  departments 
with  a  view  to  economizing  the  expen- 
diture upon  these  departments ;  whe- 
ther, in  connection  with  the  outdoor  de- 
partment, an  Order  has  been  recently 
issued  stopping  all  promotion  pending 
these  contemplated  alterations;  whe- 
ther, in  the  forthcoming  re-organiza- 
tions of  these  Services,  it  is  contem- 
plated to  compensate  in  any  way  those 
who  suffer  from  their  promotion  being 
deferred  to  considerably  longer  periods 
than  they  were  led  to  expect  when  en- 
tering the  Service ;  and,  whether,  with 
a  view  to  increasing  the  efficiency  of  the 
said  Services,  and  doing  away  with 
a  widespread  cause  of  complaint  in 
a  hard-worked  and  highly  deserving 
branch  of  the  Revenue  Service,  the 
Government  will  urge  upon  the  Board 
the  necessity  there  is  for  formulating 
some  scheme  whereby  the  junior  officers 
and  assistants  of  Excise  may  look  with 
somewhat  more  certainty  to  increments 
of  salary  after  certain  definite  periods 
of  service  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.   Goschen)   (St.  GeorgeV 
Hanover  S(^uare) :    Large  reforu^f 
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the  Inland  Eevenue  Servico,  both  in- 
door and  outdoor,  are  under  considera- 
tion, which  will,  I  believe,  promote 
both  efficiency  and  economy.  I  have 
no  reason  to  believe  that  the  prospects 
of  any  member  of  the  Service  will  be 
injuriously  affected  by  the  changes 
under  consideration. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)  —  CONVEY- 
ANCE OF  MAILS  IN  THE  NORTH  OF 
IRELAND. 

Mr.  MAO  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  the 
present  mail  service  by  Bundoran  to 
Bundoran  Junction  is  by  car ;  whether 
this  service,  by  missing  the  connection 
with  the  mail  train  from  Omagh  to  En- 
niskillen,  causes  serious  delay  to  letters; 
whether  the  Bundoran  Hallway  runs 
along  the  mail  car  road  for  its  entire 
length  to  Bundoran ;  whether  he  has 
received  a  Memorial,  dated  25th  May, 
1887,  from  the  Town  Commissioners  of 
Ballyshannon,  setting  forth  these  facts 
at  the  request  of  the  towns  on  the  Bun- 
doran line  of  railway ;  whether  the  pre- 
sent contract  for  the  carriage  of  the 
mails  is  about  to  terminate  ;  and,  whe- 
ther he,  before  entering  into  a  new  con- 
tract for  a  road  service,  will  ascertain 
on  what  terms  the  railway,  which  runs 
parallel  with  the  road,  will  convey  the 
morning  and  evening  mails  between 
Bundoran  and  Bundoran  Junction  ? 

The  POSTMASTEE  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  The 
present  mail  service  from  Bundoran 
Junction  to  Bundoran  is  by  car.  This 
car  is  fitted  to  the  night  mail  trains 
running  in  both  directions  between 
Omagh  and  Enniskillen.  There  were 
during  the  past  winter  several  occasions 
when,  owing  to  the  heavy  snow,  the  car 
failed  to  reach  Bundoran  Junction  in 
time  for  the  train ;  but,  generally  speak- 
ing, the  car  works  satisfactorily.  There 
is  a  railway  running  through  the  dis- 
trict to  Bundoran  ;  but  the  question  of 
obtaining  trains  suitable  for  the  mail 
service,  as  desired  in  the  Memorial  from 
Ballyshannon,  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber refers,  will  require  very  careful  con- 
sideration. There  has  not  yet  been  time 
to  deal  with  it  since  the  Question  ap- 
peared ;  but  a  Report  is  shortly  ex- 
pected. A  fresh  contract  for  the  mail 
car  has  just  been  entered  into.  This 
can,  however,  be  terminated  at  any  time 
after  three  months'  notice. 

Ilr.  Goschen 


JUBILEE  THANKSGIVING  SERVICE 
(WESTMINSTER  ABBEY)— THE  ROYAL 
PROCESSION— POST  OFFICES. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  the 
officials,  usually  employed  at  the  post 
offices  along  the  route  of  the  Hoyal  Pro- 
cession to  Westminster  Abbey,  have  re- 
ceived notice  not  to  attend  on  that  day, 
that  room  may  be  provided  for  some 
of  the  higher  officials  of  the  Post 
Office  to  view  the  procession  without 
payment  ? 

Thk  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  No, 
Sir.  In  fact,  the  very  reverse  is  the 
case.  The  Secretary  of  the  Post  Office 
made  a  personal  inspection  of  the  offices 
in  question  a  few  days  ago,  with  the 
object  of  ascertaining  what  accommoda- 
tion existed ;  and  he  then  informed  the 
officers  in  charge  that  it  was  my  par- 
ticular desire  that  none  of  the  local  staff 
should  lose  the  opportunity  of  witnessing 
the  procession. 

EVICnONS  (IRELAND)  -  THE  EVIC- 
TIONS AT  BOD YKE- ALLEGED  VIO- 
LENCE  TO  AN  OLD  WOMAN. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) asked  the  Chief  {Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he 
has  inquired  into  the  facts  described  in 
the  following  paragraph  from  The  Fail 
Mall  Guzette  of  the  9th  instant:  — 

"  It  ia  true  Pat  Walsh's  mother  of  80  was 
hludgeoned  in  his  house,  as  she  sat  in  her 
chair,  hy  a  momher  of  the  Royal  Irish  Con- 
stahulary,  who  formed  one  of  the  volunteer 
storming  party,  and  she  has  at  thid  moment 
the  marks  of  his  baton  in  the  shape  of  a  bad 
black  eye ; " 

and,  whether  the  above  statements  are 
accurate;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
take  immediate  steps  to  punish  the  con- 
duct of  the  constable  in  question,  and  to 
prevent  similar  occurrences  in  future? 

SiiL  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
(Sussex,  N.W.) :  Before  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  answers  the 
Question,  I  should  like  to  ask  him  whe- 
ther it  is  true  that,  in  certain  cases, 
women  have  thrown  scalding  meal,  boil- 
ing water,  and  even  vitriol  on  the  emer- 
gency men  and  policemen  who  were 
there  only  doing  their  duty  in  carrying 
out  the  law  ;  and,  what  steps  are  going 
to  be   taken  with  regard  to    Michael 
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Davitt,  who  lias  instigated  them  to  com-  BuUer,  who  received  it  from  the  ordinary 

mit  such  dastardly  outrages  ?  sources  of  information.    With  regard  to 

Mb.  CONYBKAEE  :  Arising  out  of  the  question  of  vitriol-throwing,  the  in- 

that  Question.  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  formation  comes  by  telegraph  from  the 

hon.  and   gallant  Gentleman  whether  BesidentMagistrateinchargeatBodyke, 

there  is   any   allegation  that  this  old  Colonel  Turner. 

lady  of  80  years  threw  scalding  meal,  or  Mr.  DILLON :  Does  the  magistrate 

anything  else  ?  state  that  vitriol  was  thrown  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER  Colonel    KING  -  HAHMAN  :     The 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Hakman)  words  came— "  Vitriol  was  thrown." 
(Kent,   Isle  of   Thanet)  (who  replied) 

said :  With  reference  to  the  first  Ques-  ARMY   AND  NAVY  ESTIMATES  COM- 

tion,  I  have  to  say  that  there  is  no  MITTEE— THE  COMPOSITION, 

truth  whatever  in  the  allegation  that  jj^     HENEAGE    (Great    Grimsby) 

Mrs.    Walsh    was    bludgeoned    by    a  ^^^^  ^^  y^^t  j^^  of  the  Treasury, 

policeman.    In  regard  to  the  Question  Whether,  considering  the  late  period  of 

of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Fnend,  it  is  ^^^  Session,  and  the  general  dissatU- 

true  that  in  several  cases  scalding  meal  f^^,j„^  ^^  the  composition  of  the  Army 

and  boihng  water  have  been   thrown  ^^^^  ^         Estimates  Committee,  the 

both  on  the  baihffs  and  the  constabulary  Government  will  consider  the  desira- 

who  have  been  engaged  m  the  eviction  ^^^.     ^f  ^^-       ^^^  g^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^^ 

cases  at   Bodyke.      A  case   of  vitriol  guch  portion  of  the  Resolution  of  the 

throwmg  has  been  reported  ;   but  we  g^j^  of  June  as  refers  to  the  Army  Esti- 

have  no    statement  as  to  any  person  ^^^^^     ^^^  ^^  appoint  a  separate  Com- 

having  been  injured  by  it.     The  Go-  mittee  to  consider  those  Estimates  whilst 

vernment  are  carefully  noting  the  pro-  ^^^^  present  Committee  consider  the  Navy 

ceedm^s  of  those  persons  who  have  been  Egfimates  ? 

especially  prominent  in  the  recent  dis-  Captain   PRICE   (Devonport)    sug- 

turbances,  and  of  those  who  have  been  ^^^    ^^^^   ^j^^       \^^^^    Committee 

the  instigators  to  not  and  to  breaches  of  ^^j^j  consider  the  Army  Estimates,  and 

the  law.                            T,\    m.     •  ti  a  new  Committee  be  appointed  to  deal 

Me.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  The  right  ^j^i^  ^^^  ^       Estimates 

hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  has  made  a  ^^    yi^g^    lqjjj)   ^j^    ^     H 

very  serious  statement.     I  ask  him  for  g^^^^     (Strand,    Westminster)  :     In 

his  authority  in  stating  that  a  case  of  ^^^^^^  ^^         ^^^  ^„^  ^l^^t  ^^end, 

vitnol-throwing    h^     been   reported?  j  ^^^^^^  j^J^  ^^j   any   hope  that  a 

That  IS  a  statement  which  the  right  hon.  ^to  Committee  to  consider  Navy 

and  gallant  Gentleman  should  not  make  Estimates  should  be  appointed.     I  am 

except  he  IS  prepared  to  state  to  the  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^  ^he  general  dissatisfaction 

House,  in  the  trst  instance,  the  ground  ^j^j^^  j,  ^^^4^^  ^  ^^i^t  ^y  the  right 

°\c     «  T  "Sr^^xT Jt^  Jw^'''     w•J^  hon.  Member  for  Great  Grimsby ;  and, 

Mr  M  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone    Mid) :  y^^-       ^^  ^^e  close  connection  which 

I  wish  also  t»  ask  the  right  hon.  and  ^^^^^^  between  the  Army  and  Navy,  the 

gallant  Gentleman  on  what  authority  difficulty  of  entirely  separating  the  e:c- 

he    states   that  Mrs.  Walsh  was  not  a^^^^  of  the  two  Services,  and  also 

bludgeoned  by  the  police  ?     She  was  ^  ^^^  ^         ^^n^  ^^^^y  made  on  the 

seen  half-an-hour    afterwards  with   a  ^^^   ^j   Members  of   this  House  by 

black  eye,  which  she  received  from  a  „„„,erous  Committees,  I  am  unable  to 

policeman.               TTAT.>rAi>.T     t  «.  hold  out  any  hope  of  separate  Com- 

CoLONEL  KING-HARMAN  :  I  have  ^^^^^^  being  appointed,  at  all  events  in 

no  knowledge  as  to  whether  the  lady  the  course  of  the  present  Session, 

received  a  black  eye  or  received  any  m*  ^    , 

S'^~^^^  J  WlT  ''  r^*  '^^  ""^  ''''*  FISHERY  BOARD  (SCOTLAND) -THE 

bludgeoned  by  the  police T>T?pnT?T 

Mr.  M.  J.  KENNY  :  Certainly  she  REPORT. 

was.  Mb.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  asked  the  First  Lord  ol  the  Treasury, 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN :  The  in-  When  will  the  Report  of  the  Scotch 

formation    comes    from    Sir    Redvers  Fishery  Board  bo  laid  upon  the  Table ; 
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tbattheCiTU  Service  Estimate  for  the  „,„„,„     ™.«,.„™., 

expouBea  of  ti.e  Scotch  Fishery  Board  (WESTMINSTER  ABBEY)- TICKETS 
shall  not  be  taken  until  the  Report  has  OF  ADMISSION  TO  THE  PLATFORM 
been  in  the  bands  of  ikf  embers  a  reason-  OUTSIDE  OF  PARLIAMENT  SQDARB. 
able  time  ?  Me.  W.  LOWTHEE  (Westmoreland, 

THBLOEDADVOCATE(Mr.J.H.A.  Appleby):  Can  the  First  CommiBsioner 
Macdosald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An-  of  Works  give  the  House  any  furtlier 
drew's  UniverBilies)  (who replied) said:  iofoimation  as  to  the  platforma  to  bo 
This  Report  has  been  delayed  by  the  erected  in  Parliament  Square  ? 
complication  attending  the  statistics  Tbe  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  op 
collected  by  the  scientific  staff  in  regard  WORKS  (Mr.  Plukket)  (Dublin  TJoi- 
to  the  experiments  relating  to  trawling,  yersity) :  If  the  Members  of  the  Hoaae 
But  it  is  hoped  that  the  Report,  which  „in  apply  to  Mr.  Speaker's  SecreUry, 
ia  now  in  the  printer's  hands,  will  be  eitherpersonally  or  by  letter,  to-morrow, 
II  finally  thrown  off  in  a  fortnight.     AI-    on  Wednesday,  or  on  Thursday,  between 

II  though  Her  Majesty's  Government  can   the  hours  of  12  and  6,  for  one  or  two 

give  no  pledge  as  to  the  time  when  the  tickets,  they  will  receive  ono  or  two 
Civil  Service  Estimate  for  the  Scottish  tickets  as  they  desire.  The  price,  as  I 
Fishery  Board  will  be  taken,  owing  to  taye  already  mentioned,  will  bo  10*.  for 
the  state  of  Public  Business,  it  is  hoped  each  ticket,  and  that,  of  course,  should 
that  it  may  bo  possible  to  delay  it  till  be  paid  at  the  time  the  application  is 
after  the  Report  has  been  in  the  hands  of  made.  This,  of  course,  is  to  pay  for  the 
hon.  Members  s  reasonable  time.  expense  of  erecting  the  platform,  and  I 

am  elad  to  assure  hou.  Members  that 
DOMIMION  OP  CANADA-INCHEASED     they?  or  their  friends  who   may   avail 
DUTIES  ON  IRON.  themselves  of  these  tickets,  will  have.  I 

Mr.  W.  L.  bright  (Stoke-upon-  believe,  the  best  view  of  the  procession 
Trent)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea-  that  can  be  Lad  ;  but  it  will  be  necessary 
Bury,  Whether  the  attention  of  Her  Ma-  that  they  should  be  in  their  places  by 
jeety's  Government  has  been  drawn  to  half  past  9  o'clock  on  the  morning  uf 
the  fact  that  the  Canadian  Qovernraant  the  2Ut.  I  again  wish  to  say  thati 
has  imposed  an  additional  duty  of  100  have  desired  only  to  consult  tho  coo- 
per cent  on  pig  iron,  350  per  cent  on  Tenience  of  Members,  and  that  I  have 
puddle  bars,  and  165  per  cent  on  bat  done  the  best  I  could  under  the  circum- 
iron;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go-    elances. 

vernment  will  moke  some  representation       jjoiti*    RANDOLrH    CHURCHILL 
to  the  Canadian  Government,  with  a  view    (Paddington,  S.) :    If  any  profit  arises 
to   the   modification   of  this  tariff,   in-    from  this  transaction,  what  will  become 
jurious  alike  to  the  interests  of  Canada  of  that  profit? 
ip^  and  of  this  countiy  ?  Mr.  i-LXTNKET  :   That  is  a  question 

J"^  The    first    LORD    (Mr.    W.    H.    which  will  be  reserved  for  further  con- 

'■  SMrrH)     (Strand,    Westminster):     Her  sideration.     At  present  I  can  assure  my 

Majesty's  Government  have  not  received  noble  Friend  that  I  have  not  much  ei- 
the  details  of  the  alteration  of  the  tariir  pectation  of  any  large  funds  being 
proposed  by  the  Dominion  GoTemment ;  realized  by  way  of  profit.  But  there 
but  they  are  not  prepared  to  press  the  would  be  no  difficulty  in  disposing  of  a 
Canadian  Government  to  modify  the  surplus,  cither  by  ilie  ChancoUor  of  the 
proposed  fiscal  arrangements,  for  which  Exchequer  or  by  myself 
that  Government  is  alone  responsible.        r.   .  •.\ 

Her  Majesty's  Government  will,  how-       feubs^quently. 

ever,  transmit  any  representations  on  Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo.  E.) :  I  wish  to 
the  subject  made  by  the  Chambers  of  ask  the  First  Lord  of  th»  Treasury, 
Commerce  to  the  Colonial  Minister  for  When  he  hopes  to  be  able  to  inform  the 

?resenlation  to  the  Premier  of  Canada.  House  as  to  the  course  of  Business  next 
he  last  words  in  the  Question  of  the  week  and  the  adjournment  ?  as  it  would 
hon.  Member  are  an  expression  of  greatly  facilitate  the  arrangements  of 
opinion,  which  cannot  be  dealt  with  those  Members  who  do  not  care  to  be  in 
within  the  limits  of  an  answer.  London  while  the  •Tubilee  is  going  on. 

Mr.  Anderion 
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The  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SMirn)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  I  will 
endeavour  to  make  a  statement  to- 
morrow, if  it  will  be  for  the  convenience 
of  hon.  Members  that  I  should  do  so.  I 
had  originally  intended  to  state  our  pro- 
posals on  Thursday ;  but  I  will  see  if  it 
cannot  be  done  earlier. 

ORDJERS    OF  THE  DAY. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  (IRE- 

LAND)  BILL.— [Bill  217.] 
{Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour  J  Mr,  Secretary  Matthewst  "Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Mr.    Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.) 

COMMITTEE.    IProgress  9th  June.'] 

[sixteenth   night.] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Pkoclamation  of  Districts. 

Clause  5  (Proclamation  of  district  for 
the  purpose  of  the  preceding  enactments 
of  this  Act). 

Me.  henry  H.  fowler  ( Wolver- 
hampton,  E.)  :  I  propose,  in  the  first 
line  of  this  clause,  to  move  the  omission 
of  the  words  **  The  Lord  Lieutenant  by 
and  with  the  advice  of  the  Privy 
Council,"  in  order  to  insert  **  Her  Ma- 
jesty by  Order  in  Council."  The  effect 
will  be  to  provide  that  the  proclamation 
of  districts  under  the  Act  should  be  made 
by  Her  Majesty  in  Council  instead  of 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The  Govern- 
ment are  proposing  to  deprive  a  majority 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  of  their  Con- 
stitutional privileges,  and  the  change 
involves  so  grave  an  exercise  of  authority 
that  the  responsibility  of  it  should  rest 
with  the  Cabinet  as  a  whole,  and  not 
with  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  It  is  said 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  is  responsible 
to  Parliament ;  but  his  responsibility  is 
very  different  from  that  of  the  Oovern- 
ment,  as  a  whole,  defending  its  action  in 
this  House.  The  permanent  officials  of 
Dublin  Castle,  by  whom  the  Act  will  be 
administered,  are  not  in  sympathy  either 
with  the  people  of  Ireland  or  this  House, 
and  I  should  like  to  see  a  Ministry  re- 
sponsible to  Parliament  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  such  an  Act. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4, 
leave  out  line  30,  and  insert  ''  Her  Ma- 
jesty by  Order  in."— (i/r.  Henry  H. 
Fowler.) 


Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'  Lord  Lieutenant '  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester, 
E.) :  I  quite  sympathize  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  in  his  effort  to  attach 
as  much  solemnity  to  Proclamations  as 
possible.  But  I  do  not  think,  on  the 
whole,  a  sufficient  case  has  been  made 
out  for  the  Amendment.  As  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says,  the  Government 
collectively  are  responsible,  and  in  the 
present  condition  of  Irish  affairs,  every 
important  act  is  carefully  considered  by 
the  Government  as  a  whole.  The  Irish 
Secretary  is  undoubtedly  primarily  re- 
sponsible, and  the  acceptance  of  the 
Amendment  would  take  away  the  initia- 
tive of  the  Irish  Secretary.  I  am  not, 
therefore,  prepared  to  depart  from  the 
precedent  of  a  large  number  of  years. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  has  admitted  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Cabinet.  Why,  then, 
should  not  their  responsibility  be  ac- 
knowledged on  the  face  of  a  Procla- 
mation? The  Amendment  may  be 
contrary  to  precedent,  but  that  by  no 
means  constitutes  a  conclusive  argument 
against  it,  because  the  precedents  made 
by  the  Irish  Government  in  the  past 
have  all  been  bad,  and  the  less  they  are 
followed  the  better.  Liberal  Unionists 
who  on  past  occasions  have  not  hesitated 
to  condemn  the  **  Castle,"  ought  to  sup- 
port the  Amendment,  because  it  will  to 
a  certain  extent  transfer  responsibility 
from  the  Castle  to  the  Government. 

Mb.  mac  NEILL  (Donegal,  S.) :  I 
should  like  to  have  a  distinct  answer 
to  the  following  Question.  Is  there  a 
separate  Cabinet  for  the  management  of 
Irish  affairs  ?  The  Irish  Privy  Council 
is  largely  composed  of  Judges,  and  we 
have  the  statement  of  Chief  Justice 
Morris  that  the  judicial  members  of  the 
Council  never  take  any  part  in  institu- 
ting or  advising  criminal  prosecutions. 
By  whom,  then,  are  these  duties  per- 
formed ?  By  the  residuum  of  the  Co  unci!, 
by  men  like  The  O'Conor  Don,  Mr. 
Bruen,  and  Mr.  Eavanagh,  who  have 
been  defeated  at  the  polls  by  Nationalist 
Members.  Every  vile  scheme  that  dis- 
graced England's  rule  of  Ireland  in  the 
1 8th  century  was  hatched  in  the  Irish 
Privy  Council.    I  hope  that  in  fature 
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there  will  be  no  divided  responsibility 
for  the  advice  g^ven  to  and  the  action 
taken  by  the  Privy  Council  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  PIOTON  (Leicester):  I  think 
the  Amendment  is  extremely  important, 
and  it  ought,  I  hold,  to  command  the 
support  of  all  Unionists,  because  its 
adoption  would  emphasize  the  unity  of 
the  Three  Kingdoms.  The  liberties  of 
the  people  in  any  part  of  the  country 
ought  not  to  be  taken  away  by  an  in- 
ferior authority.  Besponsibility  for  what 
is  done  in  Ireland  under  this  Bill  ought 
therefore  to  rest  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Privy  Council.  Proclamations  issued 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  Council 
will  be  less  likely  to  attract  attention 
than  Proclamations  issued  by  the  Privy 
Council  in  England.  As  it  is  of  great 
importance  that  the  Proclamations  should 
be  as  public  as  possible,  in  order  that 
they  may  be  discussed  and  criticized, 
they  ought  to  issue  from  the  English 
Privy  Council. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  The 
object  of  the  Amendment  is  to  prevent 
the  Irish  Privy  Council  from  acquiring 
extra  powers.  At  present  repreheneible 
things  are  done  every  day  in  Ireland  by 
persons  connected  with  the  Executive, 
and  when  Questions  have  been  asked  in 
this  House  with  reference  to  them,  they 
have  been  met  with  lying  and  evasive 
answers.  I  do  not  mean  that  hon.  and 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  read  the 
answers  out  are  guilty  of  falsehood  and 
evasion,  but  the  answers  themselves  are 
correctly  described  by  the  epithets  which 
I  have  applied  to  them.  They  are 
generally  obtained  by  the  authorities 
in  Dublin  from  the  very  persons  whose 
conduct  has  been  impugned. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  This  Amend- 
ment will  not  really  affect  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Act;  and  I  would,  therefore, 
put  it  to  hon.  Members  opposite  whether 
it  is  not  desirable  to  go  to  a  Division  at 
once  without  further  delay,  so  that  other 
and  more  important  points  may  be  dis- 
cussed  ? 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):  If  this 
Amendment  would  make  no  difference 
in  the  administration  of  the  Act,  the 
Government  ought  to  accept  it.  Since 
the  Government  have  now  decided  to 
Beport  the  Bill  on  a  certain  day,  I  hope 
that  the  closure  will  now  be  dropped, 
and  that  hon  Members  wil  be  saved  the 
trouble  of  tramping  into  the  Division 

Mr.  MaoNeill 


Lobby  on  the  Motion  "  That  the  Ques- 
tion be  now  put." 

Mb.  W.E.GLADSTONE(Edinburgh, 
Mid  Lothian) :  As  there  is  only  a  limited. 
quantity  of  time  left  to  be  spent  in  the 
consideration  of  this  Bill  in  Committee, 
it  would  be  well  to  expend  that  time  on. 
points  of  importance  that  require  con- 
sideration. Under  the  circumstances 
there  appears  to  be  considerable  force 
in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  last  spoke,  with  regard  to  the 
closure.  Those  who  unduly  prolong  the 
debate  will  do  so  at  their  own  cost. 

The  FIRST  LORD  or  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  The  Government  are 
prepared  to  accede,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  enforced  by  the 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone).  The  Go- 
vernment desire  to  abstain  from  en- 
forcing the  closure  at  all  times,  and 
especially  under  the  present  circum«- 
stances.  There  are  some  points  of 
considerable  importance  that  have  still 
to  be  discussed,  and  which  the  Govern- 
ment are  most  anxious  to  have  discussed. 
But  if  unimportant  Amendments  are 
debated  at  length  there  will  be  no  time 
to  consider  these  important  points.  I 
I  should  be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  consider  what  they  regard 
as  the  really  important  points  with  a 
view  to  having  them  fully  discussed. 

Mb.  henry  H.  FOWLER :  I  am 
of  the  same  opinion  as  when  I  moved 
the  Amendment;  but  I  do  not  desire 
that  it  should  occupy  any  more  time ; 
and,  as  it  was  of  no  use  g^ing  to  a  Di- 
vision, I  will  ask  leave  to  withdraw  it. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  I  and  my  hon. 
Friends  are  quite  competent  to  judge 
what  are  important  Amendments ;  and 
within  the  miserable  and  inadequate 
space  of  time  yet  remaining,  we  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  discuss  such  Amend- 
ments as  we  choose,  and  at  such  length 
as  we  choose.  We  refused  altogether 
to  take  the  opinion  of  the  Treasury  Bench 
as  to  what  are  important  Amendments. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  has  invited  us  to  proceed  to 
what  he  terms  the  important  points  in 
the  Bill ;  but  it  is  well  known  that  the 
Government  will  not  make  any  con- 
cession on  those  points,  and  the  sug- 
gestion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
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therefore  merely  to  proceed  to  full-dress 
parade  debates,  from  which  the  Irish 
Members  will  gain  nothing  whatever. 
We  have  not  hitherto  obstructed  this 
measure,  and  we  shall  not  do  so  in  the 
future ;  but  we  shall  continue  to  contest 
it,  as  we  have  contested  it  in  the  past, 
with  a  view  to  getting  such  concessions 
as  wo  can.  The  fact  that  the  Bill  is  to 
be  reported  on  a  certain  day  will  have  no 
effect  whatever  in  altering  our  course. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  has  not  suggested  that  the 
Members  on  this  side  of  the  House 
should  assist  the  Government  in  de- 
bating what  the  Treasury  Bench  may 
consider  the  important  principles  of  the 
Bill.  We,  on  this  Bench,  agree  entirely 
with  the  observations  that  have  fallen 
from  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon).  This  is  a 
Bill  which  chiefly  concerns  Ireland,  and 
upon  which  Irish  Members  have  a 
special  right  to  speak,  upon  which  the 
opinions  of  Irish  Members  are  more  im- 
portant than  those  of  English  Mem- 
bers. We  have  no  sort  of  intention  of 
subscribing  to  the  doctrine  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  that  the  two  Front  Benches 
should  settle  what  are  the  important 
Amendments  to  be  discussed,  and  what 
are  not,  and  that  then  we,  on  this  Bench, 
should  be  called  upon  to  advise  the 
Irish  Members  below  the  Gangway  to 
agree  only  to  discuss  such  important 
Amendments.  The  suggestion  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian  rather  was  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway,  in  the  short 
and  artificially  limited  time  remaining, 
should  use  it  in  discussing  such  Amend- 
ments as  they  themselves,  and  not  the 
Government,  consider  to  be  essential. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  dividad: — Ayes  235; 
Noes  167:  Majority  68.  — (Div.  List, 
No.  225.)  [6.15  P.M.] 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) 
moved,  in  line  30,  after  <' lieutenant," 
to  insert — '^  A  Judge  of  the  High  Court, 
after  a  local  inquiry,  shall  so  report, 
may."  The  hon.  Member  said :  1  am 
of  opinion  that  a  district,  before  it  is 
condemned  to  martial  law,  such  as  is 
proposed  in  this  Bill,  should  have  an 
opportunity    of   testing   the    state    of 


criminality  upon  which  such  a  Pro- 
clamation as  this  is  proposed  to  be 
made.  My  experience  as  to  the  nature 
of  the  information  which  reaches  Dublin 
Castle  is  that,  as  a  general  rule,  it  is 
imperfect  and  ineffective  ;  and  if  there 
exists  a  desire  to  proclaim  a  district,  I 
fear  that  very  little  attention  is  to  be 
paid  to  the  actual  state  of  facts,  but  a 
great  deal  more  to  the  state  of  feeling 
which  exists  among  a  particular  class. 
Much  more  is  done  by  earwigging  the 
officials  of  Dublin  Castle  than  by 
proving  the  extent  of  criminality.  Of 
course,  we  may  not  know  upon  what 
local  grounds  a  man  has  been  arrested ; 
but  there  ought  to  be,  as  a  condition 
precedent  to  the  Proclamation  of  an 
entire  district  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
under  the  Act,  that  a  Judge  of  the  High 
Court  should  have  held  a  local  inquiry, 
and  reported  in  favour  of  such  Procla- 
mation. The  object  I  have  in  view  in 
submitting  this  Amendment  is  to  put  an 
end,  if  possible,  to  a  state  of  things 
which  would  enable  a  district  to  be  pro- 
claimed without  previous  inquiry.  I  am 
sorry  that  I  do  not  see  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell)  in 
his  place,  because  he  will  remember  that 
we  had  a  controversy  in  regard  to  the 
issue  of  the  Proclamation  which  ended 
in  the  wresting  of  the  County  of  Done- 
gal from  the  political  power  of  the 
Hamiltons.  In  that  'case  there  was  a 
Proclamation  issued ;  but  so  strong  were 
the  views  of  the  people  in  favour  of 
their  tenant  rights  that  the  issue  of  it 
virtually  decided  the  election.  I  believe 
it  was  admitted  at  last  that  the  Proclama* 
tion  had  been  hurriedly  made,  and  that 
it  was  based  upon  information  which 
had  been  very  loosely  supplied.  The 
circumstance,  however,  will  give  the 
Committee  some  idea  of  what  may  hap- 
pen hereafter  if  precautions  are  not 
taken  to  guard  against  it.  I  do  not 
know  why  the  Government  should  op- 
pose the  Amendment,  except  upon  the 
ground  that  it  may  occasion  delay ;  but 
it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  1st 
and  2nd  sections  of  the  Bill  cannot  come 
into  operation  rapidly;  and,  above  all 
things,  the  3rd  and  4th  sections  will 
necessarily  entail  delay,  seeing  that  they 
involve  the  order  for  a  special  jury,  and 
the  order  for  a  change  of  venue.  There- 
fore, there  cannot  be  any  objection  to 
the  Amendment  on  the  ground  of  delay. 
I  ask  the  Committee  to  consider  that  the 
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inquiry  I  am  desirous  of  instituting  is 
not  an  to  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  an 
individual,  but  as  to  the  existence  of  a 
state  of  criminality — whether  or  not  a 
crime  or  series  of  crimes  has  been  com- 
mitted. The  existence  of  crime  is  a 
very  different  thing  from  proving  the 
guilt  or  innocence  of  an  individual ;  and 
all  I  ask  is  that  before  an  entire  dis- 
trict is  subjected  to  martial  law,  the 
facts  of  the  case  shall  be  made  perfectly 
clear  by  means  of  an  inquiry  conducted 
in  a  judicial  manner. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  4,  line  30,  after  the  word  **  Lieu- 
tenant,*' to  insert  the  words  *'  if  a  Jadge  of 
the  High  Court,  after  a  local  inquiry,  shall  so 
report,  may.** — {Mr.  O^Doherty.) 

Question  proposed,  * '  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  There  are  two  reasons  why 
the  Government  cannot  accept  this 
Amendment,  and  they  are  reasons  the 
force  of  which  will,  I  think,  be  admitted 
by  the  hon.  Member  himself.  In  the 
first  place,  I  doubt  whether  an  inquiry 
like  that  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
would  be  possible,  as  the  Judge  would 
have  no  power  in  examining  witnesses 
to  administer  an  oath.  The  responsi- 
bility of  proclaiming  a  district  must,  of 
course,  rest  upon  the  Executive,  and  by 
this  clause  power  is  given  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  issue  a  Proclamation,'*  by 
and  with  the  advice  of  the  Privy 
Council,*'  whenever  it  may  appear  to 
him  necessary  to  put  the  powers  of  the 
Act  into  force.  I  think  the  Committee 
will  be  agreed  that  the  whole  of  the 
Government,  including  the  Cabinet, 
should  be  responsible  for  the  issue  of 
the  Proclamation.  If,  instead  of  pro- 
claiming a  district  on  the  responsibility 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  an  inquiry  of 
this  nature  were  instituted,  directing  the 
Judge  of  the  High  Court  to  examine  the 
facts,  and  to  report  to  the  Executive  that 
a  particular  district  ought  to  be  pro- 
claimed, the  Executive  would  hare  no 
alternative  but  to  act  upon  the  Judge's 
Report,  and  the  responsibility  for  what 
is'  purely  an  Executive  act  would  be 
taken  from  the  Executive  altogether  and 
placed  upon  the  Judge.  The  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant would  naturally  say  that  in  pro- 
claiming a  district  he  had  acted  upon  a 
Judicial  Report,  that  he  was  not  ac- 
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quainted  with  the  facts  himself,  and 
that  he  threw  the  whole  responsibility 
upon  the  learned  Judge  who  inquired 
into  the  matter.  Upon  all  these  con- 
siderations, I  think  it  would  be  unde- 
sirable to  adopt  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mb.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr)  :   I 
certainly  cannot  appreciate  the  force  of 
the  reasons  which  have  been  given  by 
the    rieht  hon.   and  learned  Attorney 
Genersu  for  Ireland  for  opposing*  the 
Amendment.     He  says  that  a  learned 
Judge  would  have  no  power  to  examine 
witnesses  or  administer  an  oath,  and, 
therefore,  that  his  advice  would  be  of 
no  value.     But  can  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
examine  witnesses  on  oath  ?    The  liOrd 
Lieutenant,  of  his  own  free  will,  will 
be  able,  under  this  clause,  to  proclaim  a 
county  or  district  when  and  how   he 
likes,   and  so  far  as  evidence  of   the 
existence  of  criminality  is  concerned,  it 
will  not  be  necessary  at  all  that    he 
should  form  an  accurate  opinion.     The 
Attorney  General  has  let  the  cat  of  the 
bag,  because  whatever  information  can 
be  supplied  to    the    Lord    Lieutenant 
could  equally  be  supplied  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  by  a  Judge,  and  my  hon. 
Friend  has  moved  his  Amendment,  be- 
cause he  thinks  that  a  Judge  would  be 
more    capable    of  examining  into  the 
matter  than  the  Lord  Lieutenant.     It 
must  be  recollected  that  a  Judge,  when 
he  is  elevated  to  the  Bench,  ceases  any 
longer  to  belong  to  a  political  Party, 
whereas  the  Lord    Lieutenant    is    the 
direct  Representative  of  a  political  Party 
— namely,  the  Party  which  may  happen, 
at  the  moment,  to  be  in  power.     He  is 
always  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet,  and 
the  proposed  reference  in  the  clause  to 
the  Privy  Council  is  one  of  those  myths 
with  which  we  are  occasionally  indulged 
in    this    House.       What   is    a    Privy 
Council  ?    It  is  a  close  borough. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  hon.  Member  is  travelling  some- 
what wide  of  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  :  The  alternative  given 
in  this  clause  is  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
is  to  do  certain  things  '^  by  and  with  the 
advice  of  the  Privy  Council,"  and  it  was 
only  in  that  sense  that  I  presumed  to 
call  attention  to  the  matter.  I  will,  how- 
ever, go  no  further,  but  will  simply  point 
to  an  analogous  case — namely,  that  of 
Wales.  There  is  no  Lord  Lieutenant  in 
Wales,  but  there  have  been  disturbances 


1753 


CrimxmlLaw  {June  13,  1887}     Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill.    1754 


in  Wales  recently  in  reference  to  tithes, 
which  disturbances  have  been  somewhat 
similar  in  their  character  to  those  which 
have  occurred  in  Ireland  in  reference  to 
rent.  What  would  the  House  say  if  a 
proposition  were  made  by  the  Prime 
Minister  that  ''  by  and  with  the  advice 
of  the  Privy  Council,"  the  Government 
should  have  the  power  of  proclaiming  a 
district  without  submitting  the  evidence 
as  to  the  existence  and  criminality  to 
any  properly  constituted  Court  of  In- 
quiry? 

Me.  WALLACE  (Edinburgh,  E.) : 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  has  assigned  a 
curious  reason  for  the  decision  he  has 
come  to.  He  says  it  would  be  impossible 
for  a  Judge  to  take  steps  to  arrive  at 
any  reliable  opinion,  because  he  cannot 
examine  witnesses  on  oath. 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  did  not  say  that  a 
learned  Judge  could  not  arrive  at  a  re- 
liable opinion,  but  I  said  that  if  such  an 
inquiry  were  held,  he  would  not  have 
the  power  of  examining  witnesses  upon 
oath,  and  that  his  report  would  relieve 
the  Government  from  their  responsi- 
bility. 

Mr.  WALLACE:  I  presume  that 
any  judicial  inquiry  is  an  inquiry  by  a 
Judge,  and  I  fail  to  see  why  a  Judge 
should  not  be  as  able  to  institute  an  in- 
quiry into  the  state  of  a  district  as  into 
any  other  matter.  The  principal  argu- 
ment for  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  at 
all  was  that  the  Government  relied 
almost  exclusively  upon  the  Judges' 
charges.  If  that  be  so,  how  can  they 
now  say  that  an  investigation  by  a  Judge 
would  fail  to  satisfy  either  the  public  or 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  or  the  Judge  him- 
self ?  It  is  utterly  impossible  to  reconcile 
the  two  sets  of  statements.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says  the 
adoption  of  the  Amendment  would  shift 
the  responsibility  from  the  Executive  on 
to  the  Judge.  That  is  the  very  thing 
that  would  be  valuable.  We  know  very 
well  what  value  to  attach  to  the  phrase 
<<  the  responsibility  of  the  Irish  Execu- 
tive." I  am  afraid  that  they  are  not 
much  troubled  with  notions  of  responsi- 
bility, but  feel  chiefly  responsible  to 
their  own  ideas  and  their  own  animosi- 
ties. That  is  quite  enough  to  satisfy 
them  without  having  the  slightest  re- 
gard for  the  world  outside.  A  Judge, 
however,  is  in  a  very  different  position. 
He  has  a  reputation  to  sustain,  and  he 


would  be  slow  to  give  a  decision  as  to 
the  existence  of  a  state  of  criminality  in 
a  particular  locality  unless,  in  his  opinion, 
there  was  a  good  deal  to  .justify  that  de- 
cision. Then,  again,  a  Judge  would,  in 
all  probability,  have  been  for  some  time 
in  office,  and  would  have  acquired  habits 
of  impartiality.  Whereas,  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  or  the  authorities  in  Dublin 
Castle  have  certainly  not  strengthened 
their  impartiality  by  the  way  in  which 
they  have  acted.  One-sidedness  is  the 
quality  which  their  position  tends  most 
to  intensify.  For  these  reasons,  I  am 
more  convinced  than  ever  that  there 
must  be  something  valuable  in  the 
Amendment,  in  consequence  of  the  in- 
conclusive arguments  advanced  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral— arguments  which  are  entirely  at 
variance  with  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  Government  profess  to  justify  the 
introduction  of  their  Bill.  Their  plea 
for  the  necessity  of  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
at  all  was  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Judges,  a  considerable  amount  of  crimi- 
minality  existed  in  certain  parts  of  the 
country. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.):  I 
think  that  my  hon.  Friend  has  been 
somewhat  too  severe  on  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland, 
who  feels  it  his  duty  at  all  times  to  sup- 
port the  administration  of  Dublin  Castle. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
pointed  out  that  if  there  were  a  judicial 
inquiry  by  a  Judge,  and  his  Eeport  was 
to  the  effect  that  no  crime  existed,  that 
then  the  Lord  Lieutenant  could  not  pro- 
claim the  district,  but  that  if  the  Judge 
did  report  the  existence  of  criminality, 
however  undesirable  it  might  be  politi- 
cally the  Lord  Lieutenant  would  be  left 
no  alternative,  but  would  be  bound  to 
proclaim  the  district.  I  can  quite 
understand,  therefore,  the  object  with 
which  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attor- 
ney General  and  the  Government  object 
to  this  Amendment,  for  I  can  fully  see 
that  the  liability  to  obey  the  direction  of  a 
Judge  might,  in  some  cases,  be  extremely 
inconvenient.  I  can  understand  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain) 
or  some  of  his  allies  going  to  Ireland 
and  declaring  at  an  election  time  that 
South  Tyrone  was  in  a  shaky  condition, 
and  that,  therefore,  the  district  had 
better  be  proclaimed  with  the  usual 
aocompaniment  of  batoning  the  people 
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and  running  them  into  gaol  for  a  few 
weeks  until  it;  might  be  possible  to  tide 
oyer  the  election.  I  have  no  doubt  this 
would  be  a  very  convenient  arrange- 
ment for  the  purpose  of  carrying  a  con- 
tested election,  or  even  to  secure  the  ap- 
pointment of  guardians  of  the  poor  and 
BO  on.  I  therefore  think  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  G-eneral,  from  his 
point  of  view,  has  acted  with  extreme 
wisdom  in  objecting  to  the  Amendment ; 
but  I  think  it  would  have  been  more 
manly  and  straightforward  if  he  had 
given  the  real  ground  for  desiring  to  re- 
tain the  clause  as  it  stands — ^namely, 
that  he  may  be  able  to  use  it  hereafter 
for  political  purposes. 

Mb.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  I  cannot  help  thinking  that  there 
is  something  extremely  suspicious  about 
the  refusal  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  to  allow  a 
Judge  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  a  dis- 
trict  before  it  is  proclaimed.  I  can 
quite  conceive  why  the  Government  re- 
fuse to  accept  this  Amendment,  the 
adoption  of  which  would  give  the  Irish 
people  the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that 
if  a  district  is  to  be  proclaimed  it  will 
not  be  proclaimed  in  a  haphazard  man- 
ner according  to  back  stairs  information 
supplied  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  by  in- 
terested parties,  but  that  no  district  will 
be  proclaimed  without  a  Judge  having 
first  decided  that  there  was  a  state  of 
disturbance  in  the  district  which  war- 
ranted its  Proclamation.  The  simple 
difference  between  us  as  to  the  Amend- 
ment is  this — that  if  the  Amendment  is 
accepted  we  shall  all  have  the  satisfac- 
tion of  knowing  that  there  must  be  an 
inquiry  before  a  district  is  proclaimed, 
whereas  if  the  Amendment  is  refused 
there  will  be  no  inquiry  at  all.  If  the 
Gt)vemment  were  animated  by  fair  and 
upright  motives  they  would  accept  the 
Amendment,  knowing  very  well  that  if 
an  inquiry  were  held  it  would  at  least 
satisfy  the  public  that  there  was  an  ex- 
cuse for  the  Proclamation  of  a  district, 
and  more  than  that — ^if  a  district  is  pro- 
claimed in  Ireland  Her  Majesty's  Advi- 
sers would  be  able  to  say  to  the  people 
of  England  that  the  course  taken  was 
justifiable.  They  would  be  able  to  say — 
''  It  is  quite  true  that  we  have  been  ob- 
liged to  proclaim  this  district,  but  we 
did  not  do  it  until  an  inquiry  was  held, 
which  inquiiy  was  presided  over  by  a 
Judge  of  the  High  Oourt,  and'  we  have 
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his  certificate  that  the  district  is  in  sucli  a 
condition  as  to  require  its  Proclamation.'* 
If  the  real  object  of  the  Government 
were  to  put  down  crime  and    ontra^e 
they  would  not  object  to  a  Court  of  In- 
quiry ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  they  do 
not  wish  to  proclaim  districts  in  Ireland 
because  of  the  existence  of  crime  an.d 
outrage,  but  simply  in  order  that  they 
may  strike  political  opponents  and  com- 
binations of  tenants  against  harsh  land- 
lords.     They  desire   to  retain  in  the 
hands  of  the  Executive,  and  of  the  advi- 
sers of  the  Executive,  the  power  of  pro- 
claiming a  district  from  private  motives 
without    the    slightest    regard    to   the 
existence  of  crime  and  outrage.     I  think 
we  have  proved  quite  sufficient,  in  this 
discussion,  to  show  that  what  the  Go- 
vernment are  aiming  at  is  not  the  Pro- 
clamation of  a  district  on  account  of  the 
existence  within  it  of  crime  and  outrage, 
but  to  put  down  lawful  and  legitimate 
combination.     If  it  were  otherwise  thej 
would  not  refuse  this  Amendment.    But 
they  know  that  the  result  of  an  inquiiy, 
in  almost  every  case,  would  be  that  the 
district  would  not  be  proclaimed.     Of 
course,  that  would  not  suit  the  Govern- 
ment, because  they  wish  to  retain  in  the 
hands  of  Dublin  Oastle  the  right  of 
doing  this  without  reference  to  a  judi- 
cial decision  of  any  kind.    I  am  glad 
that  the  Government  have  refused  the 
Amendment,   because  it  clearly  shows 
what  it  is  that  they  are  really  desirous 
of  striking  against.     I  think  there  is  no 
hon,  Member  representing  an  English 
constituency  who  will  not  say  that  our 
request  is  fair  and  reasonable,  and  that 
the  Government  are  unreasonable  in  re- 
fusing it. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  I 
am  surprised  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes)  should  have  talked  of  the 
responsibility  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
the  Irish  Executive.  That  responsibility 
has  been  shown  again  and  again  to  be 
perfectly  illusory,  and  to  mean  nothing 
whatever.  In  one  passage  of  his  speech 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
stated  that  if  a  Judge  reported  in  favour 
of  the  Proclamation  of  a  district  the 
Government  would  have  no  alternative 
but  to  proclaim  it.  Now,  to  say  that 
the  desire  of  the  Government  would  be 
not  to  proclaim  a  district  is  surely  an 
attempt  to  impose  upon  the  credulity  of 
hon.  Members.    The   right  hon.  and 
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judicifil  ioquii-j  could  be  held  by  a  And  the  Crovn  Prosecutor  had  the  grooe 
Judge,  but  the  GoTornment  are  not  so  to  eay,  "No,  my  Lord."  It  appears 
destitute  of  resources  that  they  are  that  the  Resident  Magistrate,  Mr.  Ben- 
unable  to  provide  the  means.  A  clause  jamin  Hill,  B.M.,  vas  present.  Mr. 
of  six  lines  would  give  them  every  Trench  thought  his  best  course  was  to 
power,  and  would  enable  them  to  send  call  Mr.  Hill  to  contradict  the  statement 
for  persons,  records,  and  documents,  of  the  sergeant  of  police,  and  I  ask  the 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Committee  to  watch  the  result. 
General,  however,  let  the  cat  out  of  the  "Mr.  Trench,  Q.C.-' With yourpetmiMion, 
bag,  and  gave  up  the  whole  of  the  case  my  l^rd,  I  vould  like  to  ^  1>ack  and  produce 
when  he  refused  to  submit  to  the  deci-  "I''-  Hill,  the  Reiideat  Magistrate,  and  aak  him 
Bion  Of  the  Judges.  What  he  says,  in  f^?"*  '*'<'  '^\^  "^  }^''^^^^\x.^^'l^  Baron- 
fact,  is  that  thle  Proclamations'^  will  L".".nT»^  rfo^^cp^dS '.1^= 
be  issued  as  the  result  of  secret  ear-  to  contradict  another  witness  of  yours.'  Mr. 
wigging  between  the  landlords  and  Trench  — '  Well,  my  Lord,  he  said,  it  waa  not 
the  officials  of  Dublin  Castle.  Let  me  much  diaturbad.'  Chief  Baron-' He  made  use 
give  an  instance,  to  show  the  value  of  of  the  e«re»s>on  bnt  I  made  him  ro  b«k  and 
°  f  .^  Ti  1  .■  I  iL  answer  the  question  distmctly.  I  hav«  his 
one  ot  those  rroclamattons,  anl  the  words  down,  and  I  will  leave  the  question  to 
manner  in  which  they  are  obtained,  thejury.'  Mr.Treodi — 'I  koow  it  is  irregular, 
I  refer  to  a  ease  which  occurred  last  "^y  I*rd>  hut  I  wish  to  ask  Mr.  Hill  some 
summer.  There  were  several  prisoners  q^-^tion"-'  Chief  Baron-' Very  woU.'" 
tried  on  the  25th  of  June  last  in  Mr.  Hill,  however,  grievously  dlaap- 
the  County  of  Longford,  under  the  pointed  the  learned  gentleman.  Here 
Whiteboy  Act,  and  the  question  of  ig  a  report  of  Mr.  Hill'a  examination— 
the  state  of  the  district  was  an  element  „5(^^  Benjamin  Hill.  R,M.,  was  then  called, 
in  the  case  of  the  prosecution.  There  and  on  hsin?  sworn,  said-*  That  he  could  not 
was  an  attempt  to  prove  that  the  district  say  the  district  was  very  distDrbed ;  but  he  had 
was  in  a  disturbed  state  by  producing  a  '"o  police  poata  on  derelict  farms— one  on  Lord 

copy  of  n»  Dublin  GatttU,  in  which  the  ^""^J'^'"  f"'^'."'  """^  ^^t  "^^^  °°  '*'«  '^^*f.  °^ 

i-V."      V    ji     V                   1   ■       ji       /Ti.'   c  M  Colioms    minora.     Tba  Aaoally  protection 

district    had    been   proclaimed.     Chief  p^^t  wna  in  eiiatence  laat  June,  and  the  other 

Baron  Palles  presided  at  the  trial,  and,  was  established  a  month  ago.'    Ur.  Featharstoa 

not  being   satis6ed  with  the  mere  pro-  — 'Is  not  the  County  of  Looifford,  and  particu- 

ductionofthe  Tkt  (?flM«<,  he  addressed  larly  the  eouth,  in  a  very  quiot  stato  ?    Waait 

Mr.   Trench,   the  Crown  _Proa6Cutor,_ in  Mll^es"^      cH'Con-''can    you    ^j, 

these  words—"  Do  you  intend   to  give  tnat  at  this  time,  it  was  in  a  state  of  dUturb- 

evidence  of  the  state  of  the  district  ?  "  ance  P '     Mr.    Hill-'  There   were   some  cases 

Mr.   Trench — "We    have    The    Oaseitt  "'  treapaas  on  these  derelict  farms,  bat  thoy 

here   proclaiming    the    district."     The  ^^^  ""'  "«"°""  outrage.'  " 

Chief  Baron,    not    satisfied    with  this.  There  can  be  very  little    doubt,  after 

proceeded   to  question  the  police  con-  this  evidence,  that  it  was  Lord  Annally 

stable,  and  this  conversation  occurred: —  who  got  the  County  of  Longford  pro- 

"  Chief  Baron-' la   this   district  in  a  dia-  <'''^«'*  *">   *''»'  occasion,  and  what  we 

turbed  state,  aargoant  P'-Sergeant  Jenningi—  want  to  prevent  IB,  that  any  man,  like 

'Well,  not  much:    nothing  eitraordinary.'—  Lord  Annally,  engaged  in  a  contest  with 

Chief  Baron—'  We  do  not  want  to  hear  any-  his  tenants,  should  be  able  to  go  up  the 

thing  about  ertraor^nary      Waa  thia  district  backstairs  of  Dublin  Castle  and  earwig 

quiet  on  or  about    the   2oth  of   June  laat  ?ii,tjt-*          .■•■       ■  ti 

Sergeant  Jennings-'  It  was  quiet,  my  Lord.'  "  ^^  ^°^^  Lieutenant  into_  issuing  a  Pro- 
clamation to  serve  his  private  interests. 

Mr.  Trench,  Q-C,  said  he  would  close  The  Irish  Members  have  no  objection  to 

the  case  for  the  Crown  by  handing  in  a  judicial  inquiry  conducted  by  one  of 

TAe  Dubitn  GazttU,  proclaiming  the  dis-  the  Judges  of  the  land ;  but  they  do  ob- 

trict  in  question.  jeot  to  Lord  Annally  or  any  other  Irish 

"Chiflt    Baron— '  Ib  there  anything  in  the  landlord  having  a  right  to  say  a  word  on 

Statute,  Mr.  Trench,  which  aaya  that  the  Pro-  the  subject,  seeing  that  they  are  the  very 

clamatioa  in  Tim  Oaztitt  ia  to  be  taken  as  con-  persona  who  are  most  deeply  interested 

cla^ve  eridenoe  of  the  d^turbcd  atoto  of  a  dis-  j^  ^j^g  matter.     If  the  individuals  chiefly 

tnct?      Mr.   Trench— 'No,   mv  Lord,  eicept  .   ,         .    ■■ .         ,.■          i-  ._•  l          i   ■       "i 

lh.1  11  n,.y  IH,  l.k.,  u  ,K«J>:,.  dvidnncV  'Otera'ml '"  g'tUng  u  di.tviol  pioolumed 

puef  Baron—'  gat  it  is  of  no  TtUao  in  tlie  lace  cue  to  BATO  the  ear  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
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tenant,  and  are  to  be  able  to  set  the 
machinery  in  motion,  then  I  maintain 
that  it  will  be  impossible  to  avoid  doing 
the  grossest  possible  injustice  under  this 
section. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  As 
I  understand  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  the  right  of 
judging  whether  a  district  is  in  such  a 
condition  in  reference  to  criminality  as 
to  justify  its  proclamation  is  to  rest 
solely  with  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says 
that  there  is  no  precedent  for  this  semi- 
official inquiry  into  the  state  of  a  dis- 
trict for  which  we  now  ask.  Now,  I 
assert  that  there  is,  and  the  Committee 
will  have  already  gathered  that  that  is 
so  from  the  newspaper  report  of  the 
case  which  occurred  in  the  County  of 
Longford  which  has  just  been  read  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North 
Dublin  (Mr.  Clancy).  Under  the  White- 
boy  Act  it  is  necessary  to  show  that 
when  a  particular  offence  has  been  com- 
mitted the  district  was  in  a  disturbed 
state.  If  that  were  proved  the  offence 
thereupon  became  a  criminal  offence, 
which  otherwise  it  would  not  have  been, 
That  being  so,  we  certainly  have  a  pre- 
cedent in  the  existing  legislation  for 
submitting  to  a  judicial  tribunal  the 
question  whether  a  district  was  in  a 
disturbed  state  or  not.  Under  the 
Whiteboy  Acts  it  was  necessary  that  the 
matter  should  go  through  a  jury.  That, 
however,  is  not  necessary  under  this 
Bill ;  but  I  wish  to  point  out  that  it  has 
a  direct  bearing  upon  the  proposals  con- 
tained in  the  Bill.  The  Act  itself  is  to 
be  set  in  motion  by  the  finding  of  a 
tribunal  in  exactly  the  same  position  as 
a  Judge  would  be  in  if  he  were  to  hold 
an  inquiry  of  this  kind.  When  Lord 
Gowper's  Commission  sat  a  large  amount 
of  evidence  was  taken  in  reference  to 
Boycotting,  but  the  Commission  had  no 
power  to  accept  sworn  testimony,  and 
every  item  of  evidence  given  before  the 
Commission  was  evidence  which  could 
not  be  subjected  to  cross-examination, 
and  they  had  no  power  of  rebutting 
anything  the  witnesses  stated.  Never- 
theless, that  Commission  had  the  power 
of  summoning  witnesses  before  them. 
That  being  so,  we  have  surely  a  right  to 
submit  to  the  Committee  that  if  the  class 
of  unsworn  evidence  taken  by  the  Cowper 
OommiBsion  was  a  sufficient  justification 

Mr.  Clathcy 


for  applying  the  principle  of  coercion  to 
Ireland,  it  will  be  a  much  less  strong 
and  a  much  less  drastic  proceedings  to 
give  power  to  a  Judge  to  make  a  judi- 
cial inquiry   before  a   district  is  pro- 
claimed.  That  is  my  reply  to  one  of  the 
points  raised  by   the   right  hon.   and 
learned  Gentleman.     The  other  point 
was  the  familiar  one,  that  if  before  you 
proclaim  a  district  you  send  down    a 
Judge  to  hold  an  inquiry  of  this  kind, 
and  make  it  a  condition  precedent,  you 
divest  the  Executive  of  all  responsibility. 
That  would  be  an  effective  argument  if 
we   either  proposed  to  take  away   the 
responsibility  of  the  Executive,  or  if  the 
responsibility  of  the  Executive  really 
amounted  to  anything.     We  really  do 
not  think  that  it  does,  and  on  the  prin- 
ciple that  '*  a  bird  in  the  hand  is  worth 
two  in  the  bush,"  whatever  value  there 
may  be  in  an  inquiry  of  this  kind,  it  is 
quite  evident  that  the  Irish  people  might 
occasionally   get   a  fair    decision,    and 
would  obtain  more  substantial  justice 
than  if  they  are  left  to  the  irresponsi- 
bility of  the  Executive.    My  knowledge 
of  the  Executive  in  Ireland  induces  me 
to  belidve  that,  no  matter  what  Govern- 
ment happens  to  be  in  Office,  the  Exe- 
cutive would  do  anything  the  Govern- 
ment called  upon  them  to  do.    At  any 
rate,  that  is  our  experience  of  the  past. 
We  consider  that  this  preliminary  in- 
quiry would  have  a  special  value.     We 
ask,  before  the  liberty  of  a  district  is 
taken  away,  by  the  whispering  of  a  land- 
lord or  his  agent  into  the  ears  of  the 
officials  of  Dublin  Castle,  that  the  dis- 
trict, at  any  rate,  shall  have  the  oppor- 
tunity of  defending  itself  before  a  public 
officer  who  shall  hold  a  regular  consti- 
tuted judicial  inquiry. 

Mb.  JOHN  O^CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.) :  I  am  surprised  that  the  Government 
have  refused  to  accept  the  Amendment 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  The  adoption  of  it 
would  save  them  a  good  deal  of  this  re- 
sponsibility which  they  seem  to  regret ; 
it  would  save  the  Lord  Lieutenant  him- 
self from  being  advised  by  the  Beporta 
of  the  Besident  Magistrates  or  of  the 
police,  who,  of  course,  have  an  interest 
in  sending  them.  In  many  cases  a  magis- 
strate,  such  as  Captain  Plunkett,  may 
be  inclined  to  send  in  a  Report  as  to  the 
disturbed  state  of  a  district,  which  Re- 
port, when  thoroughly  inquired  into  by 
a  Judge,  would  be  found  to  be  utterly 
destitute  of  foundation.    Then,  again. 
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the  Besident  Magistrates  themselves  are 
liable  to  be  deceived  or  mistaken  by 
the  Reports  which  they  receive  from  the 
police  and  their  subordinates.  In  many 
parts  of  Ireland  it  is  said  that  there  is 
what  may  be  described  as  a  state  of 
siege,  rather  than  the  administration  of 
the  ordinary  law ;  and  the  police  in  Ire- 
land, as  well  as  the  Resident  Magis- 
trates, together  with  the  ordinary  offi- 
cers of  the  law,  are  desirous  that  the 
law  should  be  set  aside,  and  that  they 
should  bo  armed  with  powers  to  enable 
them  to  perform  their  duties  with  as 
little  trouble  to  themselves  as  possible. 
There  is  an  old  saying  that  nobody  can 
rule  in  a  state  of  siege ;  but  the  Irish 
police  fancy  that  they  can  rule  districts 
in  the  remote  corners  of  Ireland  when 
they  are  aided  and  assisted  by  the 
powers  which  this  Act  will  give  them. 
In  point  of  fact,  they  are  of  opinion  that 
they  themselves  may  be  enabled  to  place 
the  country  in  a  state  of  siege.  But  I 
think  it  would  save  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
himself  frombeing betrayed  into  the  com- 
mission of  any  serious  mistake  if  this 
Amendment  were  adopted.  We  know 
that  '*  distance  lends  enchantment  to  the 
view,"  and  people  who  are  removed  to  a 
distance  from  Ireland  conjure  up  all 
kinds  of  fears  as  to  the  state  of  things 
which  is  prevailing  in  that  country.  Not 
long  ago  I  met  in  London  a  lady  who 
was  about  to  visit  Ireland,  and  who  said 
that  she  was  going  there  in  fear  and 
trembling  for  her  life.  I  saw  her  again 
upon  her  return,  and  she  told  me  that 
she  had  found  the  Irish  people  the 
kindest,  the  mildest,  and  the  quietest  in 
the  world.  It  was  '*  the  distance  "  that 
led  this  lady  to  conjure  up  fears  in  re- 
gard to  the  disturbed  stated  of  Ireland ; 
and  so  it  is  with  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
He  sits  in  Dublin  Castle,  and  he  hears 
nothing  but  the  reports  of  biassed  chief 
magistrates,  or  lazy  sub-constables,  and 
officials  who  desire  to  get  this  power, 
and  who  are  in  the  habit  of  looking  at 
these  districts  through  a  long  telescope, 
which  produces  the  picture  of  a  terrible 
state  of  affairs.  Having  received  these 
dreadful  reports,  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
is  tempted  to  proclaim  the  districts  to 
which  they  relate.  All  this  difficulty 
would  be  avoided  by  the  appointment  of 
a  Judge  to  conduct  an  official  inquiry, 
and  take  evidence  as  to  the  state  of  the 
district  on  the  spot.  Let  me  give  the 
Committee  an  instance  to  show  the  ex- 

VOL.  CCOXV.    [thikp  series.] 


aggerated  character  of  the  reports  which 
are  made  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  In 
one  district — that  of  Castleisland — a 
place  which  has  been  tolerably  well 
known  lately — there  was  found  a  Resi- 
dent Magistrate  who  had  a  consciencei 
and  who,  on  being  put  upon  his  oath, 
was  disposed  to  tell  the  truth.  I  allude 
to  Mr.  Davis,  of  the  Castleisland  Dis- 
trict, who  stated,  before  the  Cowper 
Commission,  that  the  terrible  accounts 
which  had  been  given  of  that  district 
had  no  foundation  at  all ;  that  the  dis- 
trict was  not  disturbed ;  and  that  there 
were  only  two  persons  who  were  suffer- 
ing seriously  from  Boycotting.  This  is 
the  very  district  which  furnished  the 
late  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  with  all  his 
statistics  in  justification  of  the  Crimes 
Act  of  1882 ;  and  yet  you  have  a  man — 
the  Resident  Magistrate  attached  to  the 
district — declaring  that  there  are  only 
two  people  in  it  who  are  seriously  Boy- 
cotted. I  am  informed  by  an  hon.  Friend 
of  mine,  sitting  near  me.  that  this  fair- 
minded  magistrate  has  since  been  trans- 
ferred ;  it  appears  that  his  services  are 
not  wanted  in  the  district  of  Castle- 
island, because  he  happened  to  tell  the 
truth.  It  is  for  these  reasons  I  say  to 
the  Committee,  and  to  the  Government 
in  particular,  that  it  is  to  their  interest 
to  accept  the  Amendment.  It  is  cer- 
tainly to  the  interest  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant to  accept  it,  because  it  is  likely  to 
save  him  from  exaggerated  reports  on 
the  part  of  the  Resident  Magistrates  and 
police.  Further,  it  is  to  the  interest  of 
the  good  government  of  the  country  that 
the  responsibility  should  be  placed  on 
some  judicial  personage,  who  would 
make  an  inquiry  on  the  spot  as  to  the 
necessity  of  the  proclamation  of  the  dis- 
trict. For  these  reasons  I  support  the 
Amendment  ;  and  I  would  strongly 
urge  upon  the  Committee  the  desira- 
bilitv  of  accepting  it,  and  adding  it  to 
the  Bill. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  126; 
Noes  202:  Majority  76.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  226.)  [7.15  p.m.] 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
have  to  move  an  Amendment,  in  line  30, 
to  leave  out  the  words  **  by  and  with 
the  advice  of  the  Privy  Council."  I 
believe  it  is  a  fact  that  the  Privy  Council 
in  Ireland  does  not  occupy  the  same 
position  as  the  Privy  Council  in  this 

3  L  ISiJcteenth  Night. ^ 
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country.     The  Members  of  the  Privy 
Council  are  certainly  much  too  numerous 
for  effective    consultation;    and,    as   a 
matter  of  practice,  I  believe  they  are 
never  consulted  as  a  body.     On  the  con- 
trary, the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  the  Exe- 
cutive content  themselves  with  seeking 
advice  from  a  small  number    of    the 
Council  who  are  Members  of  the  Cabinet. 
We  all  know  very  well  what  a  Cabinet 
is ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  it  is  a  body 
which  has  no  legal  existence.     When  an 
hon.  Gentleman  is  promoted  to  Cabinet 
rank,  the  position  he  occupies  is  not 
recognized  by  any  Act  of  Parliament, 
and,   so  far  as  the  law  is  concerned, 
''the  Cabinet"  is  altogether  non-ex- 
istent.    We  have  been  told  that  the 
Judicial  Members  of  the  Privy  Council 
do  not  concern    themselves    with    the 
initiation  of  criminal  proceedings,    or 
with  matters  appertaining  to  criminal 
proceedings.     It  follows,  therefore,  that 
when  the  Lord  Lieutenant  seeks  the 
advice  of  the  Privy  Council  with  refer- 
ence to  such  matters,  he  applies  to  what 
has  always  been  described  as  the  re- 
eiduum   of  the   Council,  consisting    of 
discredited  politicians.    In  former  times 
the  English  Privy  Council  was  a  con- 
sulting body ;  and,  to  some  extent,  that 
state  of  things  still  prevails  in  Ireland, 
with  the  necessary  consequence  that  the 
Privy  Council  exercise  a  most  dangerous 
and  a  most  noxious  influence  upon  poli- 
tical Parties  in  Ireland.    It  is  that  state 
of  things  we  desire  to  put  an  end  to,  so 
far  as  the  administration  of  this  measure 
is  concerned.    We  ask  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  shall  not  be  permitted  to 
evade  his  responsibility ;  we  ask  that  if 
the  conduct  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  hap- 
pens to  be  impugned  in  this  House  or 
elsewhere,  he  shall  not  be  permitted  to 
say — **  I  acted,  not  upon  my  own  initia- 
tive, but  upon  the  advice  of  the  Privy 
Council."  We  ask  that  the  responsibility 
shall  rest  directly  with  the  Lord  LieU' 
tenant  and  the  Government  of  which  he 
is  a  Member,  and  that  in  this  case  the 
old  maxim,  that  ''  what  is  everybody's 
business  is  nobody's  business,"  shall  not 
be  allowed  to  operate.    Moreover,  we 
ask  that  the  advice  given  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  as  to  the  administration  of 
the  provisions  of  this  measure  shall  not 
come  from  a  body  composed  exclusively 
of  men  who  for  years  past  have  been 
in  bitter  conflict  with  the  mass  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.     For  these  reasons  I 

Mr.  Maurice  Jffedlff 


move  the  Amendment;  and  I  cannot 
help  expressing  my  regret  that  the  rig'ht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Great 
Grimsby  (Mr.  Heneage),  who  has  placed 
an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  precisely 
similar  terms  to  that  which  I  am  now 
proposing,  is  not  in  his  place  this  even- 
ing to  move  it.  I  think  it  would  have 
been  very  interesting,  as  a  matter  of 
curiosity,  to  know  what  are  the  views  of 
the  particular  body  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  belongs  upon  this  sub- 
ject. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
30,  to  leave  out ''  by  and  with  the  advice 
of  the  Privy  Council." — {Mr,  Maurice 
Sealy,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiCHABD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) :  It 
is  usual  to  provide,  in  matters  of  this 
kind,  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  shall  act 
"  by  and  with  the  advice  of  the  Privy 
Council,"  and  the  Government  cannot 
accept  the  Amendment,  which  would 
be  a  new  departure.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway  seem  to  think  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  should  be  solely 
responsible  for  issuing  Proclamations 
under  this  measure ;  but,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Government,  it  is  more  desirable 
that  he  should  follow  the  usual  course  of 
acting  ''  by  and  with  the  advice  of  the 
Privy  Council." 

Mr.  CLANCY:  I  judge  from  the 
answer  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
that  the  Government  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment,  because  they  wish  that  the 
responsibility  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
should  be  shared  by  someone  else. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  All  that  we 
say  is  that  we  are  not  prepared  to  accept 
the  Amendment. 

Mr.  CLANCY :  It  has  been  said  that 
the  Irish  Judges  give  advice  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  in  reference  to  proceeding's 
in  criminal  cases;  but  I  think  I  am 
bound  to  accept  the  statement  of  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  Ireland,  made 
only  recently,  that  the  Irish  Judges 
do  not  take  part  in  matters  of  this  kind 
except  as  a  mere  formality.  Who, 
then,  would  be  the  persons  left  who,  as 
Privy  Councillors  under  this  Bill,  would 
perform  the  duty  of  advising  the  Lord 
Lieutenant?  They  are  chiefly  ex-Ohief 
Secretaries  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  euch 
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as  Sir  George  Trevelyan,  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  Stirling  Burghs  (Mr. 
Gampbeil-Bannerman),  Mr.  James  Low- 
ther,  who  never,  I  believe,  attended  a 
meeting  of  the  Privy  Council,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley), 
who,  also,  has  never  been  present  at  the 
meetings  of  the  Privy  Council.  Conse- 
quently, the  duty  of  advising  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  will  be  left  to  the  following 
persons : — In  the  first  place,  there  is  the 
Duke  of  Leinster.  [An  hon.  Membeb  : 
He  is  dead.]  I  am  reminded  by  my 
hon.  Friend  that  the  Nobleman  whose 
name  appears  at  the  head  of  the  list  as 
Duke  of  Leinster,  and  who  had  a  seat 
on  the  Privy  Council,  is  dead.  Therefore 
it  will  be  necessary  to  omit  him  from  the 
list.  I  very  much  regret  it,  because  I 
was  going  to  point  out  that  he  was  the 
only  decent  man  of  the  lot.  The  next 
name  on  the  list  is  that  of  the  Marquess 
of  Waterford,  a  Nobleman  well-known 
as  one  of  the  foremost  champions  of  the 
Orange  Landlord  Party  in  Ireland,  and 
noted  for  his  rack-renting  antecedents 
and  for  his  quarrels  with  his  tenantry. 
Only  very  recently  the  noble  Marquess 
challenged  his  tenants  to  go  into  the 
Land  Court.  He  asked  them  for  an 
increase  of  50  per  cent  upon  the  whole 
of  their  rents,  and  the  judgment  of  the 
Court  was  to  reduce  the  rents  by  50  per 
cent  instead  of  to  increase  them.  The 
next  name  upon  the  list  is  that  of  the 
Marquess  of  Drogher!  a,  a  worthy  brother- 
in-arms  of  the  Marquess  of  Waterford. 
He  is  not  merely  a  Tory  —  I  do  not 
object  so  much  to  his  being  a  Tory. 

[A  laugh.l  I  observe  that  the  hon.  and 
earned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Ashton-under-Lyne  (Mr.  Addison),  who 
was  returned  by  the  casting  vote  of 
the  He  turning  Officer  of  that  borough, 
and  who  is  one  of  the  most  demon- 
strative Members  in  this  House,  laughs. 
Well,  I  have  said  that  the  Marquess 
of  Drogheda  is  a  brother-in-arms  of  the 
Marquess  of  Waterford  ;  and,  so  far  as 
rack-renting  is  concerned,  I  believe  the 
Marquess  of  Drogheda  to  be  one  of  the 
worst  landlords,  not  only  in  Ireland,  but 
in  the  civilized  world.  It  is  pretty  gene- 
rally known  that  the  Marquess  of 
Drogheda  has  been  constantly  engaged 
in  conflicts  with  his  tenantry,  and  that 
he  has  been  proved  over  and  over 
again  to  be  a  rack-renter  of  the  most 
ferocious  description.    The  next  name  is 


that  of  the  Marquess  of  Headfort,  who 
is  another  of  the  same  class,  and  then 
comes  the  Earl  of  Belmore,  who  also  takes 
premier  rank  among  the  landlord  party, 
and  who  is  followed  by  Viscount  Monck, 
whose  career  as  an  Irish  landlord  has 
certainly  not  been  unexceptionable.  We 
come  next  to  the  Eight  Hon.  W.  H. 
Cogan,  one  of  the  gentlemen  who  have 
been  expelled  from  the  Irish  representa- 
tion. He  is  another  member  of  the 
landlord  class,  and  he  will  endeavour,  no 
doubt,  to  assist  the  Lord  Lieutenant  by 
justifying  the  actions  of  His  Excellency 
whenever  a  desire  is  expressed  to  pro- 
claim a  branch  of  the  National  League 
in  a  particular  district.  Then  follow  the 
names  of  Sir  William  Gregory  and  Mr. 
H.  Bruen,  the  latter  of  whom  was  ex- 
pelled from  the  representation  of  the 
County  of  Carlow.  Mr.  Bruen  stands  in 
the  very  front  rank  of  the  rack-renters 
of  that  county,  and  he  has  a  personal  in- 
terest in  seeing  that  the  provisions  of 
this  measure  are  put  in  force  in  the 
most  merciless  manner.  The  same  may 
be  said  of  Mr.  Arthur  McMurrough 
Kavanagh,  who  was  one  of  the  principal 
landlord  witnesses  before  the  Cowper 
Commission,  and  who  boasted  before 
that  Commission  that  he  had  cut  out  of 
the  newspapers  everything  that  reflected 
discredit  on  the  National  League ;  that 
he  had  pasted  his  cuttings  on  pieces  of 
paper;  and  that  he  was  ready  to  put  them 
in  as 'evidence  before  the  Commission. 
That  gentleman  would,  I  feel  satisfied, 
be  most  effusive  in  the  advice  he  would 
tender  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  and 
would  feel  it  a  sacred  duty  to  tell  him 
to  suppress  right  off  every  branch  of 
the  National  League  in  existence. 
Then  we  have  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  who  is  called  here  Colonel 
Edward  Ilobert  King-Harman.  [Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour:  Hear,  hear!]  The 
Chief  Secretary  says  **Hear,  hear!" 
which  means,  I  presume,  that  he  is 
greatly  assisted  by  the  right  hon.  and . 
gallant  Gentleman  in  the  discharge  of 
his  duties  in  this  House.  I  congratu- 
late him  on  his  taste  and  judgment. 
I  have  mentioned  the  names  of  some 
of  the  gentlemen  who  will  have  to 
advise  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in  putting 
the  provisions  of  this  Act  in  force. 
How  this  family  party  will  work  is 
clear  enough.  They  will  dine  together 
on  some  special  evening,  and  discuss  the 
shortcomings  of  the  National  League ; 
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and  then  they  will  advise    the    Lord 
Lieutenant  that  certain  branches  of  the 
League  are  keepinjj  the  -whole  country- 
side in  a  state  of  disturbance,  and  that 
the   district   ought   to   be   proclaimed. 
In   that  way  the  whole  thing  will  be 
done,   and  the  liberties  of  the  people 
of  the  district  will  be  completely  taken 
away.    A  more  disreputable  and  a  more 
disgraceful    mode    of    proceeding    was 
never  heard  of  in  any  civilized  country. 
It  is  altogether  foreign  to  anything  like 
Constitutional  government.      We  know 
very  well  that  the  statements  we  make 
on  this  subject  will  be  characterized  as 
exaggerated.       [An    hon.     Member  : 
Hear,  hear !]     But  I  will  commend  to 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  opposite    side    who    says  **  Hear, 
hear"  the  recent  statement  by  Sir  George 
Trevelyan,  which  bears  out,  in  substance, 
every  single  word  the  Irii^h  Members 
have  advanced  from  these  Benches.    Sir 
George  Trevelyan  states  distinctly  that 
he  knows,  from  official  experience,  that 
a  certain  ring  exists  in  Dublin  Castle  by 
means  of  which  alone  this  sort  of  ma- 
chinery is  kept  going.  When  we  have  an 
important  witness  like  that  upon  our  side 
I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  refer  more 
particularly  to  the  sneer  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  on  the  other  side.  As  I  have 
pointed  out,  the  Members  of  the  Privy 
Council  who  will  give  advice  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  will  consist  of  the  working 
gang  of  the  Council,  who  are  the  worst 
landlords  who  can  be  found  in  Ireland 
— landlords  who  have  long  been  in  con- 
flict with  their  tenants,  and  whose  rents 
have  been  cut  down  40,  50,  and  60  per 
cent  by  the  Land  Courts,  and  who  have, 
therefore,  personal  motives  for  taking 
vengeance  by  a  merciless  use  of  this 
Act.    It  is  a  gang  of  this  kind  that  is  to 
advise  the  Lord  Lieutenant  as  to  the 
issue  of  these  Proclamations,  and  it  is  to 
their  will  and  by  their  fiat  that  you 
are  to  control  the  liberties  of  the  Irish 
people. 

Mb.  JOHN  MOELEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  below  the  Gangway  was 
superfluous,  because  I  understood  him 
to  say  that  **  by  and  with  the  advice  of 
the  Privy  Council "  was  purely  formal. 
I  remember  that  when  I  was  engaged 
in  passing  through  this  House  a  small 
measure  last  year,  the  same   kind  of 
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criticism  in  reference  to  the  Privy 
Council  was  made  which  is  being  made 
now,  and  on  that  occasion  I  felt  it  my 
duty  to  point  out  that  the  action  of  the 
Privy  Council  was  little  more  than 
nominal  and  purely  formal.  I  under- 
stand the  Chief  Secretary  to  say  now 
across  the  floor  of  the  House  that  the 
Irish  Judges  do  take  part  in  the  delibe- 
rations of  the  Privy  Council,  and  give 
advice  in  executive  action  ? 

Mr.  a,  J.  BALFOUR :  What  I  said 
was,  that  I  could  not  accept  an  Amend- 
ment which  stood  in  the  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Great  Grimsby  (Mr. 
Heneage),  because  it  would  prevent  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  from  taking  the  advice 
of  the  judicial  element  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil.   My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  At- 
torney (general  for  England  (Sir  Bichard 
Webster)  has  pointed  out  that  the  rea- 
son why  we  cannot  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Maurice  Healy)  is,  that  we  proposed  to 
deal  constitutionally  with  the  matter  in 
this  Bill.     It  has  been  stated  that  it  was 
not  customary  for  the  Judicial  Members 
of  the  Privy  Council  to  concern  them- 
selves with  the  initiation  of  proceedings ; 
but,  if  that  was  so,  the  object  is  to  pro- 
vide that  they  shall  concern  themselves 
with  it  in  future. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) :  It 
is  impossible  to  understand  that  the  Go- 
vernment can  have  any  logical  reason 
for  objecting  to  this  Amendment.  When 
the  last  Amendment  was  proposed  the 
Government  alleged  that  they  could  not 
accept  it,  because  it  would  remove  respon- 
sibility from  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  That 
was  the  only  answer  they  made  to  the 
Motion  for  inserting  the  words  proposed. 
Now,  we  move  the  omission  of  words 
from  the  clause  which  would  enable  the 
Lord    Lieutenant    to  take  advice  with 
reference  to  the  proclamation  of  districts 
from  whomsoever  he  pleased,  in  order 
that  he  might  be  responsible  for  pro- 
claiming the  districts ;  but  this  time  we 
are  met  by  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  (Sir  Richard  Webster) 
in    quite   a  diflPerent  strain.    We  find 
ourselves  quite  unable  to  fix  the  Govern- 
ment by  any  argument  that  it  is  possible 
to  bring  forward,  because  they  slink 
away  from  every  argument,  even  their 
own.     After  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  and  that  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
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Member  for  North  Dublin  (Mr.  Clancy),  i 
there  is  no  doubt  whatever  as  to  what 
will  be  done  in  these  cases  of  proclama- 1 
tion.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  instead  of 
the  words  **  by  and  with  the  advice  of 
the  Privy  Council,"  the  clause  ought  to 
run  ^'  by  and  with  the  advice  of  the  exe- 
cutive or  police  in  the  county.*'  That 
would  be  the  true  interpretation  of  the 
intention  8  of  the  Government.  Besides 
that,  it  will  be  from  the  ranks  of  the 
permanent  officials  that  appointments 
will  be  made  when  vacancies  occur  from 
time  to  time,  and  it  will  be  upon  the 
opinion  of  such  gentlemen  as  these  that 
the  judgment  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
will  be  formed.  I  cannot  understand 
why  the  Government  should  wish  to  re- 
tain these  words,  unless  it  be  for  reasons 
that  have  been  given ;  and,  without  wish- 
ing to  detain  the  Committee  at  greater 
length,  I  would  suggest  to  the  Govern- 
ment that,  perhaps,  the  proper  wording 
for  the  clause  would  be — "The  Lord 
Lieutenant  by  and  with  the  advice  of  a 
Council  of  War,"  and  so  on. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  (Bradford, 
Central) :  In  the  absence  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  AVest 
Southwark  (Mr.  A.  Cohen)  I  rise  to  pro- 
pose tlie  Amendment  standing  in  his 
name,  which  is  one  of  considerable  im- 
portance. It  is,  besides,  an  Amendment 
in  respect  of  which  I  appeal  to  the  Go- 
vernment with  great  confidence,  in  the 
expectation  that  they  will  agree  to  insert 
the  words  I  propose  in  the  clause. 
During  the  discussions  on  this  Bill  we 
have  had  frequent  references  to  the  Act 
of  1 882 ;  and  in  the  case  of  many  Amend- 
ments proposed  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
when  anything  has  been  stated  contrary 
to  that  Act,  we  have  had  the  Act  quoted 
against  us.  We  have  now  to  propose 
an  Amendment  in  accordance  with  the 
Act  of  1882.  The  clause  before  the 
Committee  follows  the  words  of  the  Act 
of  1882,  with  a  single  exception.  The 
Act  of  1882  provided  that  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  should  only  pro- 
claim a  district  where  it  was  necessary 
to  do  so  **  for  the  prevention  of  crime 
and  outrage  ;  "  and  I  propose,  therefore, 
to  insert  these  words  in  the  clause 
which  is  now  before  us.  I  think  I  have 
shown  a  very  stronp:  case  for  appealing 
to  the  Government  to  accept  this  Amend- 


ment. Then,  as  to  the  importance  of 
the  Amendment.  In  the  clause  as  it  at 
present  stands  there  would  be  no  direc- 
tion whatever  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  as 
to  the  circumstances  under  which  he 
might  proclaim  a  district  in  Ireland.  It 
will  be  left  entirely  to  his  discretion 
whether  he  is  to  proclaim  a  district  or 
not,  and  the  causes  which  may  influence 
him  will  be  various.  There  may,  for 
instance,  be  an  article  which  appears  in 
a  newspaper  in  one  of  the  districts 
which  he  may  not  like,  and  which  the 
Law  Officers  might  tell  him  could  not 
form  the  subject  of  a  prosecution  with 
any  chance  of  success,  and  he  might 
endeavour  to  meet  the  difficulty  by  pro- 
claiming the  district.  Then,  again,  it 
might  bo  that  owing  to  a  combination 
among  his  tenants  a  landlord  could  not 
got  his  rents,  and  that  the  members  of 
the  combination,  although  not  refusing 
to  pay  tho  rent,  were  only  able  to  pay  a 
reasonable  amount.  In  this  case  the 
landlord  might  go  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant and  induce  him  to  believe  that 
such  a  condition  of  things  existed  in  the 
district  that  it  ought  to  be  proclaimed. 
Now,  neither  of  these  things  could  have 
been  done  under  the  clause  of  the  Act 
of  1882,  when  there  was  a  much  greater 
danger  to  the  landlords  in  Ireland  than 
there  is  now.  As  I  have  said,  the  clause 
of  the  Act  of  1882  directed  that  a  dis- 
trict should  only  be  proclaimed  when  it 
was  the  opinion  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
that  it  was  necessary  to  proclaim  it  for 
the  prevention  of  crime  and  outrage.  I 
have  looked  back  tr)  several  Coercion 
Acts,  and  I  find  that  in  them  all  there 
are  words  to  this  effect,  generally  limit- 
ing the  action  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant. 
In  the  Act  of  1833,  which  was  the 
strongest  Coercion  Act  passed  in  this 
House,  as  it  came  down  from  the  House 
of  Lords,  there  were  no  such  restric- 
tive words ;  but  the  House  of  Commons 
inserted  words  to  provide  that  no  pro- 
clamation should  be  mado  of  any  dis- 
trict merely  for  the  refusal  to  pay  tithes. 
The  insertion  of  the  words  I  refer  to 
shows  how  necessary  tho  House  of  Com- 
mons considered  it,  even  under  stronger 
circumstances  than  exist  at  the  present 
moment,  that  the  proclamation  of  a  dis- 
trict should  not  take  place  on  account 
of  any  agrarian  movement.  Now,  the 
words  which  I  propose  to  introduce,  and 
which  were  contained  in  the  last  Cuer- 
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cion  Act,  have  been  omitted  from  the 
present  Bill,  and  I  ask  the  Government 
why  it  is  that  those  words  are  left  out  ? 
We  have  heard  often  enough  of  the 
precedent  of  the  Act  of  1882,  Why, 
then,  have  the  Government  not  followed 
the  precedent  of  the  Proclamation  Clauses 
in  that  Bill  in  this  respect  ?  There  must 
be  some  reason  for  it,  and  I  venture  to 
ask  the  Government,  even  if  they  do  not 
accept  the  Amendment — which  appears 
to  me  to  be  both  reasonable  and  proper, 
and  for  which  there  is  the  strong  case 
I  have  brought  before  the  Committee — 
I  ask  them  why  it  is  they  have  omitted 
these  words  ?  I  do  not  wish  to  detain 
the  Committee  at  any  length  in  moving 
this  Amendment;  but  I  repeat  that  a 
strong  case  has,  in  my  opinion,  been 
made  out  for  following  the  wording  of 
the  Act  of  1882,  which  placed  a  limita- 
tion on  the  action  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant in  proclaiming  a  district.  If  the 
Government  do  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, they  should,  at  least,  tell  the 
Committee  why  the  words  have  been 
omitted. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
32,  after  the  word  *' necessary,"  to  in- 
sert the  words  ''for  the  prevention 
of  crime  and  outrage."  —  ( Mr,  Shatc 
Lefevre,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
BicHARD  Webstee)  (Islo  of  Wight)  : 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  us  for 
our  reasons  for  not  inserting  the  words 
of  his  Amendment  in  the  present  clause. 
If  we  had  considered  that  these  words 
were  fit  and  necessary  we  should  have 
been  pleased  to  insert  them;  but  our 
own  opinion  is  that  they  would  not  be 
proper  in  the  present  Bill,  and  that  they 
were  out  of  place  in  the  Act  of  1882.  I 
point  out  to  the  Committee  that  this  is  a 
Bill  not  only  for  the  prevention,  but  for 
the  punishment  of  crime  in  Ireland; 
there  are  several  sentences  in  the  Bill 
also  referring  to  the  detection  of  crime. 
That  being  the  scope  of  the  present  mea- 
sure, it  would  not  be  desirable  to  restrict 
its  operation  in  the  manner  proposed  by 
the  Amendment ;  and  our  reason  for  ob- 
jecting to  the  words  is  that  they  would 
not  be  in  accordance  with  the  principle 
of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  JOHN  MOBLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :    Surely  the  argument  of 
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the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
is  an  extraordinary  one.  Does  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  really  mean  to 
say  that  the  Government  have  left  out 
this  most  important  restriction  and  limi- 
tation because  it  would  have  been  in- 
convenient and  cumbersome  to  insert 
three  words  ?  A  more  ludicrous  argu- 
ment could  not  be  imagined.  The  real 
explanation  is  that  the  Government  have 
left  out  the  words  because  this  is  not  a 
Bill  for  the  prevention  of  crime  and 
outrage,  but  because  it  is  a  Bill  lor  the 
suppression  of  political  combinations  in 
Ireland ;  and  the  attitude  of  the  Govern- 
ment, with  reference  to  this  Amendment, 
is  one  of  the  many  illustrations  with 
which  they  furnish  us  of  their  real  ob- 
ject. We  have  already  tested  them  by 
various  Amendments ;  and  this  Amend- 
ment is  only  a  tost  the  more.  We  say 
that  if  your  Bill  is  really  aimed  at  crime 
and  outrage,  you  should  put  into  it  the 
restriction  which  was  in  the  Bill  of  1882  ; 
and  if  you  do  not  introduce  the  words. 
it  is  one  more  proof,  as  I  have  said,  that 
the  Bill  is  aimed  at  political  combina- 
tions, and  not  at  crime  and  outrage. 

Mb.  BKADLAUGH  (Northampton) : 
The  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
has  said  that  the  Government  do  not 
want  to  encumber  the  Bill  with  words 
which  might  lead  to  its  further  enlarge- 
ment. These  words  would  cover  con- 
viction for  crime  and  outrage ;  and  it 
must  be  that,  in  rejecting  them,  the  Go- 
vernment want  the  Bill  for  something 
besides  the  prevention  of  crime  and  out- 
rage— there  can  be  no  other  reason  for 
not  accepting  the  Amendment.  If  they 
want  to  put  down  lawful  agitation,  it  is 
necessary  that  they  should  leave  out  these 
words ;  but  if  they  only  want  to  prevent 
crimo  and  outrage,  the  word  '*  preven- 
tion "  would  cover  everything.  I  trust 
the  Government  will  not  reeist  words 
which,  if  inserted,  will  limit  the  Bill  to 
the  prevention  of  crime  and  outrage,  and 
which,  if  left  out,  will  show  that  the 
Government  only  desire  to  use  the  clause 
as  a  means  for  putting  down  pelitical 
combination.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  moved  the  Amendment  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre)  will  permit  me,  I  would 
move  to  insert,  after  the  word  ''preven- 
tion," **  and  punishment,"  so  as  to  make 
the  clause  run,  **  for  the  prevention  and 
punishment  of  crime  and  outrage,"  no 
as  to  throw  upon  the  Government  the 
responsibility  of  rejecting  the  words. 
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Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  to  insert  after  "preven- 
tion" the  words  **  and  punishment." — 
{Mr.  liradlaughJ) 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER :  I  do 
not  see  how  we  can  accept  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  if 
these  words  are  inserted.  It  is  not  pos- 
sible to  catalogue  all  the  proper  motives 
which  might  induce  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
to  put  this  section  in  force. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  The  only 
argument  used  against  this  Amendment 
was  that  it  did  not  go  far  enough.  We 
have  now  met  that  argument,  and  I  trust 
we  shall  be  allowed  to  amend  the 
Amendment  in  the  sense  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 
When  that  is  done,  I  can  see  no  possible 
ground  on  which  the  Government  should 
refuse  to  accept  it.  If  they  do  not  accept 
the  Amendment  in  its  then  form,  it  is 
clear  that  they  must  be  influenced  by 
other  motives  than  the  prevention  and 
punishment  of  crime. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  ask  the  Government  to 
accept  the  Amendment  last  proposed 
without  a  Division,  so  as  to  give  us  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  whole 
Amendment. 

Amendment  to  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  to  insert,  after 
**  necessary,"  the  words  '*for  the  pre- 
vention and  punishment  of  crime  and 
outrage." 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  We  have 
now  the  whole  Amendment  before  us, 
and  if  the  Government  do  not  intend  to 
add  anything  to  the  statement  of  the 
Attorney  General  I  presume  we  must  go 
on  with  the  discussion.  The  attitude 
taken  up  by  the  Government  upon  this 
Amendment  will  and  ought  to  regulate 
our  action  not  only  upon  this,  but  every 
succeeding  Amendment  proposed  to  the 
Bill.  I  say  this  because  an  appeal  was 
made  to  us  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  to-day  to  confine  our  Amend- 
ments to  matters  of  principle.  In  the 
acceptance  of  such  a  proposal  there  is 
something  implied — namely,  that  we 
should  be  met  by  the  Government  with 
something  like  a  disposition  to  accept  an 
Amendment  of  some  kind  to  the  clause ; 
but  I  am  bound  to  say  that  if  we  are 
met  by  the  Government  with  an  obsti- 


nate resistance  to  every  Amendment, 
good,  bad,  and  indifferent,  we  shall  gain 
nothing  by  our  concession.  We  test  the 
Government  by  this  Amendment,  and  if 
they  refuse  it,  then  I  say  that  we  shall 
be  driven  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  stand  by  every  word 
of  the  Bill.  If  that  is  so,  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  what  is  the  use  of  our 
curtailmg  discussion — where  will  be  the 
advantage  of  making  this  concession, 
if  our  doing  so  is  to  have  the  effect  of 
leaving  the  Bill  precisely  where  it  was 
when  we  started  ?  So  much  with  regard 
to  the  attitude  which  we  shall  take  up. 
I  now  come  to  the  Amendment  before 
the  Committee,  and  upon  this  subject  I 
may  say  that  I  have  never  seen  a  man 
more  completely  hoisted  with  his  own 
petard  than  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General.  He  says  that  he  does 
not  object  to  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
ment, but  he  objects  to  the  Amendment 
because  it  is  not  sufficiently  enlarged. 
Well,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Northampton  enlarges  the  Amendment, 
and  the  moment  he  does  so  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  changes  his 
mind. 

Sir  RICHARD  WEBSTER:  I 
pointed  out  that  we  could  not  catalogue 
all  the  proper  motives  which  might  in- 
duce the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  put  the 
section  in  force,  and  I  expressly  stated 
this,  not  by  way  of  justification  to  our- 
selves, but  in  answer  to  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  opposite. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR :  I  sav  that 
we  are  just  where  we  were  before,  unless 
we  f^Qi  this  Amendment  agreed  to.  That 
is  what  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  have  made  absolutely 
clear.  There  are  only  three  things  which 
the  Executive  can  do  with  regard  to 
crime ;  they  can  prevent  it ;  they  can 
dotect  it ;  and  they  can  punish  it ;  and  I 
defy  the  metaphysical  genius  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  to  name  any  condition 
of  being  or  ontology — which,  I  believe, 
is  the  word  in  favour  just  now  in  Scot- 
land— with  regard  to  crime  that  is  not 
included  within  the  terms  '^  prevention," 
** detection,"  and  ** punishment."  That 
being  so,  I  suggest  that  the  Amendment 
should  be  again  amended  by  putting  in 
the  words  **and  punishment,"  and  I 
say  that  these  terms  finally  exhaust  the 
whole  category  in  respect  of  crime  and 
outrage,   and  that  if  the  Government 
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will  nfi^  accept  the  Amendment  in  that 
form  ^t  is  because  they  want  to  extend 
the  Bill  beyond  those  limits.  I  say  that 
we  on  these  Benches  are  perfectly  ready 
to  be  judged  with  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ments we  have  proposed  to  this  Bill, 
and  that  the  Oovernment  will  also  be 
judged  by  the  country  for  their  refusals 
to  accept  them. 

Thb  chief  SECRETAEY  for  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfoue)  (Manchester, 
E.) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  Amendment  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  originally,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  who 
amended  it,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor),  who  proposes  to  amend 
it  still  further,  have  all  charged  the  Go- 
vernment with  a  sinister  motive  in  not 
following  the  precise  words  of  the  Act 
of  1882.  The  particular  charge  is  that 
the  Government  are  aiming  at  political 
combinations  instead  of  the  detection 
and  punishment  of  crime.  But  this  is 
an  accusation  which  we  have  always 
denied,  and  still  deny.  This  section  is 
onlv  to  enable  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
set  in  motion  the  other  clauses  of  the 
Bill.  The  proper  way  would  be  to 
amend  the  clauses  which  define  the 
offences,  and  not  the  clause  for  setting 
in  motion  the  machinery  directed  against 
crime  and  outrage ;  but  we  believe  that 
the  Amendment,  as  proposed  to  be 
amended,  would  not  have  the  effect  of 
limiting  in  the  slightest  degree  the 
operation  of  any  other  clause  in  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  Then  why 
do  you  not  accept  it  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  That  is  exactly 
what  we  mean  to  do. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  after  the  word  '*  preven- 
tion "  insert  the  word  **  detection." — 
{Mr,  Attorney  General,) 

Question,  ''That  the  word  be  there 
inserted,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Question  proposed,  in  page  4,  line  32, 
after  ** necessary"  insert,  ''for  the  pre- 
vention, detection,  and  punishment  of 
crime  and  outrage." 

Mr.  bradlaugh  :  I  do  not  rise  to 
offer  any  opposition  to  the  Amendment. 
I  merely  wish  to  say  that  I  do  not 
follow  the  reasoning  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  in   thinking 
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that  it  is  possible  to  punish  crime  with- 
out detecting  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  lo. 
Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  4,  line  34,  after  the  word  "  force/* 
to  insert  the  words  *'  for  the  period  of  sijl. 
months  or  such  lesser  period  as  may  be  stated, 
in  such  Proclamation." — {Mr,  Chance.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  It  is  my  duty  to  state  that,  as 
far  as  the  Government  are  concerned, 
they  must  oppose  this  Amendment,  as 
well  as  all  others  upon  the  Paper  which 
have  for  their  object  the  limitation  of 
the  period  during  which  Proclamations 
shall  continue.  Whatever  period  was 
inserted,  it  might  be  that  in  one  case  it 
would  bo  too  long  and  in  another  too 
short  for  the  necessities  of  the  case.  The 
provision  of  our  Bill  is  that  the  Pro- 
clamation may  be  revoked  at  any  time. 
In  the  case  of  former  Proclamations  it 
is  within  my  own  knowledge,  and  that  of 
many  hon.  Members  of  this  House,  that 
they  have  been  revoked  at  widely  dif- 
ferent periods ;  I  have  known  Procla- 
mations revoked  after  14  days,  after  a 
month,  after  three  months,  and  even 
after  a  period  of  years.  I  cannot,  there- 
fore, see  what  could  be  gained  by  adopt- 
ing the  Amendment  proposed,  or  in 
other  similar  Amendments  which  con- 
tain nothing  that  would  prevent  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  issuing  a  new  Procla- 
mation immediately  upon  the  with- 
drawal of  the  former.  Under  these 
circumstances  we  cannot  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Ge- 
neral for  Ireland  states  that  his  objec- 
tion applies  not  only  to  this  Amendment, 
but  to  every  Amendment  upon  the  Paper 
which  proposes  to  limit  the  period  during 
which  the  Proclamation  is  to  run.  I 
regret  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  not  turned  to  the  next 
page,  because  he  would  see  there  a 
reference  to  the  expiry  of  Proclama- 
tions. If  there  is  no  date  mentioned 
for  the  expiry,  it  is  obvious  that  the 
period  of  Proclamation  cannot  expire  at 
all.  We  know  that  it  is  impossible  to 
fix  the  date  of  expiry  absolutely;  but 
there  would  be  nothing  to  prevent  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  from    proclaiming   a 
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district  afresh  on  the  eve  of  expiry, 
aud  the  object  of  the  Amendment  is  to 
compel  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  look  into 
the  matter  and  discover  what  the  true 
state  of  the  district  may  be.  That  we 
consider  to  be  only  a  reasonable  provi- 
sion. The  fact  that  the  Proclamation 
depends  upon  the  existence  of  crime  and 
outrage  makes  this  Amendment  all  the 
more  reasonable.  We  know  that  the 
strongest  pressure  will  be  brought  to 
bear  by  rack-renting  landlords  and 
broken-down  country  gentlemen  upon 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  to  keep  these  Proclamations 
in  force  in  order  that  they  may  get  rid 
of  those  whom  they  consider  to  be  objec- 
tionable neighbours.  Therefore  it  is 
that  wo  want  to  make  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant responsible ;  we  want  to  make 
his  responsibility  real,  and  to  give  him 
an  opportunity  of  exercising  those  great 
abilities  which  he  is  supposed  by  some, 
although  not  by  us«  to  possess. 

Mr.  O'DOHERTY  (Donegal,  N.) : 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  does  not  seem  to 
understand  the  object  we  have  in  sup- 
porting this  Amendment.  The  com- 
plaint is,  that  this  is  a  Coercion  Act 
which  is  to  bo  everlasting.  All  former 
Coercion  Acts  were  Acts  which  expired 
at  a  certain  date,  and  the  Proclamation 
necessarily  terminated  with  the  Acts 
themselves :  and  not  only  was  that  the 
cose,  but  the  rules  and  regulations  were 
such  as  to  afford  a  hope  that  the  Pro- 
clamations would  terminate  when  the 
causes  which  had  brought  them  about  had 
ceased.  The  case  here  is  quite  different, 
and  I  think  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  will  see  that  if  the  necessity 
for  the  Proclamation  continues  after  the 
time  named  in  this  Amendment,  there 
will  still  remain  a  large  amount  of  un- 
used force  in  the  I^rd  Lieutenant  and 
the  Privy  Council,  which  can  be  exer- 
cised in  re-proclaiming  the  district.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  objects 
that  the  time  named  may  be  too  long  or 
too  short ;  but  we  think,  on  the  other  hand, 
that  the  period  stated  would  prove  to  be 
neither  the  one  nor  the  other.  Every- 
one who  has  had  any  experience  in 
these  matters  will  see  that  it  is  not  a 
light  thing  to  subject  men  for  an  un- 
defined period  to  what  is,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  equivalent  to  control  by  court  mar- 
tial. I  am  sure  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  remember  the 


observation  of  the  learned  Judge  who 
said  that  a  certain  trial  in  Ireland  re- 
presented to  his  mind  the  trial  of  a 
Kaffir  at  the  Cape  by  a  jury  of  Dutch 
Boers.  These  are  the  words  of  a  Judge 
who  knows  the  force  of  language  ;  and 
I  repeat  that  it  is  no  light  matter  that  a 
clause  of  this  kind  should  be  irrevo- 
cable. We  have  known  the  case  of  a 
district  remaining  under  Proclamation 
until  it  was  forgotten ;  and  there  have 
been  others  in  which  the  liberties  of  the 
people  have  been  suspended  for  indefi- 
nite periods,  and  these  are  among  the 
reasons  why  we  urge  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  acceptance  of  the  present 
Amendment. 

Mr.  WAEMINGTON  (Monmouth, 
W.) :  This  Amendment,  in  the  first 
place,  has  been  proposed  to  show  that 
there  shall  bo  a  period  for  the  expiring 
of  an  ordinary  as  well  as  a  special  Pro- 
clamation, and  how  it  shall  take  place ; 
another  object  is  to  make  it  obligatory 
on  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  his  advisers 
to  reconsider  the  Proclamation  periodi- 
cally. I  think  it  is  not  too  much  to  ask 
that  the  Officers  of  the  Crown  should 
periodically  consider  whether  or  not  a 
Proclamation  should  be  renewed  ? 

Mr.  JOHN  O'CONNOR  (Tipperary, 
S.) :  In  connection  with  the  Coercion 
Act  of  1882,  there  was  a  promise  given 
by  the  late  Mr.  Forster  that  each  indi- 
vidual case  should  be  inquired  into 
every  three  months.  Now,  Mr.  Forster 
was  a  very  stem  man  ;  but  there  were 
good-natured  points  in  his  disposition, 
and  he  held,  among  other  things,  that  no 
Coercion  Act  shouid  be  passed  for  an 
unlimited  time,  and  further,  as  I  have 
said,  that  an  investigation  should  take 
place  into  individual  cases.  If  after 
three  months  investigation  was  regarded 
then  as  necessary,  how  much  more  ne- 
cessary is  it  now  that  some  limit  should 
be  put  to  the  time  during  which  the 
liberties  of  the  people  of  Ireland  are  at 
the  mercy  of  the  Crown  Prosecutor  ? 
Mr.  Forster  considered  it  unwise  that  a 
Government  should  have  the  powers  of  a 
Coercion  Act  to  be  hung  like  a  sword 
over  the  people,  and  taken  down  to  be 
used  according  to  the  disposition  of  any 
official.  It  is  clear  from  this  that  Mr. 
Forster  had  some  conscience  left;  but 
the  present  Government  have  none  left 
whatever.  I  trust  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Forster  will  not  be  lost  upon  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  present  occasion,  although, 
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up  to  the  present  time,  they  have  simply 
turned  their  back  on  eyery  Amendment 
which  has  come  from  this  side  of  the 
House.  When  they  accepted  the  last 
Amendment  they  were  on  the  horns  of  a 
dilemma,  and  there  was  no  escape  for 
them ;  but  now  they  say  that  they  will 
not  accept  an  Amendment  of  this  reason- 
able and  necessary  character,  although  it 
has  a  very  strong  precedent  in  its  favour 
— namely,  that  a  similar  proposal  was 
adopted  by  Mr.  Forster.  For  that  reason, 
although  I  do  not  expect  it,  I  still  hope 
they  may  be  induced  to  accept  the  words  of 
limitation  which  my  hon.  Friend  proposes. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.) :  I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  Bill 
refers  to  the  expiring  of  the  Proclama- 
tion, and  I  have  to  ask  how,  if  there  is 
to  be  no  termination,  any  Proclamation 
can  be  said  to  expire  ? 

Mb.  T.    p.   O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :    I  am   surprised    that    the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  does  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  answer  the  arguments  of  my 
hon.  Friend.     If  a  Proclamation  be  not 
limited  in  duration,  what  is  the  meaning 
of  the  words  in  the    next  clause  ?     I 
imderstand  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's    explanation    rather   tells 
against  his  own  position,  because  I  un- 
derstand him  to  say  that  he  contem- 
plates that  these  Proclamations  should 
be  limited,  not  in  the  words'  of  the  Pro- 
clamations, but  in  respect  of   the  ne- 
cessity for  them.     If  that  be  so,  I  sug- 
gest that  six  months  is  not  an  imrea- 
sonable  period  to  propose.     The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  may  be  able 
to   conceive   that  circumstances  might 
arise  in  which  a  Proclamation  should 
continue  for  an  unlimited  time ;  but  I 
should  be  sorry  to  think  that  such  a  j 
state  of  crime  and  outrage  was  about  to 
last  for  ever  in  Ireland  as  would  make  it 
necessary  to  continue  in  existence  such  an 
Act  as  this,  although  I  give  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  and  his  Party 
credit  for  doing  all  they  can  to  increase 
crime  and  outrage  there.     But  if  there 
be  in  Ireland  any  considerable  amount 
of  crime  and  outrage,  or  if  the  Govern- 
ment succeeds  in  bringing  about  such  a 
condition  of  things,  I  do  not  think  that 
it  will  last  for  ever ;  and,  therefore,  I  do 
not  see  why  they  should  take  the  pre- 
caution of  making  the  Act  everlasting. 
The  Government  say  that  we  are  limit- 
ing the  period  of  Proclamation,  but  that 
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we  do  not,  at  the  same  time,  give  any 
protection  to  the  locality  against  re-Pro- 
clamation.   We  are,  of  course,  not  so 
ignorant  as  to  suppose  that  the  Procla- 
mation could  not  be   renewed  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant ;  but  we  want  to  secure 
that  a  district  shall  not  be  proclaimed 
for  a  longer  period  than  is  absolutely 
necessary.     I  was  going  to  refer  to  the 
Act  of  1882,  but  in  that  matter  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Tipperary  (Mr.  John 
O'Connor)  has  anticipated  me,  and  it 
will  not  be  necessary  for  me  now  to  do 
so.     I  wish,  however,  to  point  out  that 
the  limitation   of  the  period  to   three 
months  in  the  Act  of  1882  was  not  that 
dead  letter  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seems  to  imply  would  be  the  result 
of  such  a  limitation  in  the  Bill.     It  is 
true  that,  under  Mr.  Forster's  Bill,  a 
prisoner  was  not  bound  to  be  released 
at  the  expiration  of  three  months ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  by  this  clause  the  at- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  specially 
directed  to  the  case  of  an  individual 
whose  release  was,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
very  often  secured.    That  release  was, 
I  am  sure,  largely  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  compelled  by 
the  words  of  the   Statute  to  give  per- 
sonal attention  to    the  circumstances, 
and  so  reconsider  the  imprisonment  of 
individuals.     What  we  ask  is  that  the 
same  period  for  review  should  be  given 
in  the  case  of  localities  as  in  the  former 
case  was  given  to  individuals;  and  if 
that  is  not  conceded,  it  is  clear  to  us 
that  the  Government  want  to  make  this 
Act  still  more  merciless  than  the  former. 

Ma.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.):  The 
position  taken  up  by  the  Government  is 
that,  having  proclaimed  a  district  be- 
cause there  exists  a  certain  amount  of 
crime  and  outrage,  they  mean  to  con- 
tinue that  state  of  things  after  every 
vestige  of  crime  and  outrage  has  disap- 
peared. We  charge  them  with  doing 
that  purely  for  political  purposes. 

Db.  COMMINS  (Eoscommon,  S.) :  I 
cannot  see  that  the  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  consistent 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  He  says 
that  he  would  not  have  it  understood  that 
these  Proclamations  are  to  be  for  an 
indefinite  period.  But  if  that  is  so,  why 
is  it  not  stated  in  the  Bill  ?  Why  not 
say  that  the  Proclamations  shall  remain 
in  force  for  such  time  as  the  Government 
shall  think  fit.     I  can  see  no  objection 
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to  that  unless  they  want  to  take  greater 
powers  than  thej  wish  the  public  to 
know  of.  There  is  a  matter  in  connec- 
tion with  this  subject  which  I  think  has 
not  been  touched  upon,  and  which  re- 
quires attention.  Proclamations  in  Ire- 
land are  always  attended  with  conse- 
quences other  than  the  mere  prosecution 
of  offenders ;  they  are  followed  by  the 
billeting  of  an  enormous  force  of  police 
which  have  to  be  supported  by  the 
localities.  This  clause,  therefore,  gives 
the  Government  power  of  taxing  ifor  an 
unlimited  period  a  proclaimed  district. 
I  cannot  see  any  reason  why  the  Pro- 
clamation should  not  be  limited  in  re- 
spect of  duration,  just  as  it  is  limited  in 
respect  of  area ;  and,  therefore,  in  view 
of  these  indefinite  powers  I  think  the 
Amendment  a  very  reasonable  one,  and 
shall  give  it  my  support. 

Mr.  O'DOHEETY  (Donegal,  N.) :  I 
ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  whether  he  will 
not  agree  to  there  being  supervision 
every  three  months,  leaving  the  Pro- 
clamation in  force  unless  it  be  with- 
drawn? That  would  simply  have  the 
effect  of  calling  attention  to  the  actual 
state  of  affairs. 

Mr.  holmes  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  do  consider  that  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  of  1881  would  not  be 
applicable  to  the  present  case.  I  have 
already  explained  to  the  Committee 
that  the  Government  cannot  accept  any 
Amendment  having  for  its  object  to 
limit  the  term  of  Proclamation. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  seems  to  forget  that  this  is  a 
permanent  Act.  Surely,  having  regard 
to  that  fact,  and  that  so  much  has  been 
made  of  the  argument  by  Gentlemen 
opposite,  we  are  entitled  to  ask  that  this 
point,  with  reference  to  the  revision  of 
Proclamations,  shall  be  conceded.  It  is 
a  very  difficult  thing  to  get  a  Proclama- 
tion withdrawn  in  Ireland.  There  are 
always  100  persons  ready  and  eager  that 
a  district  should  be  proclaimed ;  but 
there  are  very  few  who  are  ready  to  come 
forward  and  urge  that  the  Proclamation 
should  be  withdrawn.  That  being  so, 
we  want  some  limit  to  be  placed  on  the 
act  of  Proclamation;  we  propose  that 
there  should  be  a  limit  of  time,  and  that 
when  the  period  is  drawing  to  a  close  it 
should  be  the  duty  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 


tenant to  review  the  facts  and  circum- 
stances relating  to  the  district,  and  de- 
cide judicially  whether  or  not  the  Pro- 
clamation shall  remain  in  force.  If 
there  is  anything  in  the  contention  of 
the  Government  that  the  limitation  is  of 
no  use  because  we  make  no  provision 
against  renewal,  I  say  that  we  cast  on 
the  officials  in  Ireland  the  responsibility 
and  duty  of  periodically  renewing  the 
circumstances,  and  considering  whether 
they  warrant  the  continuance  in  force  of 
the  Proclamation.  We  know  from  the 
fact  that  no  persons  will  take  the  trouble 
to  examine  the  circumstances  that  a 
Proclamation  may  continue  in  force  for 
an  unlimited  period,  and  unless  our 
Amendment  is  accepted  there  will  be 
nothing  in  the  Bill  to  compel  the 
officials  in  Ireland  to  examine  into  the 
necessity  of  continuing  or  withdrawing 
the  Proclamation.  That  being  the  case, 
we  know  perfectly  well  that  a  Proclama- 
tion, being  once  issued,  will  remain  upon 
a  district,  so  far  as  the  present  Govern- 
ment are  concerned,  without  anything 
being  done  for  its  removal. 

The  lord  MAYOR  of  DUBLIN 
(Mr.  T.  D.  Sullivan)  (Dublin,  CoUege 
Green) :  I  think  that  the  suggestion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Donegal 
(Mr.  O'Doherty)  is  well  worthy  of  the 
attention  of  the  Government.  It  takes 
from  their  hands  no  power  whatsoever, 
and  it  simply  provides  that  there  shall 
be  a  periodical  review  of  the  circum- 
stances of  these  Proclamations.  I  think 
it  most  desirable  that  this  proposal  should 
be  accepted  for  the  purpose  of  casting 
upon  the  officials  in  Ireland  the  duty  of 
reconsidering  the  various  Proclamations 
and,  in  case  they  see  reason  for  it,  with- 
drawing them.  But  from  another  point 
of  view  I  think  the  suggestion  an  admir- 
able one,  inasmuch  as  it  would  have  a 
good  effect  upon  the  proclaimed  districts. 
I  believe  that  if  it  were  known  that  the 
state  of  a  district  would  be  brought 
under  consideration  at  the  Castle,  it 
would  be  an  inducement  to  the  people 
of  the  district  to  present  a  better  record. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  no  such  provision 
is  made,  there  would  be  no  inducement 
to  bring  about  an  improved  state  of 
affairs.  I  cannot  see  that  the  position 
of  the  Government  will  be  in  any  respect 
weakened  by  the  introduction  of  the 
words  proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend,  nor 
can  I  see  anything  in  favour  of  their 
opposition  but  the  mulish  obstinacy  they 
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have  shown  in  refusing  all  Amendments 
from  this  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  p.  J.  POWER  (Waterford,  E.) : 
I  agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  that  unless 
you  accept  this  Amendment  it  will  be  a 
matter  of  indifiference  to  the  people  of 
the  district  whether  crime  exists  there 
or  not.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  has,  in  answer  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor), 
tried  to  insinuate  that  the  punish- 
ments under  this  Act  would  not  bo 
so  great  as  under  the  Act  of  1882  ; 
but  we  say  that  in  that  respect  the  two 
Acts  cannot  be  compared  for  a  moment, 
and  that  this  Act  curtails  the  liberties  of 
the  people  more  than  any  former  Act. 
From  the  position  taken  up  by  the  Go* 
vernment  we  can  only  conclude  that 
they  intend  these  Proclamations  to  be 
permanent. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  102; 
Noes  145 :  Majority  43. — (Div.  List, 
No.  227.)  [8.45  p.m.] 

Dr.  COMMINS  (Roscommon,  S.):  I 
have  an  Amendment  in  line  34,  to  leave 
out  from  **  Ireland  "  to  *'  Proclamation  " 
in  line  35,  and  to  insert  *'  from  a  day  not 
earlier  than  seven  days  from  the  date  of 
such  Proclamation."  My  object  is  to  give 
reasonable  notice  of  the  proclamation  of 
the  districts  for  the  purposes  of  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Bill  to  persons  who  may  be 
interested. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Db.  COMMINS :  The  clause  as  it 
stands  is  objectionable  from  two  points  of 
view,  because  it  leaves  you  in  doubt  when 
the  Proclamation  will  come  into  force, 
because  it  says  '^  within  any  specified 
part  of  Ireland  as  from  the  date  of  the 
i^roclamation."  Well,  we  know  that 
there  is  no  division  of  a  day  in  law ;  and, 
supposing  the  Proclamation  is  issued  on 
the  **13&  June,"  that  may  mean  any 
time  of  the  day  or  night  of  the  13th 
June.  The  Proclamation  may  be  issued 
at  10  minutes  to  12  o'clock  at  night,  and 
a  person  who  may  have  done  some  act 
quite  innocently,  such  as  attending  a 
meeting  at  5  o'clock  in  the  morning,  17 
or  18  hours  previously,  may  be  proceeded 
against,  prosecuted,  and  found  guilty 
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under  the  procedure  sections  of  this  Act, 
owing  to    the  framing  of  this  clause. 
This  section  is  in  reality,  owing  to  the 
way  in  which  it  is  worded,  retrospective 
to  the  extent  of  24  hours.    That  is  a 
serious  objection  to   the    clause   as    it 
stands,  as  it  is  quite  open  to  that  inter- 
pretation.    There  is  another  interpreta- 
tion that  may  be  put  upon  it,  and  one 
quite  as  objectionable,  and  that  is  that 
the  Proclamation  will  issue  after  the 
application  of  the    Act.    It    does   not 
exactly  say  it  here — but  it  does  not  say 
the  contrary  in  such  a  definite  way  as  to 
preclude  a  person  wishing  to  put  that 
construction  upon  it  from  doing  so.     1 
suppose  the  construction  is  that  the  Act, 
if  passed  on  the  14th,  would  come  into 
operation  on  the  1 5th,  and  that  the  Pro- 
clamation may  be  issued  on  the  1 5th  ; 
but  we  know  from  previous  experience 
how  unfair  it  is  to  allow  a  Proclamation 
to  issue  at  a  period  when  it  is  too  late 
to  take  precautions  against  it,  or  to  avoid 
violating  the  particular  provisions  pro- 
mulgated by  that  Proclamation.   That  is 
a  thing  we  have  constantly  experienced 
in  Ireland ;  it  has  happened  hundreds  of 
times.     Say  a  meeting  is  called  at  a  cer- 
tain place  on   a  given  day.     Placards 
announcing  that  meeting  may  have  been 
out  on  the  hoardings  and  on  the  road- 
sides for  a  week  or  a  fortnight — I  know  a 
case  where  they  have  been  out  for  a  fort- 
night.    People  may  come  to  that  meet- 
ing from  20  miles  round,  but  at  half- 
past  1 1  o'clock  at  night  on  the  day  pre- 
ceding that  fixed  for  holding  the  meet- 
ing a  notice  may  have  been  posted  up 
proclaiming    the    meeting.    That    was 
done  in  the  case  I  refer  to,   and   the 
notice  was  handed  to  the  chairman  of 
the  meeting  in  my  presence.    Not  only 
has  that  occurred  in  my  own  experience, 
but  we  know  that  it  has  been  done  over 
and  over  again  in  Ireland.    Proclama- 
tions are  issued  up  to  within  a  very 
short  time  of  the  hour  at  which  the 
meetings  are  to  be  held,  and  people  who 
come  miles  and  milos  to  attend  these 
meetings  are  liable  to  criminal  prosecu- 
tion under  these  Proclamations,  although 
they  were  entirely  ignorant  that  what 
they  were  about  to  do  was  illegal.     I 
cannot  think  that  the  Government  in- 
tended to  render  this  sort  of  thing  pos- 
sible under  this  Bill.     It  has  been  so 
often  complained  of  in  Ireland,  not  only 
with  regard  to  the  present  Government, 
butahu  with  regard  to  other  Governments, 
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subject  of  Proclamation.      It  may  be 
said  that  there  maybe  some  secret  com- 
binations going  on,  and  that  it  is  neces- 
sary for  the  Government  to  have  power 
to  act  immediately  they  find  it  out ;  but 
surely  the  Government  find   out  these 
combinations    rapidly    enough.      It  is 
hard  to  draw  a  distinction  between  the 
office  in  Printing  House  Square    and 
Her  Majesty's  Treasury,  and  it  is  hard 
to  see  that  they  are  not  identified  with 
each  other,  and  that  the  knowledge  and 
suspicion  of  the  one  is  not  the  know- 
ledge and  suspicion  of  the  other.     We 
know  that  there  is  not  the  slightest  con- 
spiracy of  any  kind  in  Ireland  that  The 
Times  newspaper    is    not    acquainted 
with.       Surely    ITie    Times   newspaper 
having  this  knowledge  will  not  be  so 
unpatriotic  as  not  to  communicate  what 
they  know  to  the  Treasury.     We  know 
perfectly  well  that  The  Times  newspaper 
does  not  keep  secret  anything  from  the 
Treasury,  and  that  the  Treasury  does 
not  keep  anything  secret  from  The  Times. 
If  there  is  anything  in  the  reports  which 
reach  them    about  combinations,  they 
know  more  about  the  matter  than  any- 
one else — they  having  means  of  knowing 
more  about  these  things  than  anyone 
else  that  I  know.  Therefore,  it  would  be 
arguing  the  utmost  incapacity  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  if  you  were  to 
say  that  the  Government  could  not  know 
anything  about  a  conspiracy  until  it  was 
on  the  eve  of  breaking  out.     I  utterly 
repudiate   the  notion  that  they  would 
not  know,  from  their  own  means  of  in- 
formation, what  the  combinations  which 
exist  in  Ireland  are,  or  when  they  are 
going  to  take  place.      I  say  give  the 
people  some  notice  of  what  is  going  to 
bo  done  before  they  are  brought  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Act  by  the  sudden 
springing  of    this   Proclamation  upon 
them.     Give  a  word  before  a  blow.     Do 
not  act  like  the  treacherous  Hed  Indian 
who  springs  upon  his  enemy  from  be- 
hind a  hedge.     Do  not  enact  a  retro- 
spective law  of  this  kind.     I  move  the 
Amendment  which  stands  in  my  name, 
and  though  I  have  not  much  hope  of 
its  being  accepted,  I  put  it  down  with 
some  confidence  that  the  arguments  I 
have  submitted  in  support  of  it  will  not 
be  very  easily  disposed  of. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  4,  line  34,  leave  out  from  <*  Ireland  '* 
to  **  Proclamation "  in  line  35,  and  insert 
'*from   a    day  not  earlier   than   seven    days 
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that  I  should  have  thought  they  would 
have  taken  measures  to  prevent  its  re- 
currence in  connection  with  this  Act.     I 
am  bound  to  hold  that  the  Government 
are  quite  aware  that  this  sort  of  thing 
is  done.     They  must  know  the  mischief 
they  have  brought  about  from  time  to 
time,  and   the  danger  to  which  it  ex- 
poses the  community,  to  riot  and  dis- 
order.    They  must  know  that  the  Pro- 
clamations themselves  have   been   the 
cause     of     serious    disturbances — they 
must  know  that  on  many  occasions  it 
has  been  nothing  less  than  sheer  good 
luck  which  has  prevented  the  breaking 
out  of  serious  riot  and  disorder  as  the 
result   of   these    Proclamations    them- 
selves.    In  many  cases,  so  far  from  the 
Proclamations  being  a  means   of  pre- 
serving law  and  order,  and  preserving 
the  peace,  they  have  been  the  very  re- 
verse. The  Amendment  I  propose  would 
prevent  any  of  these  dangers  occurring. 
I  do  not  think  there  is  anything  un- 
reasonable in  asking  that    some  little 
notice  should  be  given  to  the  persons 
interested.     At  all  events,  let  there  be 
a    word    before  a  blow  is  struck.     A 
week's  notice  is  little  enough.     It  might 
be  said  that  dangers  might  arise  within 
these  seven  days  that  I  ask  for.     It  may 
be  said  that  a  conspiracy  may  be  grow- 
ing up  in  a  neighbourhood,  or  that  some 
evictions  like  those  at  Bodyke  may  be 
coming  on,  and  that  the  Executive  must 
not  be  limited  in  point  of  time.     It  may 
be   said — **In   many  cases  it  will  be 
necessary  to  act  immediately,  and  the  mis- 
chief may  be  done  before  the  seven  days 
you  ask  for  has  expired."     Well,  there 
is  nothing  in  that  case.     In  the  cases 
of  evictions  which  bring  about  disturb- 
ances, such  as    those   at  Bodyke,  our 
experience  tells  us  that  it  is  not  likely 
that  breaches  of  the  peace  are  brought 
about  in  a  day.     Notice  of  evictions  is 
given  months  before.     It  takes  14  or  15 
days,  even  when  an  eviction  motion  is 
not  defended,  before  a  decree  can   be 
issued  or    a  judgment  obtained;    and 
the   Government  will,  therefore,  have 
not  one  week,  but  several  weeks'  notice 
of  the  fact  that  there  is  going  to  be 
a  battue  of  peasants  at  an  eviction  such 
as   occurred  at  Bodyke   or  Glenbeigh. 
The  Government  will    have  plenty   of 
time  to  issue  their  notice  of  Proclama- 
tion, in  order  to  give  fair  intimation  to 
the  people.     And  the  same  thing  applies 
to  other  matters  which  are  made  the 
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from  the  date  of  such  Proclamation." — {Dt\ 
Commim.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  A.TTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  do  not  know  whether  thehon. 
Gentleman  has  seen  the  effect  of  his 
own  Amendment — at  any  rate,  if  he 
has,  he  has  very  wisely  refrained  from 
acknowledging  it  to  the  Committee. 
His  argument  might  have  been  a  very 
good  one  as  applied  to  the  Crimes  Bill 
of  1882 ;  but  there  is  no  provision  in 
the  present  measure  as  to  proclaiming 
meetings  with  a  certain  penalty  to  per- 
sons who  attend  them.  His  principal 
argument  appears  to  me  to  amount  to 
this — that  a  Proclamation  can  be  issued 
declaring  a  particular  meeting,  which 
had  been  ciuled,  illegal  immediately 
before  the  hour  fixed  for  that  meeting 
to  take  place,  supposing  that  the  result 
of  that  would  be  that  those  persons 
attending  the  meeting  could  be  sub- 
jected to  punishment.  He  says  it  would 
be  unfair  that  a  Proclamation  should  be 
sprung  upon  such  people  when  they  had 
already  started  from  their  homes  for  the 
purpose  of  attending  the  meeting ;  and 
he  suggests  that  the  result,  in  all  like- 
lihood, would  be  a  collision  between 
such  people  and  the  police  authorities. 
Well,  I  say  that  would  have  been  a  good 
proposal,  or,  at  any  rate,  would  have 
had  some  merit  in  it  if  made  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Bill  of  1882 ;  but  we  have 
no  provision  in  this  Bill  with  regard 
to  meetings  taking  place  after  pro- 
clamation rendering  the  parties  attend- 
ing such  meetings  subject  to  penalties. 
Let  lis  see  what  the  effect  of  the  Amend- 
ment would  be.  The  1st  clause  of  the 
Bill  enables  secret  investigations  to  take 
place,  the  2nd  clause  deals  with  the  de- 
cision of  cases  summarily,  and  the  4th 
has  reference  to  the  change  of  the  place 
of  trial.  Well,  supposing  evidence  was 
required  at  a  secret  investigation,  or 
suppose  the  attendance  of  witnesses  was 
required  in  order  that  the  Summary 
Jurisdiction  Clause  might  be  put  into 
force,  or  suppose  that  the  place  of  trial 
is  changed  and  witnesses  are  required  to 
come  forward,  and  there  is  strong  reason 
to  believe  that  the  required  evidence 
cannot  be  obtained  voluntarily  by  reason 
of  the  witnesses  being  intimidated,  if 
this  Amendment   were   accepted,  and 


those  seven  days'  interval  were  allowed, 
we  may  very  naturally   conclude  that 
those  witnesses  who    are  withholding 
evidence  by  reason  of  sympathy  with  the 
crime,  or  by  reason  of  intimidation,  will 
take  the  earliest  opportunity  of  putting 
themselves  beyond  the    reach    of  the 
magistrates.    So  that  these  seven  days 
would  in  reality  be  a  kind  of  close  time 
during  which  these  people  could  escape 
the  necessity  of  giving  evidence.     The 
Amendment  would  in  this  way  destroy 
the  value  of  the  first  provision  of  the 
Bill.     Take  the  second  provision,  and 
suppose  certain  turbulence  existed  in  a 
district,  and  that  for  the  purpose    of 
putting  it  down  in  an  effective  way  it  is 
necessary  to  resort  to  the  application  of 
summary  jurisdiction,  it  is  clear  that 
these  seven  days*  notice  which  would  be 
required  under  the  Amendment  would 
be,  in  the  highest  degree,  antagonistic  to 
the  operation  of  that  clause.     In  the 
same  way,  as  regards  the  3rd  clause 
which  refers  to  the  order  for  a  special 
jury,  and  the  4th  clause,  which  deals 
with  the  change  of  venue,  where  you 
have  a  person  returned  for  trial,  and 
where  it  is  necessary  in  order  to  have  a 
fair  trial  that  you  should  have  this  clause 
put  into  operation,  it  will  be  seen  that  if 
this  Amendment  were  adoptedi;    might 
cause  a  delay  which  would  prevent  the 
trial  taking  place  at  the  Aissizes  then 
being  held  in  the  town  to  which  the 
venue  had  been  changed.     The  delay 
might  render  it  absolutely  necessary  to 
try  the  prisoner  without  change  of  venue 
and  without  appeal  to  a  special  juiy.   It 
is  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  these  in- 
conveniences and  difficulties  that    the 
Government  are  compelled  to   oppose 
this  Amendment. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALT  (Cork) :  I 
deny  that  it  follows  that,  in  order  to 
make  the  present  clause  effective,  we  must 
negative  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Boscom- 
mon  (Dr.  Commins).  I  do  say  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  in  giving  the  answer  he  has 
done,  has  limited  himself  to  arguing  the 
matter  in  an  altogether  techiucal  man- 
ner. He  will  not  deny  that  my  hon. 
Friend  put  a  case  for  his  Amendment  in 
the.  matter  of  the  proclamation  of  meet- 
ings, and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  himself  saw  the  force  of  the 
argument  founded  upon  that  illustra- 
tion, because  he  took  it  upon  himself  to 
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deny  that  the  Bill  would  have  any  rela- 
tion to 'such  a  case.     But  he  will  not 
assert  that  there  is  not  a  clause  in  the 
second   part  of  this  Bill  dealing  with 
unlawful  assemblies,  nor  will  he  attempt 
to  deny  that  that  may  in  certain  cases  be 
made  use  of  for  the  purpose  of  prose- 
cuting parties  connected  with  meetings, 
and  of  course,  indirectly,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  suppressing  meetings.     If  that 
be  so,  it  is  disingenuous  to  say  that  the 
case  which  my  hon.  Friend  has  put — 
namely,   the  case    of    a   meeting   pro- 
claimed suddenly  and  without  notice — 
would  be  a  case  which  could  not  occur 
under  this  Bill.     To  me  it  is  perfectly 
plain  that  the  contingency  mentioned 
by   my    hon.    Friend    is    quite      pos- 
sible.    It   is   plain    that    the    Govern- 
ment,  under  this   Bill,  may  prosecute 
parties  who  have  taken  part  in  what 
they  are  pleased  to  call  unlawful  as- 
semblies, and  with  that  power  in  their 
hands — namely,  the  power  of  preventing 
the  holding  of  meetings,  and  of  dispers- 
ing meetings  which  they  allege  to  be 
illegal — having    that    power    in    their 
hands,  they  wiU,  as  a  result  of  it,  dis- 
perse meetings  which   otherwise   they 
would  not  be  led  to  interfere  with.     The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said 
that  this  Bill  does  not  extend  that  far. 
He  may  be  right  in  regard  to  form,  per- 
haps ;  but  in  substance  it  does,  because 
meetings  which  the  Government  would 
otherwise  have  no  chance  of  deciding  to 
be  illegal,  they  will  be  able  under  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  to  get  juries  and 
magistrates  to  pronounce  upon  as  illegal. 
Therefore,  though  no  new  offence  in  this 
matter  of  public  meetings  is  set  up  by 
this  clause,  yet,  in  truth  and  in  fact,  the 
class  of  meetings  which  it  will  be  In  the 
power  of  the  Government   to  disperse 
will  be  largely  increased  in  consequence 
of  the  settins;  up  of  the  new  tribunal  by 
the  Bill.     If  that  be  so— and  I  think 
that  no  one  can  deny  it — I  do  say  that 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
has  completely  avoided  the  real  point 
raised  by  this  Amendment.     It  is  idle 
to  say  that  this  Bill  does  not  give  power 
to  the  Government  to  suppress  meetings. 
We  do  not  say  that  it  does  in  all  cases 
directly  —  though    in    the    subsequent 
clause  in  certain  cases  that  is  expressly 
provided  for,  although  that  point  is  not 
material.     We  say  that  consequent  on 
Section  2  of  thia  BiU  thQ  effect  of  this 


clause  without  the  Amendment  would 
be   to  largely  increase   the   danger  of 
having  meetings  arbitrarily  put  a  stop 
to  by  the  Executive.     The  only  really 
effective  reply  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  tried  to  give  was  where 
he  pointed  out  certain  imaginary  effects 
of  the  Amendment — certain  effects  that 
ho   imagined  would   ensue  in  connec- 
tion with  Section  1.    He  says  that  in 
connection  with  Section  1,  if  you  accept 
the  Amendment  and  provide  that  the 
Proclamation  is  not  to  come  into  force 
until  a  week  after  it  is  issued,  that  the 
people  whom  it  may  be  necessary  to  call 
up  as  witnesses  before  a  Court  of  Sum- 
mary Jurisdiction  will  take  advantage  of 
the  interval  to  make  themselves  scarce, 
and  in  that  way  to  defeat  the  object  of 
the  Bill.     Does  he  think  that  there  are 
witnesses  in  any  district  who  apprehend 
that  the  Government  are  going  to  call 
upon  them  to  give  evidence,  who,  if  they 
do  not  desire  to  be  examined,  will  wait 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  to  be  placed  in 
the  witness  box  ?    Does  he  think  these 
witnesses  will  not  leave  upon  the  notice 
they  have  already  got  without  waiting 
the  passage  of  this  Bill  ?    If  these  wit- 
nesses are  on  the  look  out  for  the  action 
of   the  Government,  are  apprehensive 
that  the  Government  will  make  use  of 
any  extraordinary  power  which  may  be 
given  to  them  under  this  Bill  to  take 
them  up  and   examine  them,   why,  of 
course,  they  will  leave  the  country  before 
ever  the  Bill  becomes  law,  and  the  close 
time  which  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  refers  to  as  a  result  of  al- 
lowing this  seven  days'  interval  will  be, 
for  their  purposes,  absolutely  unneces- 
sary.   The  close  time  in  their  case  would 
be  the  interval    between    the  present 
moment  and  the  day  the  Bill  receives 
the  Eoyal  Assent.     That  an  additional 
mischief  would  be  done  by  giving  the 
people  an  additional  seven  days  I  take 
leave  to  deny.    I  say  the  suggestion  is 
absurd.    It  is  absurd  to  suppose  that 
men  who  are  keen  enough  and  sharp 
enough  to  catch  at  a  seven  days'  interval 
will  not  be  keen  enough  to  catch  at  the 
interval  between  this  and  the  passing  of 
the  Bill.     That  being  so,  the  only  effec- 
tive argument  by  which  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  has  endeavoured 
to  resist  this  Amendment  falls  to  the 
ground. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

I  Sixteenth  Ifigkt.^ 
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Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I  am 
sorry  that  tho  Amendment  we  have  just 
disposed  of  was  not  accepted  by  the  Go- 
vernment; but  since  the  Government 
will  not  accept  the  principle  one  way 
I  will  see  if  they  will  accept  it  in 
another.  I  would  move  to  omit  the 
words  <'or  any  later  date  specified  in 
the  Proclamation."  Since  the  Procla- 
mation can  only  now  be  issued  where 
outrage  and  crime  is  apprehended,  it  is 
unreasonable  to  suppose  that  a  later 
date  would  be  specified  in  the  Procla- 
mation for  putting  an  end  to  it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  4,  line 
35,  to  leave  out  ''or  any  later  date 
specified  in  the  Proclamation.'* — {Mr. 
Chance.) 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  think  that  is  a  very  reason- 
able proposition. 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Clause," 
put,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  HENRY  H.  FOWLER  ( Wolver- 
hampton,  E.) :  I  beg  to  move,  in  page 
4,  line  39,  after  ''mentioned,"  to  in- 
sert— 

*<  Any  such  Proclamation  shall  bo  deemed  to 
have  expired  if  an  Address  is  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  by  either  House  of  Parliament, 
praying  that  such  Proclamation  shall  not  con- 
tinue in  force.'' 

Now,  Sir,  the  object  of  that  Amendment 
is  this.  It  deals  in  one  sense  with  what 
I  may  call  the  perpetuity  of  this  Act. 
We  have  taken  exception  to  this  mea- 
sure on  the  ground  that  there  is  no 
period  put  in  for  its  termination,  and  the 
argument  that  has  been  used  in  favour 
of  a  Coercion  Bill  not  being  temporary 
is  that  from  time  to  time  the  attention 
of  Parliament  is  drawn  to  the  question 
of  the  continuance  of  such  a  measure. 
The  precedent  that  I  have  followed  in 
preparing  this  Amendment  is  one  that 
the  Government  have  followed  in  the 
next  clause.  In  Clause  6  the  Govern- 
ment have  provided  that — 

**  Any  such  special  Proclamation  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  expired  if  within  a  period  of 
fourteen  days  after  the  same  has  been  laid  be- 
fore Parliament  an  Address  is  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  by  either  House  of  Parliament,  praying 
that  such  special  Proclamation  shall  not  continue 
in  force." 

\yhat  I  am  seeking  to  do  by  this  Amend- 


ment, which  I  hope  the  Government  -wlW 
accept,  is  to  require  that  the  Proclama- 
tion mentioned  in  this  clause,  which  is 
practically  the  putting  in  force  of  the 
Act  with  the  exception  of  the  dangerous 
association  part  of  it,  shall  be  subject  to 
the  veto  of  either  House  of  Parliament. 
That,  if  adopted,  will  secure  to  either 
House  of  Parliament  constant  control 
over  the  working  of  this  Act.    It  will 
prevent    a    difficulty   which    we    have 
pointed  out  from  time  to  time  in  the 
course  of  this  discussion — ^namely,  the 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  repealing  the 
Act.    If  it  were  not  for  some  provision 
of  this  kind,  though  the  House  of  Com- 
mons might  be  of  opinion  that  this  Act 
should  cease  to  be  in  force,  yet  ^*  an- 
other place"   might  have  to  be  con- 
sulted before  it  could  be  repealed.    No 
Act  of  this  kind  has  ever  before  been 
made  perpetual.    Previous  Acts   have 
either  come  to  an  end  at  the  expiration 
of  a  specified  time  and  have  not  been 
renewed,  or,  if  they  have  been  renewed, 
on  their  renewal  Parliament  has  had  an 
opportunity  of  pronouncing  a  definite 
opinion  upon  them.     What  I  want  to 
effect  by  my  Amendment  is  that  either 
House  of  Parliament  should  have  the 
power  of  saying  that  the  Proclamation 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,    which  deals 
with  the  offences  specified  in  the  pre- 
ceding clauses,  shall  expire.    Having 
admitted  that  principle  in  reference  to 
the  special  Proclamation  for  putting  in 
force  the  enactments  of  the  Act  relating 
to  dangerous  associations,  I  hope  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  will  not  decline  to  accept  it 
as  applied  to  this  clause.    If  the  prin- 
ciple   is  good  for  the  next  clause   it 
surely  is  good  for  this.    If  the  Govern- 
ment are  prepared  to  accept  this  Amend- 
ment, I  shoidd  be  prepared  to  alter  the 
terms  of  it,  so  as  to  put  it  on  all  fours 
with  the  principle  of  Sub-section  3  of 
Clause    6.      The    acceptance    of    this 
Amendment  will  enable  Parliament  to 
put  an  end  to  the  application  of  the  Act 
without  being  compelled  to  resort  to  the 
measure  of  disturbing  the  whole  ad- 
ministrative system  of  the  country  and 
turning  the  Government  out  of  Office. 
I  propose  that  the  House  should  at  any 
time  have  an  opportunity  of  saying  that 
this  Proclamation  shall  expire. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  4,  line  39,  after  *'  mentioned,'*  insert— 
<*Any  such  Proclamation  shall  be  deemed  to 
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lave  expired  if  an  Addren  is  preiented  to  Her  ulauie  ;  and  the  object  which  the  hon. 

Majtaty  by  either  Hoase  of  Pftrliament,  pray-  Member   for   East    Mayo    (Mr.   Dilh>D) 

ing  that  aach  Proclamation  shall  not  coatinne  gg^j^g  ^^  obtain  in  bringing  forward  his 

m  force.  -{Mr.  H,„r^s.  Fooler.)  Amendment  can  bo  eecureS  by  inserting 

Question  proposed,  "That  thoae  words  ^^^^^  Bub-seotions  after  the  Ist  sub- 

be  there  inserted.  section  of  the  Amendment  of  the  right 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe  ^J":  GenUeman  the  Member  for  East 
IRELAND  CMr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni-  Wo  verhampton,  leaving  out  th"  l^t 
^ersity):  1  need  hardly  say  that  in  of  the  three,  or  moving  it  with  Sab- 
framing  this  clause  in  the  terms  in  bw'><»>  '■■ 
which  it  has  been  framed  there  was  no  Question  put,  and  agrttd  to. 
wish  to  withdraw  from  Parliament  the  ^^^  CHAIRMAN  :  Now  the  hon. 
power  It  has  undoubtedly  always  exer-  jjember  for  East  Mayo  can  move  his 
cised  with  regard  to  mattersof  tbiskind.  Amendment. 

The  Government  must  be  in  accord  with       ^^    DILLON :  The  best  course  for 

the  feeling  of  Pariiament  in  regard  to  ^^  ^^  ^dopt  will  be  to  move  only  two 

these  things,  otherwise  it  wiU  not  be  g^j, .  sections,    omitting  Sub  -  section  3. 

allowed  to  retain  its  position.     However,  -j|je  Amendment  which  I  will  now  move 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman  haa  advanced  ^jj  p^^^  ^  follows  : 

cogent  reasons  for  the  acceptance  of  the  ^  .      ■       ,      , 

Amendment  of  which  he  has  given  No-  ,  ''  t^^y  °l  "",'?  f  f-^l^^a'"™  '"""f  "°d™ 

,._,,,  ,  .    ,i_-    1     .1     ,   ■,  tniB  eection  shall  be  laid  before  each  House  ol 

tice.     Th0Ug:h  we  do  not  think  that  it  Parliament  within  seven  dava  afler  the  makiag 

does   materially   alter,   in   the  direction  thereof,  if  Parliament  ia  then  sitting,  and  if 

the  right  hon.  Qentleman  has  indicated,  not  then  within  aeven  days  after  the  next 

the  clause  aa  approved  by  uB,  yet  as  it  is  meotintr  of  Parliament.  ... 

,  ,_     ,^'^  1        -1  '     _  t         _  "Whenever    any    Proclamation    is    isaaed 

conceived  by  him,  and  as  it  may  be  eon-  „„j„  ^^^  ^ji„„  (^  Parliament  he  then  .epe- 

ceiveu   by  others,   that  the  Amendment  nted  by  anch  adjaumnient  or  prorogatjon  as 

will  give   a  greater  safeguard,   we  are  will  nat'expire  within  twenty  days,  such  special 

prepared  to  concede  the  point  and  accept  Proclamation  shall  be  deemed  to  have  eipired 

fhA  Amoni^ment  at  the  end  of  a  week  from  the  date  thereof;  ua- 

ino  Amenameni.  t,  ,      t    i.  Iw*  during  that  week  Parliament  shaU  be  aum- 

Ma.   DILLON  (Mayo,  E.):    I   have  ^^.^  to  meet  within  twenty  days  from  the 

given  Notice  of  an  Amendment  which  is  date  of  the  sammans  -,  and  when  a  Proclama- 

similar  to   Sub-sectiouB   2,   3,   and   4  in  tion  has  been  allowed  to  lapse  in  the  manner 

Clause    6,    with     slight    verbal    altera-  "We  speclEed.  the  district  to  which  it  applisd 

-,i      ,•        •    .      i-  e  'ji-  shall  not  be  Droclaimea  dunnir  the  eusmniF  BIX 

tion.,  Witt  the  mlBotioii  of  providing  _,ih,.i,h:utlh.c.n„nt.IP„li.i.».l?' 

that  a  copy  of  every  Froclamatioa  laeued  ^  ,       jijc..-       ^i 

»naBithU3»ctioii.hallbeludb.fore«aoh  '  P'"?":?  ?  \    '       I"    !°°    .■       !" 

Hoiue  of  railiamenl  within  B.v.n  dayi  Mined     hat  when  a  ProoUmation  hu 

after  the  making  thereof,  if  Patliomeil  i""  •"""i"'  '•  '"f"  !»  ''»  f™?- 

i.  t:..n  .itting,  and,  if  not  then,  within  """  f'f'^f  'J;  'i.tncl  to  which  it 

.ev«i  day.  aflei  the  next  meeting  ol  «PP'!«'  *■"  ''°' >"  P'""''"™'^  "  ""t 

Parliani.it.    I  alao  propoee  that-  en.uing  .11  months  without  the  conml 

'    '  of  Parhameat.     1  do  not  see  why  the 

"  Wlanever  any  Proclamation  is  issued  under  ^^j^e  safeguards  that  are  applied  in  the 

rh'sssir^^'^^s.mrs'n^':  "■•.->'  ">;'  "^.-i;'?  .p™.iP"ci- 

eipire  within  twenty  days,  such  special  Pro-  mations  Under  tliiB  Act  sliould  not  also 

clamation  shall  be  deemed  to  have  expired  at  be    applied   to   the   Ordinary  Proclama- 

the  end  of  a  week  from  the  date  thereof,  unless  tions  under  this  Act.     The  powers  that 

during  that   week  Parliament  ahaU   be  sum-  ^^     i^g^  ^^  j^e  Lord  Lieutenant  for  en- 

moned  to  meet  withm  twenty  days  from  the  k      ■        ..  ]■  ^       .<  ■ 

date  of  the  summons ;  and  when  a  Proclama-  foi^'ng  t^e  ordinary  powers  under  this 

tion  has  been  allowed  to  kpse  in  the  mannei  Act   are  exceedingly  great.     Inasmuch 

above  specified  tho  district  to  which  it  applied  as  it  is  proposed  by  this  Act,   and  as  it 

shall  not  be  proclaimed  during  the  ensuing  ni  ig  the  ordinary  course  of  Parliament  to 

months  withoQt  the  consent  of  Parliament."  deprive   tho   people   of    Ireland   of    all 

The   CHAIRMAN :    As  a  point    ol  power  of  criticizing  the  government  of 

Order,  I  wieh  to  say  that  the  Amend-  their  own  couutiy,  for  that  is  what  the 

ment  moved  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  policy  of  the   Gtivemment  means,  the 

man  the  Member  for  East  Wolverhamp-  least  we  can  claim  is  this,  that  wherever 

ton  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  has  not  beei]  a  lai^  district  or  section  of  country  is 

put;  if  it  is  put,  it  will  be  added  to  the  placed  under  this  oppressive  legislation 
VOL.  CCXJXV.    traiBD  eEBiBs.'l  3M  ISutmth  ifisht.'} 
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we  should  liaye  an  opportunity  of  dis- 
oussing  the  policy  of  the  Goyemment  in 
keeping  it  under  that  system.  I  do  not 
see  how  the  Government  can  possibly 
deny  us  that  opportunity.  If  the  theories 
and  declarations  of  those  who  support 
the  Union  were  honestly  carried  into 
effect  the  same  reasonable  government 
would  exist  in  Ireland  as  exists  in  Eng- 
land ;  but  we  know  very  well,  and  it  is 
useless  to  repeat  it,  because  it  has  been 
said  over  and  over  again,  that  no  such 
thing  exists,  or  is  likely  to  exist,  there. 
All  I  would  ask  in  the  Amendment  I  am 
now  proposing  is  that  at  least  we  may 
have  the  liberty,  and  that  that  liberty 
shall  be  secured  to  us,  of  criticizing  and 
drawing  attention  to  the  action  of  the 
Oovemment  whenever  they  place  a  large 
section  of  the  population  of  Ireland 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  Now, 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment  that  the 
Government  have  just  accepted,  I  desire 
to  point  out  that  it  does  not  afford  to  us 
any  security — any  real  security.  It  is 
an  improvement,  so  far  as  it  goes,  which 
to  my  mind  is  of  an  exceedingly  slender 
character  It  does  not  afford  to  us  any 
security  whatever  that  what  seems  to  be 
legitimate  criticism  can  always  be  ap- 
plied in  the  case  of  any  fresh  Proclama- 
tion under  this  Act — 

''Any  such  special  Proclamation  shall  be 
deemed  to  have  expired  if  an  Address  is  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty  by  either  House  of  Par- 
liament, praying  that  such  special  Proclamation 
shall  not  continue  in  force." 

What  does  that  amount  to  ?  It  amounts 
to  this,  that  the  Front  Opposition  Bench 
may,  after  a  Proclamation  has  been  for 
a  long  time  in  existence,  obtain  an  op- 
portunity of  moving  that  it  be  with- 
drawn. That,  as  I  say,  will  only  be 
when  the  Proclamation  has  been  a  long 
time  in  existence.  In  my  opinion,  it  will 
never  occur,  because  the  pressure  of 
Irish  Business  is  already  very  great; 
and  I  doubt  whether  the  Government, 
judging  from  the  autocratic  spirit  in 
which  they  treat  us  and  our  demands, 
will  ever  be  able  to  find  time  for  such  a 
thing  as  the  discussion  of  these  Procla- 
mations. Even  if  they  do,  and  there  is 
a  chance  that  the  Government  would 
allow  a  debate  upon  such  a  matter  to 
Members  of  this  House,  it  is  manifest 
that  no  such  opportunity  will  be  afforded 
to  the  Irish  Members.  We  should  be 
perfectly  and  entirely  powerless  to  make 
any  Motion  of  that  kind.    How  are  we 
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to  get  an  opportunity  to  move  a  Motion  ? 
We  must  obtain  the  permission  of  the 
Government  in  order  to  do  so ;  and  we 
know  well  enough  from  past  experience 
that  they  are  far  from  anxious  to  give 
permission  for  us  to  make  a  Motion  of 
that  kind.    They  have  always  been  op- 
posed to  granting  an  opportunity   for 
making  such  a  Motion,  and  therefore  I 
am  afraid  that  I  have  very  good  g^unds 
for  believing  that  the   Amendment   of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for    East  Wolverhampton,    though  no 
doubt  well  intentioned,  will,  in  the  end, 
prove  to  be  a  barren  Amendment,  for 
the  reasons  I  have  explained,  and  that 
we  shall  never  have  an  opportunity  of 
moving  such  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty 
at  all.     What  I  desire  to  secure  by  the 
Amendment  I  move  is,  that  there  shall 
be  an  opportunity — a  real  bond  fide  op- 
portunity— conferred  upon  our  Party  in 
this  House  without  the  consent  of  the 
Government  of  criticizing  every  procla- 
mation of  a  district  in  L^eland.     I  azn 
bound  to  say  that  I  do  not  think  this  is 
in  the  least  degree  an  unreasonable  pro- 
posal.   If  a  large  portion  of  the  Irish 
people  are  to  be  placed  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Act,  a  few  hours  spent  in 
criticism  when  the  Proclamations  are 
issued  will  not  be  wasted.     You  have 
the  cloture  now,  and  can  put  a  stop  to 
discussions  of  this  kind  when  you  like. 
You  can  urge  no  substantial  objection 
to  what  we  claim.    The  theory  of  the 
Government,  the  idea  of  the  Union  seems 
to  be  that  an  Irish  Member  should  have 
the  smallest  influence  on  any  matter  that 
is  Irish.    That  is  what  it  amounts  to, 
and  if  you  deny  me  this  Amendment,  it 
is  equivalent  to  saying  that  we  are  not 
to  be  allowed  even  to  criticize,  except  in 
some  of  the  roundabout  ways  which  the 
well-known  ingenuity  of  Irish  Members 
discovers — that  we  are  not  be  permitted 
to  criticize  the  action  of  the  Executive 
Government  in   the   administration  of 
this  unusual  and  oppressive  Bill  in  Ire- 
land.   If  that  is  to  be  the  determination 
of  the  Government,  and  if  they  have 
made  up    their  minds  to  refuse    this 
Amendment,  all  I  can  say  is,  that  they 
will  have  robbed  themselves  of  all  right 
or  shadow  of  justification  of  complaint 
if    the    ingenuity    of    Irish    Members 
branches  out  in  new  directions.    They 
have  had  a  fair  example  in  the  past  of 
what  the  result  of  putting  the  screw  too 
hard  on  the  Irish  Members  is,  and  I 
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warn  them  that  every  turn  that  they  give 
the  screw  will  be  a  torture  to  themselves 
more  and  more.  If  they  meet  us  fairly, 
we  will  meet  them  fairly ;  but  if  they 
meet  us  unfairly,  we  will  meet  them  im- 
fairly  in  every  way  we  possibly  can.  If 
they  treat  us  unfairly,  it  will  be  at  the 
cost  of  their  own  comfort,  and  at  the  cost 
of  a  dignified  method  of  carrying  on  the 
Business  of  this  House.  They  will  find 
that  the  dignity  of  this  House  will  not 
be  supported  by  harshly  refusing  to  us 
that  ordinary  and  reasonable  j  ustice  which 
we  ask  of  them.  If  they  seek  to  prevent 
us  from  legitimately  criticizing  the  ad- 
ministration of  this  abominable  Act  in 
Ireland,  we  shall  endeavour  in  our  own 
peculiar  way  to  bring  home  to  them  the 
inconveniences  that  they  are  bringing 
home  to  us. 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  end  of  foregoinp:  Amendment,  to  insert — 
A  copy  of  every  Proclamation  issued  under 
this  section  shall  be  laid  before  each  House  of 
Parliament  within  seven  days  after  the  making 
thereof,  if  Parliament  is  then  sitting,  and,  if  not, 
then  within  seven  days  after  the  next  meeting 
of  Parliament. 

'*  Whenever  any  Proclamation  is  issued  under 
this  section,  if  Parliament  be  then  separated  by 
such  adjournment  or  prorogation  as  will  not  ex- 
pire within  twenty  days,  such  special  Proclama- 
tion shall  be  deemed  to  have  expired  at  the  end 
of  a  week  from  the  date  thereof,  unless  during 
that  week  Parliament  shall  be  summoned  to 
meet  within  twenty  days  from  the  date  of  the 
summons  ;  and  when  a  Proclamation  has  been 
allowed  to  lapse  in  the  manner  above  specified, 
the  district  to  which  it  applied  shall  not  bo  pro- 
claimed during  the  ensuing  six  months  without 
the  consent  of  Pailiament.'' — {^Mr, -Dillon.) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  do  not  intend  to  inquire  as  to 
what  are  the  '*  peculiar  ways  "  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to.  Different 
persons  may  have  different  opinions  as 
to  that.  ALL  I  can  say  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  is,  that  I 
think  we  should  not  be  justified,  in  de- 
ference to  a  threat  of  that  kind 

Mr.  DILLON  :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
desire  to  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  is  using  orderly 
language  in  imputing  such  a  statement 
to  me?  I  used  no  threat.  \_Crm  of 
**  Oh,  oh ! "]  No  ;  I  used  no  threat ; 
and  to  say  that  I  did,  is  unjustly  to  im- 

?ute  to  me  a  course  which  I  did  not  take, 
did  not  use  the  words  in  the  sense  of  a 


threat ;  but  I  mentioned  what  would  be 
the  result  of  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  HOLMES:  I  understood  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  he  and  his 
Friends  would  try  to  oppose  the  Govern- 
ment in  their  own  peculiar  way.  My 
own  observation  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  not  be  justified,  in  deference 
to  a  threat  of  that  kind — and  I  conceive 
it  to  be  a  threat — to  accept  an  Amend- 
ment which,  on  considering  it  on  its 
merits,  we  should  reject.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Wolverhampton,  in  moving  the  Amend- 
ment we  acceded  to,  stated  that  he 
would  not  ask  the  Government  to 
accept  consequential  Amendments.  He 
said  that  having  regard  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Proclamations,  it  might 
not  be  convenient  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  accede  to  Amendments  of  that 
kind.  The  Proclamation  under  the 
6th  section  is,  we  admit,  a  peculiar  Pro- 
clamation for  which  there  is  no  prece- 
dent, and  with  regard  to  that  it  is  in- 
tended to  give  Parliament  control  over 
it ;  therefore  we  have  provided  in  refer- 
ence to  that  section  that  if  Parliament 
be  not  assembled  at  the  time  the  Pro- 
clamation is  made,  but  be  then  separated 
by  such  adjournment  or  prorogation  as 
will  not  expire  within  20  days,  such 
special  Proclamation  should  be  deemed 
to  have  expired  at  the  end  of  a  week 
from  the  date  thereof,  unless  during  that 
week  Parliament  shall  be  summoned  to 
meet  within  20  days  from  the  date  of 
tne  summons.  In  that  way  Parliament 
will  be  given  an  opportunity  of  deciding 
the  matter.  I  think  that  is  a  proper 
provision  in  reference  to  the  special  Pro- 
clamation in  Clause  6  ;  but  as  regards 
the  ordinary  Proclamation,  it  seems  to 
us  that  it  stands  in  an  entirely  different 
position.  The  ordinary  Proclamation 
refers  to  provisions  contained  in  the  1st, 
2nd,  3rd,  and  4th  clauses.  It  refers  to 
the  preliminary  inquiry  by  order  of  the 
Attorney  General,  for  the  application  of 
the  summary  jurisdiction,  the  order  for 
special  jury,  and  the  order  for  change  of 
venue.  Let  us  take  a  case  illustrative 
of  what  might  be  the  result,  if  we 
accepted  the  Amendment.  In  old 
times  we  generally  adjourned  Parlia- 
ment in  the  early  days  of  August,  and 
did  not  meet  again  until  an  early  day  in 
February.  Though  in  past  years  we 
have  not  been  so  happily  circumstanced 
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as  we  were  formerly,  and  have  not  been 
able  to  confine  our  Sittings  within  such 
reasonable  limits,  at  any  rate  we  may 
expect  that  we  shall  have  three  or  four 
months  of  the  year  in  which  we  shall  not 
be  occupied  with  the  constant  Parlia- 
mentary duties  which  are  now  claiming 
our  attention.  Well,  supposing  Parlia- 
ment adjourns  at  the  end  of  August,  if 
it  is  necessary  in  some  small  and  limited 
districts  to  put  in  force  some  of  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill,  or  all  the  provisions, 
it  may  be,  which  are  consistent  with  the 
1st,  2nd,  drd,  and  4th  sections,  then,  if 
this  Amendment  were  accepted,  it  should 
be  necessary  before  we  could  carry  out 
that  purpose,  that  Parliament  should  be 
called  together.  Parliament  would  meet 
on  the  earliest  day,  and,  having  con- 
sidered the  point  brought  before  it  under 
this  Amendment,  it  would  be  again  pro- 
rogued. Subsequently,  the  state  of 
things  which  led  to  the  Act  being  put  in 
force  in  that  small  district  might  spread 
to  an  adjoining  barony,  and  it  might  be 
necessary  to  apply  the  Act  to  that  part 
of  the  country.  Before  that  could  be 
done,  however,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
bave  another  meeting  of  Parliament  and 
another  prorogation,  and  we  should  have 
to  act  in  that  way  in  regard  to  every 
district  whenever  an  outburst  of  crime 
took  place.  During  the  few  weeks 
interval  between  one  ordinary  Session 
and  another,  we  might  have  Parliament 
called  together  again  and  again  to  con- 
sider matters  of  this  kind.  If  orime  and 
intimidation  exists  in  remote  districts, 
the  proposal  is  that  the  Act  should  be 
put  in  force,  but  that,  seeing  that  this 
is  merely  executive  action.  Parliament 
should  not  be  called  together  from  time 
to  time  to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon  it. 
In  Clause  6,  which  deals  with  a  special 
Proclamation,  we  give  the  House  full 
control  over  those  proceedings.  As  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  powers  con- 
tained in  this  Bill  will  be  exercised 
without  the  safeguard  the  hon.  Member 
proposes,  I  would  point  out  that  it  is  not 
at  all  likely  that  any  Government  will 
run  the  risk  of  incurring  a  Vote  of 
Censure  by  acting  against  the  general 
feelings  of  Parliament.  Though  Parlia- 
ment might  not  be  in  a  position  to  exer- 
cise immediate  control  over  the  action  of 
the  Gbvemment,  it  will  always,  when 
it  meets  again,  have  it  in  its  power 
to  pass  a  vote  of  Censure;  and  that 
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fact,   I   take  it,    is   not  likely   to    be 
lost  sight  of  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :   The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  has  told  us  that  a  great  dis- 
tinction exists  between  the  special  Pro- 
clamation under  Clause  6  of  this  Bill 
and  the  ordinary  Proclamation  under 
Section  5.    It  seems  to  me  an  unfortu- 
nate thing  to  debate,  under  Section  5, 
the  precise  provision  of  the  Proclama- 
tion under  Section  6  of  this  measure, 
and  I  presume  I  must  attribute  to  that 
simple  fact  the  remarkable  circumstance 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man did  not  proceed  to  show  us  what 
was   the  distinction   between  the   two 
Proclamations.     He  left  this  entirely  in 
nuhibus.     I  shall  wait  with  considerable 
curiosity  to  hear  the  points  of  differenee 
between  the  ordinary  Proclamation  and 
the  Proclamation  under  Section  6.     He 
tells  us  that  usually  there  is  not  an 
Autumn  Session,  and  he  points  out  that 
it  would  be  an  unusual  thing  to  put  this 
4th  section  into  operation  in  a  district 
when  Parliament  is  not  sitting.  Well,  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  whole  of  this  Bill 
has  been  planned   for  the  purpose  of 
destroying  associations ;    and    yet    the 
case  of  the  Government  is,  that  while 
they    take    power    to    punish    certain 
species  of  crime  without  the  oontrol  of 
Parliament,  they  are  perfectly  willing 
to    give    Parliament    control  over  the 
matter  of  proclaiming  dangerous  asso- 
ciations under  Section  6.    That  might 
have  been  an  argument    against    the 
permanence  of  the  first  provisions  of  the 
Act ;  but  the  Government  knew  that  they 
intended  to  make  those  first  provisions 
part  of  the  general  law  of  the  country, 
and,  having   made  them  part  of    the 
general  law  of  the  country,  it  seems  to 
me  that  they  should  not  deal  with  one 
class  of  case  in  a  different  manner  to  the 
way  in  which  they  treat  another.  I  must 
demur  to  one  expression  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.    He  told 
us  that  if  certain  districts  were   pro- 
claimed   during    the    Autumn   Parlia- 
ment, having  been  called  together  for 
the  purpose  of  that  Proclamation,  after 
Parliament    had    been   prorogued,   or 
got    rid    of    by    some    Constitutional 
method,  there  might   be  an  outburst 
of  crime,  and  that  that  was  one  of  the 

Eeculiar  ways  with  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
er  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  had 
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threatened  the  Ooyernment.  Now,  I  do 
not  desire  to  appeal  to  the  Chair  on  a 
point  of  Order.  I  do  not  desire  to  appeal, 
and  none  of  my  hon.  Friends  desire  to 
appeal,  from  this  puny  attempt  at  sar- 
casm on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  ij^eneral 
for  Ireland,  but  we  would  desire  him 
and  his  Friends — seeing  that  the  time 
of  the  House  up  to  Friday  is  supposed 
to  be  ours — to  have  the  decency  to 
rein  his  professional  ardour  to  some 
extent,  and  not  use  phrases  which  the 
Chair,  if  they  were  brought  under  its 
notice,  might  visit  with  condemnation. 
If  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
means  to  convey  that  the  bringing  on  of 
outbursts  of  crime  in  the  districts  of 
Ireland  is  part  of  the  tactics  of  Gentle- 
men connected  with  the  Party  to  which 
I  belong,  I  must  characterize  such  in- 
sinuation as  mean  and  wretched  to  the 
last  extreme.  \_Laughier,']  Of  course,  it 
is  a  laughing  matter — the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land laughs.  I  recollect  hearing  it  said, 
about  the  time  of  his  appointment  to 
his  present  position,  that  his  great 
qualification  to  the  post  of  the  Chief 
Secretaryship  was  that  he  despised  the 
Irish  people  so.  It  does  not  seem  to 
me  at  all  extraordinary  that  he  should 
sit  there  and  amuse  himself  by  sneer- 
ing and  jeering  at  everything  that  falls 
from  this  side  of  the  House.  It  is 
precisely  what  we  expect  from  him.  It 
is  said  that  the  Amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  East 
Wolverhampton  ^Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
will  give  full  control ;  but  what  would 
be  full  control  under  one  section  will 
not  be  full  control  under  another  section. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  argument  ap- 
plies quite  as  much  to  Section  5  as  to 
Section  6.  I  can  see  no  real  distinction, 
and  I  fail  to  make  out  why  the  Govern- 
ment should  give  control— though  it 
may  be  an  illusory  one — under  one  sec- 
tion and  should  deny  it  under  another. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.) :  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  began  his 
speech  by  a  bold  statement  that  the 
Government  would  not  yield  to  threats 
from  this  quarter  of  the  House.  The 
Government  are  able  to  use  language 
of  that  kind  now  that  they  are  able  to 
command  the  support  of  the  Liberal 
Unionists;  but  there  was  a  time — and 
it  was  not  so  very  long  ago— when  not  a 


threat,  but  a  mere  nod,  on  the  part  of  the 
Irish  Party  was  enough  to  make  the 
Conservatives  do  anything  at  all.  They 
changed  their  whole  policy  at  a  nod ; 
they  dropped  the  old  Coercion  Bill  at  a 
nod  from  the  Irish  Leader.  Lord  Salis- 
bury went  in  for  Home  Kule  at  the  nod 
or  the  beck  of  the  Irish  Party.  I  am 
sorry  that  we  have  again  been  treated 
to  some  talk  about  the  so-called  respon- 
sibility of  the  Irish  Executive.  That 
responsibility  has  again  and  again  been 
shown  to  be  the  merest  sham,  and 
talk  about  it  is  only  calculated  to 
mislead  and  deceive.  The  difference 
between  the  Amendment  accepted  by 
the  Government  and  that  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr. 
Dillon)  is  this,  that  my  hon.  Friend's 
Amendment  will  insure  a  discussion 
in  this  House  regarding  alleged  con« 
spiracles,  while  the  Amendment  ac- 
cepted by  the  Government  will  not  do 
anything  of  the  kind,  and  therein  lies 
all  the  difference.  If  we  are  sure  of 
having  those  questions  discussed  in  the 
House  when  they  arise,  and  according 
as  they  arise,  then  there  would  be  some 
reason  to  think  that  there  was  something 
in  the  so-called  responsibility  of  the 
Government;  but  when  there  is  to  be  no 
certain  opportunity  of  discussing  those 
matters,  it  appears  to  me  that  this  so- 
called  responsibility  is  all  fudge  and 
humbug.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  de- 
scribed the  difficulties  that  would  have 
to  be  encountered  in  summoning  Parlia 
ment  together  to  discuss  these  matters. 
I  think,  if  the  Tory  Party  have  been 
praised  for  anything,  and  if  the  Liberal 
Unionists  have  been  praised  for  any- 
thing during  the  last  few  days,  it  was 
for  their  self-sacrifice.  We  supposed 
that  if  at  any  time  the  Government 
should  feel  it  necessary  to  call  the 
Liberal  Unionists  and  the  Tory  Party 
together,  they  would  have  a  sufficient 
amount  of  this  spirit  of  self-sacrifice 
remaining  to  induce  them  to  meet  to- 
gether at  Westminster  without  a  murmur. 
So  far  as  I  can  see,  they  have  nothing 
else  to  do ;  they  do  not  care,  especially 
the  Liberal  Unionists,  very  much  for 
facing  the  country  except  at  packed 
ticket  meetings,  and  at  large  Committee 
meetings  here  and  there— in  places  such 
as  Birmingham.  Therefore,  all  the  Go- 
vernment will  have  to  do,  if  they  are 
possessed  by  this  spirit  of  self-sacrifice 
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to  such,  an  extraordinary  extent  as  we 
are  told — all  they  will  have  to  do  will 
be  to  ask  their  followers  and  the  Liberal 
Unionists  to  come  here  as  often  as  is 
necessary.  I  am  sure  they  will  find  no 
objection  to  this  on  the  part  of  these 
hon.  Gentlemen  if  they  give  out  that 
the  great  piece  de  resistance  of  the  play 
is  a  fresh  Coercion  Bill,  and  a  re-appro- 
val of  the  policy  of  the  Government.  In 
that  way,  they  will  be  able  to  get  the 
Liberal  Unionists  to  come  to  the  front 
and  do  their  duty  to  the  nation.  The 
Amendment  now  before  the  Committee 
tests,  better  than  any  other  which  has 
been  before  proposed,  whether  there  is 
anything  at  all  in  the  so-called  respon- 
sibility of  the  Government.  If  this 
Amendment  is  not  carried,  there  can  be 
no  such  thing  as  Governmental  respon- 
sibility in  these  matters.  The  Govern- 
ment will  prevent  the  discussion  of — 
they  certainly  will  not  afford  any  occa- 
sion for  discussing — any  of  their  Acts  in 
Ireland.  The  Amendment  proposed 
would  insure  discussion  upon  those  sub- 

i'ects.     If  it  is  rejected,  I  hope  we  shall 
Lear  no  more  about  the  great  respon- 
sibility of  the  Government. 

Mr.  MAUEIOE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
do  think  there  is  something  to  be  said 
in  favour  of  this  Amendment,  and  I  am 
at  last  to  understand  the  distinction  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  sees  so 
plainly  and  clearly  between  the  ordinary 
Proclamation  of  this  section  and  the 
special  Proclamation  under  Section  6 ; 
and  I  certainly  do  not  admit  that  any  of 
the  reasons  that  would  warrant  the 
application  of  this  particular  provision 
to  the  Proclamation  under  Section  6 
would  not  equally  hold  with  regard  to 
the  application  of  the  Proclamation 
under  the  present  section.  The  Pro- 
clamation is  practically  a  declaration 
that  associations  which  exist  in  certain 
places  are  unlawful  associations,  and 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  thinks  it  right 
to  take  power  to  suppress  such  associa- 
tions. For  my  part,  I  consider  a  Pro- 
clamation of  that  kind  of  thing  in  its 
nature  not  nearly  so  strong  as  a  Procla- 
mation by  virtue  of  which  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  can  send  to  be  tried  under 
Section  2,  before  two  Eesident  Magis- 
trates, such  of  his  political  opponents  as 
he  can  drag  into  a  charge  of  conspiracy 
with  any  other  charge  dealt  with  in  the 
section.    It  is  a  most  startling  departure  I 
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from  present  practice — a  much  g^reater 
departure  from  Constitutional  practice. 
When  we  make  an  analysis  of  tlie  pre- 
vious sections  of  the  Bill,  and  find  their 
Eolitical  nature,  the  trial  before  two  paid 
enchmen  of  the  Government,  two  Resi- 
dent Magistrates,  it  is  a  much  greater 
departure  from  Constitutional  practice 
than  to  suppress  a  particular  form   of 
association.     Now,  Sir,  so  much  for  the 
argument  founded  on  the  alleged  dis* 
tinction  in  principle  between  those  tiro 
classes  of  population.    As  regards  the 
argument    founded    on  convenience,    I 
apprehend  that  is  an  argument  directed 
against  the  whole  of  the  machinery  of 
submitting    Proclamations     to    Parlia- 
ment,   and  which  does  not  peculiarly 
apply  to  submitting  the  ProclamatioDs 
under  Section  4  to  Parliament.     If  it  is 
inconvenient,  absurd,  and  unreasonable 
to   ask    that  the   Proclamations  under 
Section  4  shall  be  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment, it  is  equally  inconvenient,  absurd, 
and  unreasonsble  to  ask  that  the  Pro- 
clamations under  Section  6  shall  be  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament.     Every  one  of  the 
enormous    inconveniences    that    follow 
from  the  one  course  will  equally  follow 
from  the  other.     Therefore,  Sir,  I  am 
at  a  loss  to  understand  why  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  should  use 
the  argument  of  convenience.     He  says, 
Sir,  that  the  Government  might  find  it 
desirable  to  proclaim  a  small  district  or 
barony  in  Ireland,  owing  to  the  preva- 
lence of  crime  and  outrage,  and  that  then 
they  would  have  to  call  Parliament  to- 
gether to  submit  to  it  the  Proclamation, 
and  that,  perhaps,  the  week  after  they 
had  got  Parliament  to  sanction  the  Pro- 
clamation, a  state  of  things  might  arise 
in  an  adjoining  barony  which  would  ne- 
cessitate the  proclamation  of  that  barony 
also  ;    and,  thereupon,  they  would  have 
to  call  Parliament  together  again  to  ask 
permission  to  issue  a  second  Proclama- 
tion.    Every  one  of  these  considerations, 
as  affecting  special  Proclamations  under 
Section    6,    can  be  equally  applied  to 
Proclamations  under  Section  4,  because 
Section  6  and  the  following  section,  deal- 
ing with  unlawful  association,  do  not 
provide,  as  former  Acts  did,  for  the  sup- 
pression of  one  large  association,  and 
the  issuing  of  one  Proclamation  of  that 
body.     On  the  contrary,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  drew  attention  to  the  fact  in  his 
speech  in  introducing  the  Bill,  an  asso- 
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ciation  may  be  a  perfectly  lawful  and 
legitimate  association  in  one  county  and 
an  unlawful  association  in  an  adjoining 
county.  I  quite  admit  that  the  whole  of 
the  machinery  for  calling  Parliament 
together  is  most  cumbersome  and  un- 
workable ;  but  I  think  this  objection 
only  shows  the  straits  to  which  the  Go- 
verument,  in  conducting  the  administra- 
tion of  the  country  by  brute  force,  will  be 
compelled  to  resort  to.  Now,  Sir,  it 
seems  to  me  that  what  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  are  afraid  of,  is  not  the 
increasing  necessity  for  calling  Parlia- 
ment together,  but  the  supervision  which 
Parliament,  when  so  called  together,  will 
be  compelled  to  exercise  upon  the  doings 
of  the  Government  in  Ireland  It  is  not 
the  conveDience  of  Parliament  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  are  considering,  but 
they  are  determined  that  the  light  of 
day  shall  not  be  thrown  on  their  pro- 
ceedings in  Ireland  ;  they  are  determined 
that  they  will  have  the  country  to  them- 
selves so  far  as  the  greater  part  of  this 
Bill  is  concerned  during  the  whole  Parlia- 
mentary Kecess,  and  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  upon  the  Irish  Benches  shall  not 
be  permitted  to  submit  their  proceedings 
to  any  effective  review  in  Parliament 
until  events  have  lost  all  their  actuality 
by  the  lapse  of  time  which  will  be  ne- 
cessarily involved  by  waiting  till  Par- 
liament is  summoned  together  in  the 
ordinary  way.  This  is  another  instance 
in  which  we  have,  in  moving  our  Amend- 
ments, founded  ourselves  upon  the  very 
words  which  the  Government  have  made 
their  own.  This  is  not  a  proposition  of 
ours;  this  is  not  an  idea  we  have  in- 
vented ;  it  is  a  proposition  which  the 
Government  have  made  themselves ;  it 
is  one  of  the  provisions  which  they  have 
introduced  in  their  own  Bill.  AH  we 
ask  is  that  as  they  apply  to  it  one  case 
they  should  apply  it  to  the  other, 
especially  when  we  show,  as  we  have 
shown,  that  the  position  of  the  two  cases 
is  actually  parallel.  We  say  that  this 
provision  should  apply  in  all  cases,  and 
that  Parliament  should  be  called  together 
whenever  the  Government  wish  to  sup- 
press an  unlawful  association,  whenever 
they  wish  to  apply  to  any  portion  of 
Ireland  any  of  the  provisions  of  this  in- 
famous Bill. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  suppose 
we  may  now  go  to  a  Division  on  this 
particular  Amendment;  but  allow  me 
to  say  that  every  single  argument  pat 


forward  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)  applies  to  Clause  6  just  as  well 
as  to  Clause  5.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  argued  on  the  sup- 
position that  the  Proclamations  under 
Clause  5  were  of  an  ordinary  character 
in  Ireland,  and  that  because  there  were 
precedents  for  them  they  were  to  be 
treated  lightly.  His  argument  was 
based  also  on  the  suggestion,  equally 
monstrous  and  false,  that  the  powers 
granted  under  Clause  6  are  directed 
against  crime,  and  do  not  interfere  with 
liberty.  That  argument  has  been  used 
all  through  this  Bill.  But  there  was  no 
attempt  on  the  part  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land to  combat  our  contention.  It  is 
perfectly  plain  it  is  only  for  an  Amend- 
ment to  be  proposed  by  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber to  settle  its  fate.  It  seems  that  the 
Government  have  now  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that,  during  the  consideration  of 
the  rest  of  this  Bill,  no  Amendment 
coming  from  these  Benches  is  to  be 
tolerated.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  made  use  of  what  I 
consider  a  most  uncalled  for  and  dis- 
orderly observation.  He  accused  me,  in 
the  first  place,  of  threatening  the  Govern- 
ment. He  may  call  it  a  threat  if  he 
likes.  I  stated  what  I  am  perfectly 
ready  to  state  again  and  maintain,  that 
so  long  as  we  are  in  this  House,  and  so 
long  as  we  are  not  treated  as  the  [Repre- 
sentatives of  other  portions  of  the  United 
Kingdom  are  treated,  so  long  as  we  are 
driven  to  various  shifts  and  devices  to 
endeavour  to  force  in  the  attention  of 
Parliament  the  views  of  our  constituents 
we  shall  resort  to  peculiar  methods — 
they  are  methods  forced  upon  us — and 
we  shall  practice  them  until  we  are 
treated  in  the  same  way  in  which  other 
Members  coming  from  other  parts  of  the 
United  Kingdom  are  treated  in  this 
House.  It  is  nonsense  for  anyone  to 
say  that  Irish  Members  occupy  the  same 
position  in  this  House  as  Members  from 
other  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  It 
was  monstrous,  and  most  unadvisable, 
for  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  to  say,  in  the  course 
of  his  speech,  that  during  the  long 
vacation  there  may  be  outbursts  of 
crime  in  a  neighbouring  barony,  which 
I  suppose  we  may  call  the  ''peculiar 
methods  the  hon.  Gentleman  alluded 
to."    I  say  this  was  a  disorderly,  and 
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insolent,  and  indecent  observation.  I 
spoke  of  Parliamentary  methods  which 
may  be  inconvenient  and  unpleasant  to 
Members  of  this  House  and  to  the  Go- 
vernment, but  which  are  perfectly  legiti- 
mate, and  which  we  intend  to  pursue. 
For  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  to  say  that  an  outburst  of  crime 
in  Ireland  was  part  of  the  peculiar 
methods  to  which  we  resorted  was  an 
indecent  observation  to  be  made  by  any 
Member  ox  this  House. 

The  CHAIHMAN:  Before  we  pro- 
ceed to  a  Division,  I  may  say,  concern- 
ing the  observations  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon),  in  regard 
to  threats,  I  am  not  aware  that  it  is  un- 
parliamentary to  threaten  the  Govern- 
ment. As  to  the  second  point  raised  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  may  say  I  did  not 
understand  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  to  accuse 
the  hon.  Member  personally  of  being 
guilty  of  resorting  to  peculiar  methods. 

Mb.  DILLON  :  I  do  not  want  to  pro- 
long the  discussion ;  but  I  may  remind 
you,  Sir,  that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  distinctly  said — '*I  suppose 
we  may  take  that  as  one  of  the  peculiar 
methods  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man." 

Mr.  HOLMES:  I  should  be  very 
sorry  if  any  remarks  of  mine  caused  the 
hon.  Gentleman  any  pain,  and  I  with- 
draw in  the  fullest  manner  any  expres- 
sion which  may  have  caused  him  any 
annoyance. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
Will  the  right  hon.  and  leai*ned  Gentle- 
man withdraw  also  the  cheers  on  his 
own  side  of  the  House  ? 

Question  put. 

The  Oommittee  divided: — Ayes  137; 
Noes  234 :  Majority  97.— (Div.  List,  No. 
228.)  [10.46  P.M.] 

Mr.  MOLLOY  (King's  Co.,  Birr) :  I 
now  propose  to  add  at  the  end  of  the 
section  these  words — 

"A  Return,  showing  the  number  and  extent 
of  the  districts  so  proclaimed,  and  the  time  of 
such  Proclamations  shall  be  made  to  Parliament 
once  in  every  three  months." 

The  Amendment  amounts  to  this — oer- 
tain  Proclamations  will  be  made  under 
this  Clause,  and  I  think  it  is  advisable 
that  they  should  be  known  to  this  House. 
In  the  case  of  crimes  committed  in  Ire- 
land, there  are  Beturns  made  every 
three  months.  Also  with  regard  to  evic« 
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tions,  there  is  a  Betum  issued  once 
every  three  months.  My  Amendment  is 
that  a  Betum  shall  be  made  to  Parlia- 
ment once  every  three  months,  which 
shall  give  the  name  and  extent  of  the 
district  which  has  been  proclaimed,  and 
the  duration  of  the  Proclamation.  I  have 
followed  here  exactly  the  rule  which  is 
observed  with  regard  to  evictions,  and 
with  regard  to  crimes.  The  only  point, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  which  might  be  made 
in  answer  to  my  Amendment  is  that  the 
Proclamations  will  appear  in  Tk$  DMin 
Gazette. .  But  Members  of  this  House  do 
not  see  The  Dublin  Gazette,  and,  so  far  as 
the  knowledge  of  this  House  goes,  TAe 
Dublin  Gazette  might  not  exist  at  all.  I 
trust  the  Government  wiU  see  their  way 
to  accept  what  I  cannot  but  regard  as 
a  very  moderate  proposal. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  end  of  Clause,  to  add  the  words — '<  A  Re* 
turn,  showing  the  number  and  extent  of  districts 
so  proclaimed,  and  the  time  of  such  Proclama- 
tions shall  be  made  to  Parliament  once  in  every 
three  months." — {Mr,  MoUoy.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  fob 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  cases  which  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  (Mr.  MoUoy)  has  brought  for- 
ward do  not  seem  to  me  to  be  at  all 
analogous.  In  the  matter  of  evictions 
there  is  no  record  except  for  the  purpose 
of  this  House,  and  the  same  may  be  said 
with  regard  to  crimes  committed  through- 
out Ireland.  When  we  were  discussing 
the  first  section  it  was  suggested  that  a 
Betum  should  be  made  of  the  prelimi- 
nary inquiries,  and  the  Oovemment 
consented  to  such  a  Beturn  being  pre- 
sented to  Parliament ;  but,  as  regards 
the  Proclamation  of  districts,  we  have 
made  provision  in  this  Bill  that  the  pub- 
licity shall  be  most  formal — we  have 
provided  that  the  entire  Proclamation 
must  be  published  in  The  Dublin  Gazette. 
The  hon.  Member  says  that  I^e  Dublin 
Gazette  is  not  much  seen ;  it  is  very  true 
many  persons  may  not  read  21ie  Dublin 
Gazette  ;  but  it  is  supplied  in  the  Library 
of  this  House,  and  may  be  consulted  by 
any  hon.  G-entleman  who  is  interested. 
If  at  any  time  hon.  Gentlemen  require 
further  information  than  that  afforded 
in  The  Dublin  Gautte,  they  have  only 
to  move  for  a  Beturn,  and  if  the  House 
orders  the  Beturn  the  order  will  be 
obeyed. 
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Mr.  EDWAED  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  :  I  think  it  is  very  strange 
that  the  Government  should  keep  from 
the  knowledge  of  this  House  informa- 
tion of  what  is  going  on  in  Ireland,  and 
at  the  same  time  persist  that  this  Par- 
liament is  the  Parliament  of  Ireland. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  has  spoken  of 
baronial  Proclamations ;  but  if  we  had 
a  Parliament  in  Ireland  it  would  exist 
for  the  purpose  of  discussing  all  baro- 
nial and  even  parochial  questions.  You 
refuse  us  a  Parliament  of  our  own,  and 
yet  you  will  not  bring  within  the  cogni- 
zance of  Parliament  your  methods  of 
governing  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  says  that  The  Dublin  Gazette 
is  taken  in  this  House.  I  have  been 
here  something  like  18  months,  and  it 
was  by  the  merest  fluke  I  found  out  the 
other  day  that  The  Dublin  Gazette  was 
taken  in  the  Library.  I  had  already 
inquired  of  50  or  60  Gentlemen  what 
was  the  best  method  of  obtaining  in- 
formation, which  I  subsequently  got  in 
The  Dublin  Gazette,  But  it  is  not  the 
point  that  The  Dublin  Gazette  is  taken 
in  the  Library,  even  if  The  Dublin 
Gazette  came  here  as  regularly  as  The 
Times ,  The'point  is  this — Will  you,  when 
you  take,  as  we  maintain,  exceptional 
methods  of  governing  Ireland,  give  in 
the  papers  which  come  into  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  of  this  House  informa- 
tion from  day  to  day  which  will  enable 
them  to  judge  of  what  is  taking  place  ? 
I  really  believe  that  the  Amendment 
which  has  been  proposed  is  an  Amend- 
ment to  which  no  answer  can  be  given 
except  that  stolid  refusal  the  Govern- 
ment have  persisted  in  giving  to  all 
Amendments  from  these  Benches. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  It 
is  quite  evident  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  entertains  a  very  dif- 
ferent opinion  of  The  Dublin  Gazette  to 
many  other  people.  I  do  not  kaow 
whether  he  has  ever  heard  what  Chief 
Justice  Morris  said  about  The  Dublin 
Gazette.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  Chief 
Justice  Morris  once  said  while  sitting 
on  the  Bench  that  he  had  never  seen  a 
copy  of  that  publication.  That  learned 
Judge  frequently  boasts  that  he  is  the 
oldest  Judicial  Officer  in  Ireland  or 
England,  that  he  has  been  sitting  on 
the  Bench  longer  than  any  other  Judge 


I  in  the  United  Kingdom.  If  he  has 
not  seen  a  copy  of  The  Dublin  Gazette, 
we  may  judge  of  what  value  that  pub- 
lication is,  and  the  amount  of  publicity 
which  will  be  given  to  these  Proclama- 
tions. But  it  is  not  a  question  of  whe- 
ther or  not  The  Dublin  Gazette  is  largely 
circulated ;  it  really  does  not  matter  a 
flg  whether  it  is  or  not.  If  instead  of 
publishing  these  Proclamations  in  The 
Dublin  Gazette  the  Government  pub- 
lished them  in  The  Times  or  in  The 
Freeman^s  Journal,  there  would,  at  the 
same  time,  be  a  strong  argument  for 
proposing  that  there  should  be  a  periodi- 
cal Return  of  the  Proclamations  made  to 
Parliament.  It  is  one  thing  to  read 
casually  at  your  breakfast  when  you 
get  your  paper  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
has  issued  such  and  such  a  Proclama- 
tion ;  but  it  is  a  very  different  thing  to 
be  able  to  have  before  you  in  a  nutshell 
the  action  of  the  Government  for  three 
months  or  six  months.  Everybody 
knows  that  the  mere  fact  that  you  read 
of  these  occurrences  leaves  no  distinct 
idea  in  the  mind  as  to  the  number  and 
language  of  these  Proclamations,  and 
that  if  any  accurate  idea  on  the  subject 
is  to  be  brought  home  to  Members  of 
Parliament,  or  brought  home  to  the 
public,  information  must  be  presented 
to  them,  not  in  pieces,  but  in  a  Return 
showing  what  has  happened  in  three, 
six,  or  12  months,  as  the  case  may  be. 
Now,  the  Government  admitted  the 
principle  of  this  Amendment  on  the 
1st  section  of  the  Bill;  they  admitted 
that,  in  the  case  of  secret  inquiries,  such 
a  Return  as  this  is  desirable  ;  they  fur- 
ther admitted  the  principle  that  Parlia- 
ment has  some  right  of  supervision  over 
these  Proclamations,  for  they  have  pro- 
vided that  a  copy  of  every  Proclamation 
should  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  Par- 
liament, and  that  the  Proclamation  shall 
not  come  into  force  if  Parliament  adopts 
an  Address  against  it.  That  being  so, 
unless  the  Government  wish  to  save  to 
the  country  the  cost  of  printing  and 
stationery  involved  in  issuing  this  Re- 
turn, I  cannot  imagine  any  reason  for 
refusing  this  Amendment,  save,  indeed, 
that  the  Government  desire  that  the 
manner  of  their  government  in  Ireland 
should  not  be  exposed,  as  it  would  be 
undoubtedly  if  hon.  Members  had  pre- 
sented to  them  periodically  a  Return 
showing  exactly  how  matters  stand  with 
respect  to  Proclamations. 
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Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  I 
should  like  to  point  out  that  there  is  no 
provision  in  this  Bill  which  would 
compel  the  Government  to  insert  in  The 
Dublin  Gazette  any  Proclamation  made 
by  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  I  should  like 
to  hear  whether,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  any  Procla- 
mation by  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land would  be  invalid  unless  it  appeared 
in  2^e  Dublin  Gazette.  It  is  perfectly 
open  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland 
to  issue  a  Proclamation,  and  to  publish 
that  Proclamation  in  any  other  manner 
than  by  insertion  in  The  Dublin  Gazette^ 
there  will  be  no  necessity  whatever  for 
any  one  Proclamation  to  appear  in  The 
Dublin  Gazette.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, it  would  be  impossible  for  The 
Dublin  Gazette  to  contain  a  perfectly  safe 
and  trustworthy  record  of  the  Proclama- 
tions of  districts.  I  also  desire  to  point 
out,  in  addition,  that  Proclamations  will 
be  from  time  to  time  altered  and  varied. 
One  provision  of  a  Proclamation  may 
be  revoked  while  the  rest  may  be 
allowed  to  stand ;  and  in  this  state  of 
thiugs  ordinary  Members  of  the  House 
of  Commons  will  get  into  a  muddle  as 
to  the  precise  condition  of  the  Proclama- 
tions. What  is  proposed  by  this  Amend- 
ment is  that  a  simple  Return,  a  page  or 
two  long,  shall  be  laid  before  the  House 
once  every  three  months.  I  think  that 
is  a  distinctly  reasonable  proposal,  and 
it  is  very  stubborn  of  the  Ghoverument  to 
refuse  this  Amendment,  which  cannot 
be  said  to  affect  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
I  am  surprised  that  on  a  small  point  of 
this  kind  the  Government  have  not  seen 
their  way  to  graciously  yield  to  our 
wishes. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  153; 
Noes  260 :  Majority  107.— (Div.  List, 
No.  229.)  [11.15  p.m.] 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  now  beg  to  move  to  add,  at 
the  end  of  the  clause,  the  following  pro- 
vision : — 

*'  When  any  of  Ihe  provisions  of  section  two 
of  this  Act,  relating  to  summary  jurisdiction, 
are  declared  by  Proclamation  to  be  in  force  in 
a  district,  such  proviaionB  shall  apply  to  offences 
committed  in  Uie  district  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  whether  before  or  after  the  date  of  the 
Proclamation.  When  the  provisions  of  sec- 
tion three  or  section  four  of  this  Act,  relating 
to  special  juries  or  change  of  place  of  trials  are 


declared  by  Proclamation  to  be  in  force  in  a 
district,  such  provisions  shall  apply  to  crimes 
committed  in  the  district  before  or  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act." 

Me.  chance  (Kilkenny.  8.) :  Mr. 
Courtney,  I  rise  to  Order.  Allow  me  to 
call  your  attention  to  the  fact  that  by 
this  Amendment  the  provisions  of  Sec- 
tion 2  of  the  Bill  will  be  made  to  apply 
to  offences  committed  before  the  Pro- 
clamation of  the  district  in  which 
offences  have  been  committed.  Sec- 
tion 2  commences — ''Any  person  who 
shall  commit  any  of  the  followin^r  offences 
in  a  proclaimed  district."  Now,  the 
Committee  having  already  confined  the 
summary  jurisdiction  of  the  provision  to 
offences  committed  in  a  proclaimed  dis- 
trict, I  submit  this  Amendment  is  not  in 
Order,  because  it  would  extend  the  pro- 
visions of  Section  2  to  offences  committed 
in  a  district  before  that  district  had  been 
proclaimed. 

TheCHAIHMAN:  The  question  was 
raised  to  Section  2,  and  an  Amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy),  to  insert, 
after  the  word  ''shall,"  liie  words 
^' after  the  passing  of  this  Act,"  was 
negatived.  The  Committee,  at  that 
time,  therefore,  refused  to  exoept 
offences  committed  before  the  passing 
of  the  Act. 

Mr.  M AUEIOE  HEALT  (Cork) :  Mr. 
Courtney,  my  Amendment  was  negatived 
because  the  Government  declared  the 
words  to  be  superfluous  on  account  of 
the  previous  word  "  shall "  in  the 
clause. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  The  second  para- 
graph of  this  Amendment  makes  Sec- 
tions 3  and  4  of  this  Bill  retrospective, 
although  Sections  3  and  4  refer  to  in- 
dictments for  crimes  committed  in  a  pro- 
claimed district.  I  think,  Sir,  I  am 
correct  in  stating  that  there  was  not  on 
Sections  3  and  4  any  Amendment  moved 
of  the  nature  to  wMch  yon  refer  as  re- 
gards Section  2  of  the  Act. 

Mh.  holmes  :  Perhaps  I  may  ex- 
plain that  this  is  a  matter  which  has 
been  repeatedly  brought  before  the 
notice  of  the  Committee,  as  the  hon. 
Member  himself  will  see. 

Mr.  chance  :  I  have  risen  to  a  point 
of  Order.  Is  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Q^ntleman  the  Attorney  General  desirous 
of  raising  one,  too  ? 

Mr.  holmes  :  I  would  just  call  at- 
tention to  what  actually  oconzzed.    This 
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question  was  brought  forward  on  the 
Ist  sub-section  of  the  1st  clause  of  the 
Bill ;  and  we  on  this  side  contended  that 
whether  the  offence  had  been  committed 
in  a  proclaimed  district  before  or  after 
the  passing  of  the  Act  that  section 
would  apply  to  it.  In  the  course  of  the 
discussion  it  was  suggested  that  the  Go- 
vernment, at  all  events,  ought  to  make 
the  matter  clear,  and  a  pledge  was  given 
by  us  that  it  should  be  made  clear.  Ac- 
cordingly, my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Attorney  General  for  England  (Sir 
Eichard  Webster)  moved,  on  the  1st 
clause  of  this  Bill,  a  Proviso  very  similar 
to  the  Proviso  which  I  am  moving  now, 
except  that  it  was  adapted  to  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  that  clause.  At  the 
beginning  of  the  2nd  clause  the  question 
arose  whether  it  should  be  made  retro- 
spective or  not ;  and  it  was  objected  that 
the  clause  should  not  be  made  to  apply 
to  offences  committed  before  the  issue  of 
the  Proclamation.  The  question  was 
raised  again  upon  the  4th  clause,  and  a 
Division  took  place  upon  it ;  and  we  say 
that  the  principle  has  been  abundantly 
accepted  that  it  is  to  apply  to  offences 
whether  committed  before  or  after  the 
issue  of  the  Proclamation.  We  are  now 
engaged  in  simply  carrying  out  the 
pledge  which  we  gave  when  the  matter 
was  under  discussion  upon  the  1st 
clause,  and  which  has  been  already 
carried  out  in  part  We  propose  that 
the  clause  shall  only  apply  to  offences 
committed  within  the  district  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act ;  but  whether  before 
or  after  the  issue  of  the  Proclamation. 
What  we  are  now  doing  is  simply  to 
carry  out  what  we  stated  in  the  first 
instance  we  would  do,  and  which  was 
done  upon  the  1st  clause. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  4,  line  41,  at  end  of  Clause,  to  add  the 
words—**  When  any  of  the  provision  of  section 
two  of  this  Act,  relating  to  summary  jurisdic- 
tion, arc  declared  by  Proclamation  to  be  in  force 
iu  a  district,  such  provision  shall  apply  to 
offences  committed  in  the  district  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act  whether  before  or  after  the 
date  of  Proclamation. 

**  When  the  provisions  of  section  three  or  sec- 
tion four  of  this  Act,  relating  to  special  juries 
or  change  of  place  of  trial,  are  declared  by  Pro- 
clamation to  be  in  force  in  a  district,  such  provi- 
sions shall  apply  to  crimes  committed  in  the 
district  before  or  after  the  pasing  of  this  Act." 
— (Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,) 

Question  proposed,  *' That  those  words 
be  there  added." 


Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
The  view  I  take  of  this  Amendment  is 
that  it  is  a  distinct  breach  of  faith  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  I  am  sure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  (Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour)  cannot  be  so  very  hard- 
pressed  that  he  needs  to  sneer  at  that 
— so  very  brilliant  a  person  as  he  pro- 
mises to  be.  Perhaps  he  will  give  us 
some  argument  instead  of  that  kind  of 
sneer.  I  can  assure  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  what  he  does  not  know  about 
this  Bill  and  about  Ireland  would  fill  a 
very  large  library,  and  therefore  a  little 
modesty  on  his  part  would  be  more  be- 
coming. Now,  Sir,  I  say  that  this  pro- 
posal is  a  distinct  breach  of  faith  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  made  mainly 
for  the  purpose  of  filling  up  time 
between  this  and  next  Friday,  and  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  debate.  Why 
do  the  Government  make  the  proposal  ? 
Because,  they  say,  a  distinct  pledge  was 
given  by  them  that  they  would  remedy 
what  they  recognized  as  a  defect  in  the 
Bill  when  it  was  pointed  out  to  them  by 
the  Liberal  Unionists.  They  made  the 
alteration  in  the  1st  clause,  but  there 
was  no  thought  that  it  was  to  be  repeated 
subsequently,  and  it  was  done  then  in 
what  they  call  the  fulfilment  of  a  pledge. 
How  anxious  they  are  to  fulfil  their 
pledges  !  If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
are  so  very  anxious  to  fulfil  their 
pledges,  why  does  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land fulfil  the  pledge  which  he  gave, 
and  put  down  the  Amendment  which  he 
promised  in  reference  to  the  question  of 
appeal,  unless,  indeed,  he  has  been  in- 
timidated out  of  it  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Ham  (Mr.  Fulton),  or  some 
other  Metropolitan  Member?'  That  is 
our  point,  that  this  pledge  was  given  to 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James),  and  was  not  a  pledge 
given  in  any  sense  to  the  House.  Under 
cover  of  that  specific  pledge,  the  Govern- 
ment are  now  inventing  a  whole  series 
of  additional  crimes.  That  was  done 
from  their  point  of  view  on  the  1st 
clause,  and  I  say  that  in  spite  of  the 
somewhat  incoherent  noises  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary (Mr.  Matthews) 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  must  be  confined  to  the 
matter  of  the  Amendment. 
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Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :   I  can  only  Bay 
that  the  incoherent  noises  which  have 
been  made  will  not  deter  me  from  con- 
tinuing my  argument.    Now^  Sir,  I  say 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government  on  the 
1st   clause  declared  that  it  should  be 
retrospective  on  the  principle  that  it  was 
a  fair  thing  that  the  crimes  under  that 
clause  should  be  inquired  into  at  any 
time,  because  that  clause  dealt  not  only 
with  trivial,   but  with  serious  crimes, 
such  as  the  crime  of  murder  and  other 
serious  outrages.    But  now  what  is  pro- 
posed is  this,  that  if,  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  some  crime  such  as  that  of  so- 
called  Boycotting  were  committed,  then, 
seven  years  afterwards,  if  on  some  other 
ground,  quo  ady  a  particular  murder  in  a 
district,  that  district  is  proclaimed,  then 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should,  by 
the  elasticity  of  these   provisions,   be 
able  to  make  this  section  relate  back  to 
that  previous  antecedent  date,  and  be 
able  to  punish  that  offence  of  Boycotting 
under  this  Bill.     If  that  be  the  view  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  would  it  not  be 
reasonable  to  put  in  some  limit  of  time 
within  which  the  Proclamation  might 
have  that    retrospective   efifect?    Sup- 
posing a  crime  were  committed  on  the 
Xst  of  January,   and  you  should  issue 
your  Proclamation  on  the  31st  of  Decem- 
ber following,  would  it  be  a  reasonable 
thing  that  for  12  months  the  man  who 
committed  it  should  rest  under  the  sup- 
position that  he  was  not  to  be  punished  ? 
Perhaps  his  witnesses  might  have  dis- 
appeared and  gone  to  America,  and  a 
year  after,  through  the  present  tide  of 
emigration  from  Ireland,  everybody  con- 
nected with  the  offence  had  disappeared. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  might  issue 
a  Proclamation,  and  under  it  they  might 
have  this  particular  man  arrested,  having 
got  his  witnesses  out  of  the  way  under 
the  free  emigration  which  so   largely 
prevails  now.    I  would  respectfully  say 
that  that  would  be  a  most  unfair  thing 
to  the  individual.    The  very  least  we 
can  claim  on  an  Amendment  of  this 
description  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment is  this — that  they  eJiould  fix  some 
particular  time.  They  should  put  in  some 
particular  moment  when  the  Proclama- 
tion should  have  effect;  and  if  the  Procla- 
mation be  not  issued  within  that  time, 
then  the  so-called  crime  should  be  sup- 
posed to  be  done  with  so  far  as  the  power  of 


the  Proclamation  is  concerned — the  Pro* 
clamation,  in  short,  should  be  considered 
to  have  spent  its  force.    It  is  an  almost 
unimaginable  state  of  things  that  if  you 
issue  a  Proclamation  five  years  hence, 
and  this  Bill  should  be  passed  into  law 
on  the  1st  of  August  next,  that  then, 
five  years  afterwards,  after  all  the  wit- 
nesses have  left  the  district,  you  should 
turn  round  upon  the  venomous  action  of 
some  policeman  who  remembered  some 
piece  of  Boycotting  in  the  district,  and 
should  be  able  to   prove    that  crime. 
That  would  be  a  most  extraordinary 
proceeding,  and  would  re-act  upon  many 
Members  of  the  Orange  Party  when, 
a  Home  Hule  Government  came  into 
power,  because  you  will  have  a  pro- 
claimed district,  and  though,   while  a 
Tory  Government  is  in  Office,  they  would 
not  punish    Orangemen's    crimes,    yet 
there  will  be  those  who  will  be  taking 
notes  and  collecting  evidence  for  the 
coming  time,  and  they  will  issue  a  series 
of  summonses  under  that  Proclamation 
when  the  proper  time  comes.    Now,  I 
am  not  in  favour  of  anything  of  the 
sort  being  done.    It  is  most  undesirable 
to  have  punishments  of  that  kind ;  but 
if  you  proceed  in  such  a  way  as  to  invite 
reprisals  or  retaliation,  that  will  be  the 
effect.    Now,  I  would  ask  the  Govern- 
ment— they  say  their  Bill  is  so  crystal- 
line that  it  cannot  be  made  any  clearer 
— but  I  would  ask  them  not  to  put  in 
this    Amendment,    against    their    own 
better  judgment,  simply  to  please  the 
Liberal  Unionist  Party  who  never  attend 
these  debates,  who  do  not  know  any- 
thing of  the  Bill  or  of  its  provisions, 
and  who  probably  have  forgotten  all  its 
clauses  and  all  the  pledges  made  about 
them.     I  would  respectfully  ask    the 
Government  not  to  do  this — not  to  waste 
the  time  of  the  House  in  this  manner. 
At  any  rate,  if  we  are  to  have  this  par- 
ticular Amendment,  it  should  be  inseoted 
with  the  modification  which  I  have  sug- 
gested— that  some  particular  date  should 
be  fixed  in  it.    If  the  Proclamation  is 
issued  on  the  1st  of  August,  then  let  the 
Amendment  refer  no  further  back  than 
to  crimes  committed  within  the    pre- 
ceding month.    Do  not  let  us  go  back 
to  some  pre-Adamite  period  when  every- 
body connected  with  the  offence    and 
with  the  district  will  have  forgotten  all 
about  it,  except  some  police  sergeant 
who  has  taken  a  note,  or  some  secretary 
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of  Bome  prool&imed  Land  League  who 
will  have  been  waiting  for  a  proaecution 
on  lome  future  day. 

Me.  chance  (Kilkenny,  8.) :  This 
Amendment  has  been  held  to  be  regular, 
and  the  case  of  the  Goyemment  is  that 
the  words  of  the  clause  may  apply  in  a 
district  that  is  not  proclaimed,  but  which 
may  be  proclaimed.  If  that  be  so,  the 
Amendment  is  absolutely  unnecessary 
and  insensible ;  and  our  position  is  that, 
having  limited  ourselves  to  four  Par- 
liamentary days  for  the  discussion  of 
Amendments  to  this  Bill,  the  Qovern- 
meat  themselTOS  propose  Amendments 
which  are  only  regular  on  the  supposi- 
tion that  they  are  entirely  unnecessary 
and  worthless. 

Mh.  M.  J.  KENNY  (Tyrone,  Mid) : 
I  have  risen  for  the  purpose  of  moving 
an  Amendment  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland;  but,  in  the  first 
place,  I  would  like  to  say  that  the  6o- 
Temment  have  certainly  made  their 
meaning  perfectly  clear  on  this  question, 
but  in  a  contrary  sense  to  that  which 
they  originally  intended.  We  expected 
that  the  principle  of  «x  poit  faeto  legis- 
lation— for  that  is  what  this  really 
amounts  to— would  not  be  adopted  by 
the  Government,  because  it  assumes  an 
operation  of  the  law  which  may  be  held 
in  suspense  at  the  wish  of  the  Govern- 
ment over  all  the  country.  This  is, 
practically,  a  system  of  ex  pott  faeto 
legislation;  and,  therefore,  I  object  »n 
toto  to  the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General.  But,  Sir, 
if  it  la  strange  that  the  interpretation 
of  the  words  already  in  the  Bill  would 
simply  amount  to  or  ensure  that  offences 
committed  i  n  any  districtorpartoflreland 
not  already  proclaimed  shall  be  punish- 
able, surely  on  the  other  hand  there  is  nc 
necessity  for  the  insertion  of  these  words  1 
These  words  are  of  an  extremely  sweep- 
ing character,  and  they  are  also,  to  mj 
mind,  of  an  extremely  prejudiced  oha- 
raoter,  for  they  are  intended  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ensuring  the  conviction  of  al! 
persons  who  may  be  accused  to  the  pre- 
sent Governmoat,  or  who  may  have  beei 
accused  within  the  past  year  or  so  o 
offences  in  Ireland.  Now,  Sir,  the  2n( 
clause  of  the  Bill  is  extremely  long.  I 
includes  a  great  number  of  offencei 
given  under  a  variety  of  sub-beads,  an< 
my  proposal  would  be  to  exclude  &on 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  ani 


earned  Attorney  General  the  first  sub- 
lection,  which  provides  for  the  prose- 
iution  before  a  Court  of  Summary  Juris- 
liction  of  any  person  who  shall  take  part 
n  any  criminal  conspiracy  to  compel  or 
nduce  any  person  either  not  to  fulfil  his 
>r  their  legal  obligations  or  to  interfere 
vith  the  administration  of  the  law. 

The  CHAIBMAN:  It  would  he 
jlearly  out  of  Order  to  make  that  excep- 
:ion  here,  for  that  has  already  been  de- 
cided upon. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
[s  it  in  Order  to  propose  the  afhrmative 
i{  a  thing,  and  not  to  propose  the  nega- 
live  of  it  ?  If  my  hon.  Friend  is  out  ot 
Order  in  moving  to  omit  a  certain  section, 
is  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  in  Order  in  moving 
the  insertion  of  it  ?  If  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  is  in  Order, 
[  submit  that  my  hon.  Friend  is  also  la 
Order. 

The  chairman  :  It  is  put  in  far 
rreater  caution  to  avoid  misconception. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Then  might  not 
my  hon.  Friend,  out  of  the  abundance  of 
his  caution,  move  the  omission  of  the 
same  thing  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  Not  if  it  contra- 
dicted what  has  already  been  done. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  should 
think  the  right  bon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  would  not 
resist  this  Amendment  which  I  have  to 
propose.  The  grammar  of  the  first  part 
of  bis  Amendment  is  false.  What  I 
propose  to  do  is  to  omit  the  word  "  pro- 
vision," in  line  3  in  order  to  insert  th« 
word  ''provisions." 

Mb.  holmes  :  I  accept  that  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  DILLON:  I  now  move  the 
omission  of  the  worde ' '  after  the  passing 
of  this  Act,  whether  before  or."  Then 
the  first  paragraph  will  read  aa  fol- 
lows : — 

"  When  any  ot  the  proviiiona  of  SeoUon  2 
of  this  Act,  relatine  to  summary  juriuliotioii, 
arc  declared  by  ProdamatiaD  to  1w  in  force  ia  a 
district,  such  proTiHiooa  shall  apply  to  offences 
committed  in  the  diatrict  after  the  date  of  the 
Proclamation." 

The  CHAIRMAN ;  That  is  a  point 
which  has  already  been  ruled  to  be  in- 
admissible, having  already  been  decided 
on  a  previoua  clause. 

Mr.  DILLON:  I  just  want  to  bo  dear 
on  this.  Either  there  is  doubt  as  to  the 
ISixttenth  Jfight.^ 
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meaning  of  Clauses  2,  3,  and  4  In  this 
respect,  or  there  is  none.  If  there  is 
doubt,  this  is  to  define  the  meaning.  If 
the  Q-ovemment  are  entitled  to  define  it 
one  way,  surely  we  are  entitled  to  at- 
tempt to  define  it  another.  I  would 
also  like  to  take  your  judgment,  Sir. 
as  to  the  next  paragraph  of  this  Amend- 
ment, because  you  will  notice  that  bad 
as  the  first  paragraph,  is,  the  second 
paragraph  is  infinitely  worse.  In  the 
first  paragraph  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  only  provides 
that  the  action  shall  be  retrospective  to 
the  date  of  the  passing  of  the  Act,  but 
the  second  paragraph  of  the  Amend- 
ment provides  that  Clauses  3  and  4, 
which  are  equally  objectionable  and 
tyrannical  with  Clause  2,  shall  be  retro- 
spective to  an  unlimited  extent.  Now, 
Sir,  that  is  a  provision  to  which  we 
naturally  have  the  very  deepest  objec- 
tion. 

Me.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork): 
I  have  an  Amendment  to  move  to  the 
first  paragraph,  to  add  after  the  word 
"  Proclamation  "  in  line  4,  the  words 
'*  provided  it  be  so  expressly  provided 
in  the  Proclamation."  I  presume  there 
will  be  no  objection  to  that  Amendment. 
If  that  be  accepted  I  will  also  propose 
to  add  several  words  at  the  end  of  the 
paragraph.  I  think  it  is  not  unreason- 
able to  ask  that  if  the  Government  really 
intend  that  their  Proclamation  shall 
have  a  retrospective  effect,  they  should 
say  BO  on  the  face  of  it.  It  is  bad 
enough  for  it  to  be  retrospective  under 
any  circumstances,  but  if  that  is  to  be 
so,  it  should  be  expressly  set  forth  on 
the  face  of  the  document  itself.  I  do 
not  know  what  line  the  Government  will 
assume  towards  this  Amendment,  but 
I  think  it  will  be  hard  to  show  that  there 
is  anything  unreasonable  in  it,  having 
regard  to  tiie  oonstruction — ^the  peculiar 
construction  —  which  the  Government 
have  given  to  preceding  sections — and 
to  their  expressed  intention  that  a  die* 
trict  should  be  proclaimed  after  a  crime 
has  been  committed.  The  principle  of 
the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  cannot  be  fur- 
ther questioned  as  it  has  been  sanctioned, 
but,  at  any  rate,  that  principle  need  not 
be  carried  to  a  needless  extent.  And 
though  that  principle  of  making  the 
Proclamation  retrospective  in  certain 
oases  where  necessary  may  be  sanctioned, 
it  should  only  be  retrospective  by  virtue 

Mr.  Dillon 


of  an  express  statement.  I  beg  to  move 
that  Amendment. 

The  chairman  :  The  same  objec- 
tion applies  to  the  addition  of  these 
words  that  I  have  already  made  with 
regard  to  the  alteration  that  I  have 
already  dealt  with. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
I  have  an  Amendment  to  provide  that 
the  offence  must  have  been  committed 
within  some  date  previous  to  the  issue 
of  the  Proclamation,  and  I  would  pro* 

fose  that  it  should  be  within  one  month, 
would  move  the  insertion  of  these 
words: — '*  Provided  that  such  offence 
should  have  been  committed  within  one 
month  prior  to  the  date  of  such  Procla- 
mation.'' It  is  only  reasonable  to  ask 
that  they  should  issue  their  Proclamation 
at  once  after  the  offence,  and  that  the 
people  should  have  notice  of  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  deal  with  such 
offences,  and  that  the  all-seeing  eye  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  is  upon  their 
iniquity.  It  is  reasonable  to  provide 
that  they  should  not  be  allowed  to  run 
on  in  their  ignorance  without  some 
warning  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment— that  there  should  be  something 
like  a  Statute  of  Limitations.  That  is 
only  reasonable  in  such  matters,  if  any- 
thing that  comes  from  these  Benches  is 
reasonable.   I  move  that  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

After  line  4,  to  insert  the  words  "  Provided 
that  such  offence  has  been  committed  within 
one  month  from  the  date  of  Proclamation."— 
{Mr.  T,  M,  Healy.) 

Question  proposed,'^  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  holmes  (who  was  very  indis- 
tinctly heard)  was  understood  to  say 
that  the  point  had  already  been  dis- 
cussed and  decided,  so  far  as  its  prin- 
ciple was  concerned. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land does  not  suppose  that  he  has  said 
one  word  by  way  of  meeting  my  argu- 
ment. He  has  said  that  this  was  pre- 
viously f  uUy  discussed ;  but  it  was  not. 
My  proposition  is  that  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant should  not  have  a  right  in  De- 
cember to  issue  a  Proclamation  that 
should  reach  back  for  two  years.  That 
is  a  most  reasonable  thing.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  has  recom- 
mended WB  measure  on  the  ground  that 
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it  is  a  moderate  Bill,  which  only  refers  to 
proclaimed  districts.  But  what  is  the 
good  of  such  an  argument  if  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  by  a  mere  scratch  of  his 
pen — if  by  the  mere  autograph  of  the 
Lord  Lieutenant — he  can  apply  the  Bill 
to  the  whole  of  Ireland,  and  make  it 
absolutely  operative  at  any  time  ?  For 
that  reason  we  bring  in  a  proposal  to 
mitigate  that,  by  proposing  that  if  you 
do  proclaim,  your  Proclamation  shall 
only  go  back  to  some  particular  crime. 
How  is  that  met  ?  Simply  by  stating 
that  it  was  debated  before.  If  it  was 
debated  before  it  was  decided  before, 
and  if  decided  before  it  is  necessary, 
because  it  must  be  in  relation  to  some- 
thing which  is  already  an  active  prin- 
ciple in  the  Bill.  It  is,  therefore,  neces- 
sary to  introduce  this  provision,  for 
nothing  could  be  more  calculated  to 
promote  harmony  in  the  attitude  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  clause 
brings  in  and  negatives  the  action 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  has  been  comment- 
ing upon  from  the  commencement.  He 
says  the  proposal  is  limited,  and  very 
properly,  to  proclaimed  districts,  when  I 
say  that  the  whole  thing  dates  back  to 
the  very  passing  of  the  Act.  You  should 
be  obliged  to  proclaim  a  district  from 
the  commencement.  Do  not  get  up  in 
the  middle  of  the  night  and  induce  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  to  put  his  signature  to 
some  Proclamation  bringing  the  whole 
of  Ireland  under  the  operation  of  the 
Bill  from  the  very  date  of  his  sign 
manual.  That  is  an  absurdity,  and  I 
submit  that  that  contention  ought  to  be 
met  in  some  other  way  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Either  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary's  argu- 
ment at  the  commencement  of  the  pro- 
ceedings on  this  Bill  was  good,  or  it  was 
bad.  If  it  were  bad,  there  is  a  com- 
plete negative  to  the  proposal.  I  am 
surprised  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  should  have  made 
this  proposal  in  the  spirit  in  which  he 
has  made  it.  If  one  month  does  not 
suit  him  will  two  months  satisfy  him  ? 
If  one  year  does  not  suit  him  will  two 
years?  This  is  a  Bill  for  perpetuity. 
The  day  after  the  passing  of  this  Bill 
a  summons  may  be  issued  in  order  to 
put  you  into  gaol  for  six  months.  Was 
anything  more  absurd  ?  You  say  that 
the  whole  of  Ireland  does  not  require 
this  Act.    That  is  your  point.    But  be- 


cause some  policeman  has  something 
against  a  man  in  his  note-book  he  is  to 
have  the  immediate  power  of  summon- 
ing that  man.  I  think  the  Government 
ought  to  proclaim  the  whole  of  Ireland 
at  once.  If  you  can  proclaim  a  district 
seven  years  hence,  and  apply  summary 
jurisdiction  powers  when  all  the  wit- 
nesses have  disappeared,  and  the  me* 
mory  of  man  has  been  dimmed  to  a 
large  extent  as  to  the  transactions  which 
were  the  subject  of  the  legal  proceed- 
ings, you  are  bringing  about  a  mere 
travesty  of  justice.  Crime,  if  punished 
at  all,  should  be  punished  immediately. 
The  least  we  can  ask  of  the  Government 
is  that  where  crimes  are  committed  they 
should  bring  them  within  the  region  of 
punishment,  somewhere  or  other,  with- 
out delay. 

Me.  holmes  :  I  would  point  out 
that  under  the  summary  jurisdiction 
powers  of  this  Bill  persons  cannot  be 
prosecuted  for  offences  committed  more 
than  six  months  before  the  trial  of  the 
offence. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY(Cork):  I 
am  surprised  that  there  should  be  a 
controversy  on  a  question  of  fact  as  to 
what  happened  at  a  previous  stage  of 
these  debates ;  but  I  was  obliged  to  take 
the  direct  issue  from  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  on  this  matter,  that  it  had 
been  properly  discussed  at  a  previous 
stage.  The  first  paragraph  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  Amend- 
ment is  this — whether,  when  summary 
jurisdiction  is  declared  by  Proclamation 
to  be  in  force  in  a  district,  it  really 
applies  to  offences  committed  in  the  dis- 
trict after  the  passing  of  the  Act, 
whether  before  or  after  the  date  of  the 
Proclamation  ;  the  question  is,  is  the 
Proclamation  to  be  retrospective — not  is 
it  to  be  absolutely  retrospective,  but  is 
it  to  be  retrospective  as  regards  the 
period  between  the  passing  of  the  Act 
and  the  issue  of  the  Proclamation?  I 
contest  the  assertion  that  this  matter  has 
ever  been  discussed  in  any  shape  or  form 
before.  I  can  tell  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  what  happened.  I 
moved  that  in  the  2nd  clause  of  the  Bill, 
after  the  word  ^^  shall,"  the  words 
'^  after  the  passing  of  this  Act  "  should 
be  added ;  and  I  did  so  on  the  ground 
that  the  word  '*  shall"  meant  here  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  that  there  could  be 
no  harm  in  making  the  meaning  clearer. 

I  Sixteenth  Ntght,\ 
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The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  got  up  then  and  told  me  that 
my  Amendment  did  not  do  anything, 
and  did  not  make  anything  clearer ;  and, 
therefore,  the  Government  could  not 
assent  to  it.  Thereupon  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  sat  down,  and,  if  my  recol- 
lection serves  me  rightly,  it  was  because 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  gave  us  such  a 
sharp  answer,  and  did  not  even  conde- 
scend to  discuss  the  matter,  that  an  hon. 
Friend  of  mine  on  this  side  of  the  House 
immediately  moved  to  report  Progress, 
as  an  expression  of  dissatisfaction  with 
the  manner  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  treated  us.  On  no 
previous  occasion  has  the  point  touched 
by  this  Amendment  been  raised.  The 
only  reply  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  ventured  to  give  to  this 
Amendment  on  the  merits  of  it,  is  that 
an  offence  to  which  the  2nd  clause  of  the 
Bill  applies  could  not  be  prosecuted  more 
than  six  months  after  the  issue  of  the 
Proclamation,  after  the  passing  of  this 
Bill.  I  can  tell  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
that  the  matter  is  not  at  all  so  clear  as 
he  thinks.  No  doubt  the  general  law  as 
to  the  summary  trial  of  offences  is  that 
a  case  should  be  proceeded  with  within 
six  months;  but  if  he  will  take  up  a 
subsequent  clause  of  the  Bill  he  will  see 
that  the  point  is  not  so  clear  as  he  thinks. 
I  think  that  the  period  of  six  months  is 
a  most  extravagant  period,  considered 
as  the  period  of  limitation  for  the  2nd 
clause  of  this  Bill.  It  is  to  be  suggested 
that  where  an  offence  is  to  be  committed 
— an  offence  of  the  character  that  will 
warrant  the  Proclamation  of  the  district 
— ^that,  with  a  provision  of  this  kind 
staring  you  in  the  face,  the  Government 
would  deliberately  wait  six  months,  and 
then  proclaim  the  district  when  all  re- 
collection of  the  matter,  in  respect  of 
which  it  was  proclaimed,  has  passed 
away.  I  intend  at  a  later  stage  to  move 
that  the  period  of  limitation  may  be 
reduced  to  two  months;  and,  if  an 
Amendment  of  this  kind  is  accepted, 
plainly  there  will  be  some  force  in  the 
last  argument  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman.  As  long  as  the 
clause  stands  in  its  present  form  there 
is  a  doubt  in  the  matter.  I  think, 
therefore,  that  the  Amendment  should 
be  accepted. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HAREINGTON  (Dublin, 
Harbour) :    I   think    we  have  a  claim 
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upon  the  other  side  in  this  matter.  We 
stand  here  in  the  position  of  condemned 
criminals.  \Criee  of  "  Hear,  hear!"! 
Yes,  in  the  position  of  oondemned 
criminals,  and  you  are  the  judge,  the 
jury,  and  the  hangman. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  Member 
will  please  address  the  Chair. 

Mr.  T.  C.  HARRINGTON:  I  am 
afraid  that  my  remarks  are  rather 
strong.  Sir,  to  address  to  the  Chair.  I 
think,  as  I  was  saying,  we  have  a  right 
to  appeal  to  the  House.  Notwithstand- 
ing the  short  period  the  Government 
have  allotted  to  us  for  our  repentance 
and  the  making  up  of  our  affairs,  the 
Government  very  irreverently  break  in 
upon  us  by  shouting  "Divide,  divide!" 
I  think  we  have  not  decided — as  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  has  tried 
to  lead  the  Committee  to  consider  that 
we  have  decided — I  think  we  have  not 
decided  yet  this  period  of  six  months 
with  regard  to  summary  jurisdiction, 
because  if  we  had  so  decided  the  matter 
we  should  not  have  been  discussing  the 
point  now.  What  we  have  to  decide  at 
this  moment  is,  whether  the  Ghovemment 
wish  to  put  down  crime  in  Ireland  or 
not.  They  say  they  do ;  then  I  grant 
you  that  you  wish  to  do  so.  Do  yon 
wish  to  do  so  promptly,  or  to  allow  an 
inordinate  time  to  elapse  after  the  issae 
of  the  Proclamation  ?  I  think  that  ia  a 
very  simple  issue,  and  I  think  that  if 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  apply  themsel?e8 
to  matters  before  them,  they  will  nearly 
all  be  on  our  side  in  this  matter.  Once 
in  a  while  I  think  it  would  be  a  great 
deal  if  they  could  say — **  You  see  we  are 
not  such  bad  fellows  after  all."  The 
Lord  Lieutenant  is  to  receive  power  to 
proclaim  a  district  for  the  purpose  of 
summary  jurisdiction.  We  ask  that, 
after  that  Proclamation  is  issued,  steps 
should  be  taken  to  try  the  cases  whi€h 
have  been  the  cause  of  this  Proclamation. 
We  wish  to  insert  the  limit  of  a  month 
in  the  Amendment,  believing'  that  this 
will  leave  sufficient  time  for  all  the  pur- 
poses  of  the  prosecution  of  the  crime; 
but  if  the  Government  think  that  any 
limit  between  six  months  and  a  month 
is  reasonable,  they  should  point  it  ont. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  has  deceived  the 
House  by  stating  that  it  is  decided  that 
these  matters  should  be  prosecuted 
within  six  months  of  the  issue  of  the 
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Proclamation.  We  are  making  a  new 
Criminal  Law — we  have  not  yet  decided 
the  point  of  time.  When  we  come  to 
the  question  we  shall  have  the  privi- 
lege of  voting  on  it.  It  is  quite  pos- 
sible that  the  six  months  may  not 
he  accepted.  If  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  says  that  one  month 
is  not  sufficient,  then  we  will  make 
a  compromise,  and  say  two  months ; 
but  I  think  it  is  a  very  bad  comment 
upon  one's  apparent  anxiety  for  the 
passing  of  the  Crimes  Act,  and  on  the 
statement  of  anyone  who  says  there  is  a 
great  need  for  it,  to  say  that  you  are 
afraid  to  limit  yourselves  to  a  month 
or  two  months  after  the  issuing  of  the 
Proclamation  for  the  prosecution  of  the 
offence.  If  the  Government  have  the 
same  desire  that  they  say  they  have  to 
prosecute  offences  summarily,  they  would 
not  throw  any  objection  in  the  way  of 
grappling  with  those  offences  at  once. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.): 
The  sub- section  that  we  have  here  is  a 
most  vague  and  general  one,  and  might 
be  supposed  to  be  dealing  entirely  with 
procedure.  I  would  propose  that  a 
limitation  should  be  accepted  to  this 
effect — '*  Subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  section  of  the  Petty  Sessions 

(Ireland)  Act,  1851."  I  leave  the  sec- 
tion blank,  because  for  the  moment  I  do 
not  remember  which  it  is.  I  would  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  my  previous  Amend- 
ment, in  order  that  the  Government  may 
accept  this  limitation  to  that  point. 

Mr.  holmes  :  I  do  not  think  there 
will  be  any  objection  to  that,  if  it  were 
found  necessary  ;  but  we  shall  see  later 
on  how  that  is.  When  we  come  to  the 
Eeport  stage  we  shall  be  able  to  decide 
whether  or  not  it  would  be  advisable  to 
adopt  the  precedent  of  the  Act  of  1851  to 
meet  the  difficulty. 

Mr.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork:) 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
promised  me  that  he  would  point  out 
the  distinction  between  this  case  and 
other  cases  to  which  he  referred  where 
offences  had  been  rendered  punishable 
by  summary  conviction — cases  in  which 
offences  were  rendered  summary  offences 
for  all  purposes.  We  asked  the  Govern- 
ment to  give  a  summary  punishment  for 
offences  which  were  indictable  offences. 
They  refused  to  do  so.  I  moved  an 
Amendment  to  the  effect  that  if  the 
Government  would  treat  these  offences 
as    summary  offences  they  should  be 
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summary  offences  for  all  purposes ;  but, 
as  I  say,  they  declined  to  accept  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  :  The 
Amendment  I  propose  to  the  proposed 
Amendment  is  as  follows: — To  leave  out 
the  last  line  of  this  Amendment  the 
words  '^before  or  after  the  passing  of 
this  Act,"  in  order  to  insert  *'  after  the 
date  of  such  Proclamation."  You  will 
notice  that  the  second  paragraph  of  tho 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
Amendment  relates  to  Section  3  or 
Section  4  of  this  Act  which  deals  with 
special  juries,  or  change  of  place  of  trial, 
just  as  the  first  paragraph  refers  to 
Section  2  of  the  Act  relating  to  sum- 
mary jurisdiction.  The  second  paragraph 
set  forth  that  when  the  Proclamation  has 
been  issued,  declaring  that  Section  3  or 
Section  4  is  in  force,  those  sections  shall 
apply  to  crimes  committed  in  the  district 
before  or  after  the  passing  of  the  Act. 
The  first  paragraph  is  only  retrospective 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act ;  but  it  will 
be  observed  that  so  far  as  Section  3  and 
Section  4  are  concerned,  according  to  the 
second  paragraph  of  the  Amendment, 
the  provision  is  retrospective  indefinitely. 
I  maintain  that  this  is  a  most  monstrous 
proposition.  The  Government,  in  order 
to  make  out  any  ground  whatever  for 
such  a  time  as  that,  ought  to  have  placed 
before  us  a  large  mass  of  undiscovered 
and  unpunished  crime  in  Ireland.  But 
they  have  done  nothing  of  the  kind.  I 
contend  that  as  they  have  failed  to  lay 
before  the  Committee  details  of  any 
large  amount  of  undiscovered  and  un- 
punished crime  in  Ireland,  as  with  the 
system  of  packing  juries  they  might 
have  been  supposed  to  have  been  able  to 
deal  with,  we  are,  at  least,  entitled  to  re- 
quire that  they  should  not  make  such  a 
proposal  as  this  indefinitely  retrospec- 
tive. This  I  conceive  to  be  a  most  im* 
portant  Amendment  which  I  propose; 
and  it  is  one  which  we  think  natural  and 
reasonable  that  the  House  should  accept, 
and  it  is  one  which  we  shall  make  a  great 
struggle  to  get  the  Committee  to  adopt. 
If  you  turn  back  to  Clauses  3  and  4,  that 
were  debated  at  considerable  length  by 
the  Committee,  you  will  see  that  a  most 
tremendous  machinery  has  been  given 
for  the  changing  of  venue  and  the  pack- 
ing of  the  jury.  But  those  are  not  all 
the  powers  the  Government  take  to  de- 
prive a  prisoner  of  his  chance  of  fair 
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play,  for  in  Clause  15 — as  I  suppose  by 
the  Besolution  the  Committee  is  coming 
to  at  the  termination  of  these  proceed- 
ings we  shall  be  deprived  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing — the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant is  to  have,  in  future,  power  to 
make  rules,  by  the  advice  of  the  Privy 
Council,  for  an  immense  number  of 
matters  dealing  with  the  conduct  of  the 
criminal  trials  in  Lreland  which  come 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  I  am 
not  lawyer  enoueh  to  understand  how 
far  the  chance  of  the  prisoner  is  inter- 
fered with  by  the  vast  number  of  these 
provisions '  that  seem  to  hand  over  the 
whole  procedure  of  the  Criminal  Law  in 
Ireland  into  the  hands  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. The  Lord  Lieutenant  is  not 
only  empowered  to  deal  with  indictments, 
writs,  processes,  and  so  forth,  including 
a  ffreat  many  matters  that  I  do  not 
understand,  but  he  is  also  entitled  to 
make  rules,  in  cases  where  special  juries 
are  required,  as  to  the  number  of  jurors 
that  are  to  be  required  on  every  panel. 
That  is  to  complete  the  machinery  when 
a  jury  is  to  be  packed — where  the  panel 
is,  perhaps,  no  more  than  200  or  300,  and 
the  whole  of  the  special  jurors  of  the 
district  are  brought  in.  Tnat  being  so, 
seeing  that  this  tremendous  machinery 
is  being  adopted,  is  it  not  reasonable  to 
ask  that  if  the  Government  want  the 
machinery  to  be  retrospective  they 
should  tell  us  what  class  of  cases  they 
mean  to  apply  it  to  ?  If  this  Committee 
would  act  with  even  a  show  of  decency, 
if  they  wiU  not  accept  this  Amendment, 
I  think  they  should  insist  on  the  Govern- 
ment stating  fairly  and  honestly  who  are 
the  men,  and,  if  they  cannot  say  that,  at 
any  rate  what  are  the  offences  they  have 
in  their  mind  when  they  ask  for  this  re- 
trospective power.  The  Government 
ought  to  have  in  their  minds — and  I  am 
certain  they  have — a  perfectly  clear  idea 
of  the  particular  offences  they  wish  to 
have  this  retrospective  power  for.  They 
have  not  stated  to  the  Committee  what 
these  offences  are  and  what  their  demand 
has  reference  to.  We  are  entitled  to  insist 
upon  hearing  from  the  Government  a 
frank  and  full  statement  of  what  class 
of  oases  this  retrospective  machinery  is 
to  be  applied  to  before  this  provision 
is  to  be  allowed  to  pass.  It  must  be 
manifest  to  every  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  it  cannot  have  any  effect  in 
the  way  of  repression  of  crime  in  Ire- 
land, because  in  the  course  of  the  early 
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debates  on  the  second  reading  of  this 
Bill,  and  previous  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill,  it  was  admitted  by  the 
Government  that  the  condition  of  crime 
in  Ireland,  more  especially  undetected 
and  unpunished  crime,  was  not  of  an. 
abnormal  or  very  shocking  character. 
If  the  Government  are  honest  in  their 
contention,  and  their  object  is  to  get  at 
certain  serious  crime,  like  the  murder  of 
Murphy  which  took  place  near  Killar- 
ney,  and  the  murder  of  the  Emergency- 
man  in  the  County  of  Clare,  those  crimes 
being  committed  in  small  restricted  dis* 
tricts,  they  would  not  be  put  forward  for 
the  whole  of  Ireland  as  an  excuse  for 
this  Act.  But  the  fact  is  that  a  so- 
called  criminal  conspiracy,  which  em- 
braces three-fourths  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  is  under  this  measure  to  be  left 
at  the  mercy  of  a  packed  jury,  and  con« 
demned  simply  and  solely  because  cer- 
tain murders  have  been  committed  in  a 
small  portion  of  the  County  of  Kerry 
and  in  a  small  portion  of  the  County  of 
Clare.  I  cannot  but  expect  that  con- 
siderable and  prolonged  debate  will  take 
place  on  this  clause  if  the  Government 
do  not  yield  to  the  reasonable  proposal 
of  this  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  in  last  line,  to  leave 
out  the  words  *'  before  or  after  the  pass- 
ing of  this  Act,"  in  order  to  insert  the 
words  ''  after  the  date  of  such  Proclama- 
tion."—(J/r.  milon.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  proposed  Amendment." 

Mr.  holmes  :  It  is  very  much  to 
be  regretted  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  in  his  place  on  the  evening  of 
Tuesday,  7th  June,  because  he  would 
have  found  that  an  Amendment  was 
moved  to  insert  in  Clause  3,  after  the 
word  **  where,"  the  words  "  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act."  A  great  deal  of 
argument  then  took  place,  and  it  was 
strongly  urged  that  the  clause  should 
not  be  retrospective.  The  hon.  Member 
who  moved  that  Amendment  spoke  some 
time  on  it.  He  was  replied  to  by  my- 
self. Three  or  four  hon.  Members  spoke 
to  the  question  from  the  Benches  op- 
posite, and  one  speech  which  we  listened 
to  was  very  much  the  same  as  that  we 
have  just  heard  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man asking  what  crimes  this  Act  vrould 
apply  to.    That  hon.  Member  also  was 
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answered,  and  after  considerable  discus- 
sion the  hon.  Gentleman  withdrew  his 
Amendment.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  known  this  I  am  sure  he 
would  not  have  gone  on  with  his  pro- 
posal. It  is  to  be  regretted  that  on 
Wednesday  afternoon,  8th  June,  he  was 
not  in  his  place  at  half-past  3  of  the 
clock,  when  another  and  a  similar 
Amendment  was  moved  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  North  Done- 
gal (Mr.  O'Doherty).  I  cannot  say 
whether  we  divided  on  that  Amend- 
ment, but  I  think  wo  did.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Richard  Webster)  has  gone 
out  to  see  whether  wo  did  or  not.  The 
Amendment  was  discussed,  at  any  rate, 
and  a  speech  was  made  very  similar  to 
that  delivered  on  the  occasion  of  the 
moving  of  the  former  Amendment.  If 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Dillon) 
is  in  Order  in  moving  the  present  Amend- 
ment, it  is  because  of  the  technical  cir- 
cumstance that  the  original  Amend- 
ment was  withdrawn.  I  must  decline 
to  discuss  a  matter  which  was  discussed 
so  lately  as  Tuesday  and  Wednesday  in 

Mr.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.):  The 
proposed  Amendment  is  to  insert  '*  after 
the  date  of  such  Proclamation."  The 
Amendment  negatived  was  ''  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act ; "  there  is  a  great 
distinction ;  aad  I  submit  that,  if  there 
had  been  a  decision,  the  effect  of  that 
decision  would  have  been  to  render  this 
proposed  Amendment  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  wholly  irregular. 

Thb  CHAIRMAN:  The  effect  of 
that  Amendment  evidently  was  to  make 
the  provisions  of  Section  4  applicable  to 
crimes  committed  before  the  passing  of 
the  Act  as  well  as  after.  But  in  the 
case  of  Section  3  the  Amendment  was 
withdrawn ;  therefore  the  point  is  prac- 
tically open  with  respect  to  Clause  3. 
The  matter  can  only  be  dealt  with  by  the 
Committee  as  regards  Section  3. 

Mr.  CHANCE:  The  fact  of  that 
Amendment  could  not  extend  or  di- 
minish the  effect  of  the  words  ''  com- 
mitted in  a  proclaimed  district."  These 
are  the  words  we  are  now  seeking  to 
define,  and  I  submit  to  you.  Sir,  that  in 
pursuance  of  your  ruling  it  is  open  to 
us  to  define  the  words  ''  committed  in  a 
proclaimed  district." 

The  CHAIRMAN :  No ;  I  have  not 
said  that  the  words  ''committed  in  a 


proclaimed  district "  have  any  reference 
to  the  date  of  the  Proclamation.  It  is  a 
mere  question  of  geographical  descrip- 
tion. Last  Wednesday  it  was  decided 
that  Section  4  should  be  equally  appli- 
cable 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  All  I  can 
do  is  to  divide  the  Committee  on  the 
question  of  the  special  jury,  as  the 
special  jury  is  the  machinery  by  which 
the  Government  will  be  able  to  try  my- 
self and  others  for  recent  transactions  in 
which  we  were  engaged. 

Mr.  CHANCE:  Would  it  be  in 
Order,  Mr.  Courtney,  to  move  to  leave 
out  the  words  **  before  or  ?  " 

The  CHAIRMAN:  It  is  impossible 
to  avoid  the  substantial  question.  The 
question  was  concluded,  as  I  have  told 
the  hon.  Member,  by  the  vote  of  last 
Wednesday. 

Mr.  chance  :  All  I  asked,  Sir,  was 
whether  it  would  be  in  order  to  move  to 
leave  out  the  words  **  before  or?" 

The  chairman  :  No ;  not  as  re- 
gards  Section  4. 

Mr.  chance  :  Then  I  move  to  add, 
after  the  word  **  Act,"  **  as  to  Section  4, 
and  as  to  Section  3  after  the  date  of  such 
Proclamation."  I  submit,  Sir,  that  that 
will  be  in  Order. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  add,  at  the  end 
thereof,  the  words,  **  as  to  Section  4, 
and  as  to  Section  3  after  the  date  of 
such  Proclamation." — ( Mr,  Chance,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  added  to  the  proposed  Amendment." 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Lougford,  N.) : 
I  think  it  would  be  only  reasonable  for 
the  Government  to  tell  us  the  exact 
number  of  people  they  intend  this  sec- 
tion to  apply  to.  We  shall  not  dispute 
the  desirability  of  this  provision;  but 
we  are,  at  all  events,  entitled  to  know  if 
the  Government  have  some  warranty 
and  necessity  for  this  provision,  and 
who  are  the  persons  it  is  to  apply  to.  If 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  is  indicted  he  may 
be  taken  to  Belfast,  and  tried  by  a 
special  jury. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man asks  who  are  the  persons  against 
whom  indictments  will  be  brought.  If  he 
will  put  a  Question  to  me  in  the  ordinary 
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teay  I  will  try  to  answer  it.  He  then 
referred  to  proceediDgs  taken  against 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  lor 
East  Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon.)  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  is  aware  that  those  proceed- 
ings have  been  abandoned  by  the  Go- 
vernment, and  that  they  do  not  intend 
to  take  any  further  steps  in  regard 
to  them.  That  was  announced  in  all 
the  public  newspapers,  and  therefore  it 
is  hardly  conceivable  that  the  Grown 
will  revive  those  proceedings. 

Mb.  chance  (Kilkenny,  S.) :  Those 
proceedings  were  undoubtedly  dropped 
in  County  Dublin;  but  I  have  seen 
nothing  to  prevent  my  hon.  Friend 
being  dragged  up  to  County  Antrim, 
and  there  tried  by  a  jury  of  12  land- 
lords.  There  has  certainly  been  a  Par- 
liamentary evasion  of  the  question 
asked.  We  have  asked  whether  it  is  in- 
tended, in  respect  to  those  transactions, 
to  bring  the.hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo 
(Mr,  Dillon)  and  his  political  Col- 
leagues before  a  jury  in  the  North  of 
Ireland  under  Section  4  of  this  Bill? 
We  believe  that  it  is  intended  to  revive 
those  proceedings ;  we  believe  that  this 
Amendment  has  been  moved  for  the 
purpose  of  making  it  clear  to  the  Courts 
that  the  Executive  will  be  entitled  to 
revive  the  proceedings ;  and  we  ask  for  a 
plain  answer,  Yes  or  No,  upon  the  sub- 
j  ect.  I  must  remark  that,  having  limited 
us  to  four  and  a-half  days',  or  there- 
abouts, discussion,  it  is  in  the  highest 
degree  unreasonable  and  unfair  for  the 
Government  to  put  down  an  Amendment 
of  this  character,  which  certainly  raises 
very  contentious  matter,  and  re-opens 
questions  which  have  been  already 
argued  and  decided. 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  I  think  it  will  be  a  sufficient 
answer  to  the  last  charge  brought 
against  the  Government  when  I  say 
that  you.  Sir,  have  ruled  that,  as  regards 
three  of  these  special  sections,  the  mat- 
ter has  been  already  decided  by  the 
Committee.  Hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  opposite  appear  to  understand 
the  language  of  the  Treasury  Bench  as 
always  used  in  a  different  sense  to  that 
intended,  and  I  do  appeal  to  English 
Members  to  believe  that  when  I  state 
that  proceedings  have  been  abandoned 
I  state  what  I  mean — that  proceedings 
have  been  really  abandoned  and  will 
not  be  revived. 
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Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  It  is  all 
very  fine  for  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  to  get  into  a 
frenzy » over  this  question,  and  to  say 
the  Government  mean  what  they  say. 
I  will  not  contradict  his  assertion,  but  I 
have  practical  experience  of  the  way 
things  are  conducted  in  Ireland;  they 
are  conducted  differently  to  the  way  they 
are  described  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  have  gone  through  this  business.  I 
was  proceeded  against  last  winter ;  first 
of  all,  in  a  police  court  in  County  Gaiway. 
The  proceedings  there  were  definitely 
dropped  by  the  Crown,  and  notice  was 
served  on  me  at  my  house  in  Dublia 
that  those  proceedings  were  at  an  end. 
Then  I  was  proceeded  against  in  the 
City  of  Dublin  in  respect  to  the  very 
same  transactions.  I  was  transferred 
to  the  County  of  Dublin,  and  then  the 
trial  proceeded,  and  the  Crown  was 
defeated.  They  intended  to  proceed 
again  at  a  subsequent  Assize,  but  they 
changed  their  mind,  and  gave  notice 
that  the  proceedings  were  dropped. 
I  have  been  twice  proceeded  against 
on  the  same  transactions.  Having  re- 
ceived notice  before  the  proceedings 
in  the  City  of  Dublin  that  the  proceed- 
ings would  be  dropped,  I  have  no  con- 
fidence, even  after  the  statement  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  that  I 
shall  not  be  proceeded  against  again  on 
the  same  transactions.  This  may  appear 
a  trivial  and  absurd  thing  to  some  hon. 
Members ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I  do 
want  something  more  straightforward 
and  plain  from  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  before  we  allow  this  section 
to  pass.  He  stated  that  the  Crown  had 
no  intention  of  resuscitating  these  pro- 
ceeding^. Now,  this  is  a  retrospective 
clause,  and  may  be  used  against  the 
men  who  were  tried  in  Dublin  last 
winter,  or  against  others  who  took  part 
along  with  them.  I  am  not  thinking  of 
ourselves  alone,  but  of  the  hundreds 
and  thousands  of  men  who  are  engaged 
in  similar  work.  If  these  clauses  are 
passed  in  their  present  shape  we  and 
many  others  will  be  absolutely  at  the 
mercy  of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, who  is  exceedingly  polite  in  this 
House,  but  who  is  the  very  reverse  when 
he  is  proseoutiDg  in  Green  Street.  When 
he  gets  us  into  Court  he  will  hit  below 
the  belt.  [*'  Oh,  oh  ! "]  I  mean  that 
he  will  hit  below  the  belt  in  the  sense  of 
packing  juries  in  a  legal  sense.    He  will 
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resort,  as  every  Irish  ofRcial  before  bim 
has  resorted,  to  every  legal  dodge  to 
secure  the  conviction  that  the  Castle  has 
set  its  heart  upon.  Therefore,  it  is 
absurd  to  expect  our  opposition  will  be 
disarmed  by  the  plausible  statements  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  and 
by  his  appeals  to  English  Members. 
We  know  perfectly  well  what  we  in 
Ireland  have  to  expect  from  the  Irish 
Government.  Unless  the  Government 
will  give  us  an  assurance  that  this  par- 
ticular retrospective  power  will  not  bo 
used  in  the  way  we  fear  it  will,  it  is  our 
bounden  duty  to  resist  this  Amendment 
to  the  last. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  We  are  asked 
to  believe  what  the  Government  say. 
But  we  are  dealing  with  Gentlemen 
who,  when  they  were  elected,  said  they 
did  not  mean  to  propose  coercion,  yet 
they  have  brought  in  this  Bill.  It  is 
absolutely  necessary  we  should  examine 
very  closely  the  words  used  by  the 
Government.  Now,  I  asked  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  whom 
this  section  is  to  apply — not  an  unreason- 
able question  to  ask.  He  says  that  if  I 
will  put  a  Question  upon  the  Paper  he 
will  endeavour  to  answer  it.  Does  he 
think  we  have  nothing  to  do  but  to 
write  out  Questions  to  be  asked  in  this 
House  ? 

Mr.  holmes  :  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  asked  me  to  what  number  of 
persons  the  section  was  intended  to 
apply,  and  I  asked  that  he  should  put  a 
Question  in  the  usual  way  upon  the 
point. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  When  Sir 
George  Trevelyan  was  in  Office  he 
found  all  his  information  in  his  box. 
When  the  Government  knew  this  clause 
was  coming  on,  is  it  reasonable  they 
should  think  it  sufficient  to  say  that  it 
is  similar  in  effect  to  the  provision  dis- 
cussed last  Wednesday  ?  Last  Wednes- 
day we  asked  for  this  information,  and 
now,  forsooth,  we  are  to  be  put  to  the 
trouble  of  writiug  out  a  question  to  get 
at  the  information !  What  is  the  g^od 
of  having  a  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  if  he  cannot 
telegraph  to  Dublin  to  get  information 
on  such  points  as  these  ?  You  do  not 
spare  expense,  and  I  do  think  it  is 
reasonable  when  you  put  a  special 
Amendment  on  the  Paper,  evidently  the 
result  of  second  thoughts,  and  not  at  all 
arising  out  of  the  JUU  as  originally 


framed,  that  you  should  give  us  the  in- 
formation we  now  ask.  You  have  had 
plenty  of  time  to  obtain  the  information. 
We  ask  who  are  the  individuals  against 
whom  this  clause  is  iu tended  to  be  put 
in  operation?  We  have  considerable 
reason  to  complain  that  this  information 
is  not  forthcoming.  We  did,  at  least, 
expect  that  the  Department  of  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  would  have 
obtained  information  as  regards  these 
prisoners.  It  is  unreasonable  to  ask  us 
to  put  down  Questions  on  this  subject. 
If  we  do  put  down  Questions  we  shall 
be  attacked  for  doing  so ;  it  will  be  said 
they  are  nothing  but  obstructive  Ques- 
tions. Will  the  Government  give  us 
this  information  on  Ileport  ?  That  would 
be  a  fair  compromise. 

Dr.  KENNY  (Cork,  S.) :  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.Holmes) 
would  shorten  this  discussion  if  he 
could  bring  himself  to  give  a  straight- 
forward answer  to  a  straightforward 
question.  This  is  entirely  a  matter  of 
definition.  He  says  he  has  served  notice 
on  the  defendants  in  the  recent  trials 
that  he  has  discontinued  these  proceed- 
ings. What  does  he  mean  ?  Of  course, 
we  know  the  proceedings  in  Green 
Street  are  ipso  facto  discontinued.  Will 
he  say  he  does  not  intend,  under  this 
Bill,  to  bring  further  proceedings  in  re- 
ference to  transactions  out  of  which  the 
recent  trials  arose  ?  We  should  then  be 
satisfied  with  what  he  said,  because  we 
would  understand  the  meaning  of  his 
words.  But  at  present  we  do  not  under- 
stand what  he  means.  The  Government 
talk  about  not  coercing  the  Irish.  That 
is  another  case  of  definition.  We  think 
they  are  coercing  Ireland.  By-and-bye 
in  Court  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land may  say  that  when  he  said  he  was 
going  to  discontinue  these  proceedings 
he  meant  the  true  bill  given  by  the 
Grand  Jury.  What  we  want  to  know 
is  whether  any  other  prosecutions  arising 
out  of  the  recent  transactions  will  be 
instituted  ?  If  he  will  make  that  clear 
we  shall  be  satisfied. 

Mr.  chance  :  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  appealed  to  English  Gentle- 
men, and  asked  them  to  believe  what 
he  said.  I  am  sure  they  do  believe  what 
he  said.  We  believe  it.  But  I  am  a 
lawyer.  I  have  defended  my  hon. 
Friends  in  political  trials,  and  I  know 
precisely  the  value  of  what  he  said.    I 
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ask  tbo  Committee  to  note  what  he  said. 
He  couched  his  observations  in  the 
most  strict  and  accurate  legal  language, 
so  that  if  proceedings  are  taken  in  Bel- 
fast or  Antrim  against  my  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Dillon)  he  will  be  able  to  turn  to 
the  pages  of  Kaneard^  and  say  he  has 
observ^  the  very  letter  of  his  under- 
taking, although,  at  the  same  time,  he 
may  have  broken  the  spirit  of  it.  Now, 
he  has  said  the  proceedings  have  been 
abandoned.  I  assume  by  the  proceed- 
ings he  means  the  indictment  upon 
which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
East  Mayo  and  his  Colleagues  were 
brought  up  in  Green  Street  before  a 
jury  of  County  Dublin.  We  ask  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  now  to 
state  straightforwardly  and  plainly  does 
he  mean  the  Crown  will  not  take  any 
proceedings  in  respect  to  the  transac- 
tions for  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  East  Mayo  was  indicted  ? 
I  am  entitled  to  appeal  to  English  Gen- 
tlemen in  the  House,  and  I  do  appeal  to 
them  with  confidence,  that  they  should 
insist  upon  getting  a  straightforward 
answer  to  the  very  simple  question  we 
have  put.  I  warn  hon.  Gentlemen  that 
if  they  do  not  do  this  it  will  be  in  the 
power  of  the  Crown,  without  the  slightest 
breach  of  faith,  to  indict  my  hon.  Friend 
again,  this  time  in  the  North  of  Ireland, 
before  a  jury  of  Northern  landlords,  and 
in  doing  so  to  point  to  Eansard^  and 
say — **  We  have  broken  no  pledge ;  we 
did  not  continue  the  proceedings  in 
Green  Street ;  but  we  took  independent 
proceedings."  They  did  that  at  Lough- 
rea.  They  took  certain  proceedings  by 
warrant;  then  they  served  notice  that 
the  proceedings  were  abandoned,  and 
as  soon  as  the  notice  was  served  they 
served  a  summons,  recommencing  the 
very  same  proceedings  in  the  Dublin 
Courts.  I  beg  that  hon.  Gentlemen  will 
insist  upon  an  answer  being  given  to 
our  question. 

Mb.  holmes  :  It  is  quite  evident 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway  op- 
posite have  taken  up  a  position  that  no 
language  will  cause  them  to  alter.  I 
have  already  said  that  the  proceedings 
have  been  abandoned  by  the  Crown, 
and  there  is  no  intention  of  reviving 
them.  I  now  say,  further,  that  if  what 
has  been  asserted  by  hon.  Members  op- 
posite were  possible  —  namely,  that  a 
bill  against  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon)  based  upon  the  same 
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transactions  could  be  sent  up  to  Eome 
other  Grand  Jury,  it  would  only  be  pos* 
sible  by  virtue  of  the  grossest  breach  of 
faith.  I  have  no  intention  of  reviving^ 
the  proceedings,  and  I  said  the  same 
thing  half-an-hour  ago. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  116; 
Noes  233:  Majority  117.— (Div.  List, 
No.  230.)  [12.50  A.M.J 

Question  put, ''  That  the  Amendment, 
as  amended,  be  added  to  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  227  ; 
Noes  118:  Majority  109.— (Div.  List, 
No.  231.)  [1.10  a.m.] 

Question  put,  "That  Clause  5,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  229  ; 
Noes  117  :  Majority  113.     f  1.2<'>  a.m.] 

AYES. 


Addison,  J.  £.  W. 
Agg-Ghirdner,  J.  T. 
Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Allaopp,  hon.  P. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  Colonel  R. 

H.  L. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baden-Powell,  G.  S. 
Baggallay,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Balfour,  G.  W. 
Banes,  Major  G.  E. 
Barry,  A.  H.  Smith- 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Bass,  H. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  0. 
Bentinok,  W.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

De  la  Poer 
Bethell,     Commander 

G.R. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,   Colonel  H. 

B.H. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Bonsor,  H.  C.  O. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  CoL  *hon. 

F.  C. 
Bristowe,  T.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Burghley,  Lord 


Caine,  W.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Charrington,  8. 
Clarke,  Sir  £.  G. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Commerell,  Adml.  Sir 

J.  E. 
Compton,  F. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cranborne,  Viscount 
Cross,  H.  S. 
Grossman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
De  Lisle,  £.  J.  L.  U. 

P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Baron  R. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Dugdale,  J.  S. 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

W.  H. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  O. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elliot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Elton,  C.  I. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Feilden,  Lt.-Gen.  R.  J. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finlay,  R.  B. 
Fisher,  W.  5, 
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Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscouat 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Fraser,  General  C.  C. 
Qathorne-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Glhson,  J.  G. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Green,  Sir  E. 
Grimaton,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hall,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  E. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  £. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Heathcote,  Capt.  J.  H. 

Edwards- 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon -Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hill,  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hoare,  S. 
Holland,     right   hon. 

Sir  H.  T. 
Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Hornby,  W.  H. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  0. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hulse,  E.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  8. 
Isaacs,  L.  H. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kelly,  J.  R. 
Kenrick,  W. 
Kenyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
Kenvon  -  Slaney,  Col. 

Kerans,  F.  H. 

King  -  Harman,  right 

hon.  Colonel  E.  R. 
KnowleSy  L. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lambert,  C. 
Laurie,  Colonel  R.  P. 
Lawrence,  W,  F. 
Lea,  T. 
Lechmere,SirE.  A.  H. 


Lees,  E. 
L(Mghton,  S. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  M. 

Lowthcr,  hon.  W. 
Lowther,  J.  \V. 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M*Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marriott,  rt.  hn.  W.  T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  N. 

Story. 
Matthews,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  C. 
Mildmay,  F.  B.  . 
Mil  vain,  T. 
More,  R.  J. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Mount,  \V.  G. 
Mowbray,  R.  G.  C. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Muntz,  P.  A. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Viscount 
Noble,  W. 

Northcote,  hon.  H.  8. 
Norton,  R. 
Paget,  Sir  R.  H. 
PeUy,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plunket,  right  hon.  D. 

R. 
Powell,  F.  S. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Raikes,  rt.  hon.  H.  C. 
Rankin,  J. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hn.  C.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  B. 
RoUit,  Sir  A.  K. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Round,  J. 
Royden,  T.  B. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Saunderson,  Col.  E.  J. 
Sellar,:A.  C. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 

Stanhope,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Swetonham,  E. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Thorbum,  W.! 
Tollemaohe,  H.  J. 
Tomlinson,  W.  E.  M. 
Townsend,  F. 


I  Trotter,  H.  J. 
Verdin,  R. 

Walsh,  hon.  A.  H.  J. 
Webster,  Sir  R.  E. 
Weymouth.  Viscount 
Wharton,  J.  L. 
White,  J.  B. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitmore,  0.  A. 
WUson,  Sir  S. 


Wolmcr,  Viscount 
Wood  N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TELLERS. 

Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


NOES. 
Abraham,  W.   (Lime-    Marum,  E.  M. 


rick,  W.) 
Acland,  A.  H.  D. 
Allison,  R.  A. 
Blane,  A. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Burt,  T. 
Campbell,  H. 
Carew,  J.  L. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Commins,  A. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybearo,  C.  A.  V. 
Crilly,  D. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
ElUs,  J.  E. 
ElUs,  T.  E. 


Mason,  S. 
Montagu,  S. 
Morley,  A. 
NeviUe,  R. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Kerry) 
O'Connor,  J.   (Tippe- 

rarv) 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Dohertv,  J.  E. 
O'Hanlon,  T. 
O'Hea,  P. 
0' Kelly,  J. 
Puulton,  J.  M. 
Pease,  A.  E. 
Pease,  H.  F. 
Pickard,  B. 


E8monde,Sir  T.  H.  G.    Piokersgill,  E.  H. 


Erershed,  S. 
Fen  wick,  C. 
Finucane,  J. 
Foster,  Sir  B.  W. 
Fox,  Dr.  J.  F. 
Gaskell,  C.  G.  Milnes- 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Harrington,  E. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Sealo- 
Healv,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Holden,  I. 
Hooper,  J. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
James,  C.  H. 
Joicey,  J. 
Kennedy,  E.  J. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Kenny,  J.  E. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Lawson.  H.  L.  W. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Macdonald,  W.  A. 
Mac  Neill,  J.  G.  S. 
M* Arthur,  A. 
M*Arthur,  W.  A. 
M'Cartan,  M. 
McCarthy,  J. 
McDonald,  P. 
M<Lagan,  P. 
Biaitland,  W.  F. 
Marjoribanks,  rt.  hon.    Biggar,  J.  G. 
E.  SheU,  E. 


Pinkerton,  J. 
PoweU,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  R. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestley,  B. 
Provand,  A.  D. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Quinn,  T. 
Redmond,  J.  E. 
Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Rendel,  S. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Smith,  S. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Thomas,  A. 
Tuite,  J. 
Wallace,  R. 
Watt,  H. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williamson,  T. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wilson,  L 
Yeo,  F.  A. 

TBLLBBS. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,"  put,  and  agreed 
to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow, 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AMENDMENT  (IRE- 
LAND) [EXPENSES]. 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed? 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  other  night  I  asked  a 
distinct  question  as  to  the  expenses 
arising  under  this  Bill.  It  was  provided 
by  the  sub-section  which  has  been 
struck  out  that  if  a  man  was  taken  over 
to  England,  all  his  expenses  and  those 
of  his  witnesses,  counsel,  and  so  on 
would  be  paid.  I  have  already  pointed 
out  that  England  is  much  nearer  to 
some  parts  of  Ireland  than  some  parts  of 
Ireland,  such  as  Belfast,  are  to  Kerry 
and  Cork.  I  must  say  that  if  a  man 
engages  a  solicitor  or  a  counsel  in  one 
county,  or  in  one  Circuit,  and  the  venue 
of  the  trial  is  changed  to  a  division  or 
a  county,  or  a  district  where  the  solicitor 
or  counsel  does  not  practise,  the  result 
is  to  inflict  on  the  accused  person  the 
necessity  of  paying  fees  to  a  second 
counsel  and  engaging  a  second  solicitor. 
And  it  is  not  only  a  question  of  the  ex- 
pense involved.  When  a  person  re- 
quiring legal  advice  is  in  prison,  the 
solicitor  has  either  himself  to  visit  him 
or  to  send  his  clerk,  and  thereby  he  ob- 
tains the  confidence  of  the  prisoner.  If 
you  change  the  venue  to  some  distant 
place — say,  Belfast — you  throw  the  pri- 
soner into  the  hands  of  a  solicitor  of, 
perhaps,  a  totally  different  character. 
Perhaps  the  solicitor  has  found  the 
counsel.  It  is  perfectly  notorious  that 
counsel  pocket  all  the  fees  they  get, 
whether  they  have  earned  them  or  not. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  and 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Holmes)  will  not  deny  that  proposition. 
It  would  bo  a  very  great  hardship  to 
the  prisoner  if  he  was  obliged  to  fee  a 
second  counsel.  I 'will  further  say  that 
I  do  not  see  for  one  moment  why  the 


counsel  or  the  solicitors  of  a  particular 
Circuit  ought  to  be  Boycotted  in  favour 
of  the  Orange  attorneys  and  barristers 
of  the  North  of  Ireland.  I  say  this  with. 
some  feeling.  You  will  change  the 
venues  to  the  North  of  Ireland,  and 
thereby  Boycott  the  entire  Circuits  of 
Leinster,  Connaught,  and  Munster.  We 
are  entitled,  I  think,  to  base  a  distinct 
understanding  on  this  question  before 
we  allow  the  House  to  go  into  Commit- 
tee. I  am  not  at  all  in  favour  of  giving^ 
the  existing  Law  Officers  any  bigger 
salaries,  and  I  see  no  necessity  for  going 
into  Committee  if  it  is  only  for  granting 
them  these  little  consolations. 

Me.  CHANCE  (Kilkenny,  S.):  I  rise 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  pointing  out 
that  whilst  power  is  to  be  taken  for  pro- 
viding for  the  expenses  and  personal 
charges  of  counsel  and  witnesses  solici- 
tors are  to  be  omitted  altogether.  I  beg 
to  ask  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  whether  it 
will  be  competent  for  me  to  move  an 
Amendment  on  this  subject  in  Commit- 
tee, or  whether  it  is  necessary  to  pro- 
pose an  Instruction  now  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Holmes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  same  question  as  that 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy) 
raises  now  was  brought  forward  the 
other  evening  in  Committee  on  the  Bill, 
and  I  then  gave  the  answer  which  I 
must  now  repeat — namely,  that  we  pro- 
pose to  pay  all  the  costs  which  the  pri- 
soner or  accused  person  will  be  put  to 
by  teason  of  the  change  of  venue,  and 
that  this  will  be  done  on  the  same  prin- 
ciple as  was  adopted  in  the  case  of  the 
Act  of  1882.  I  can  say,  of  my  own 
knowledge,  that  under  the  Act  of  1882 
the  provision  was  carried  out  fairly  and 
liberally,  as  far  as  I  could  judge,  and  I 
am  not  aware  that  any  single  complaint 
was  made.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Healt  :  I  com- 
plained myself.]  I  wiU  just  explain 
what  I  consider  a  reasonable  case  of 
change  of  venue.  Supposing  a  prisoner 
is  arrested  in  the  County  of  Cork,  I 
admit  it  is  a  reasonable  thing  that  he 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  consult- 
ing a  solicitor  in  that  county.  Now,  if 
the  venue  is  subsequently  changed  to 
some  place  upon  another  Circuit — say, 
for  instance,  to  Waterford — I  think  it 
would  be  a  reasonable  thing  that  a  soli- 
citor who  goes  from  Cork  to  Waterford 
should  receive  the  proper  fee  payable 
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to  a  solicitor  for  pfoing  from  one  county  [ 
to  another.  But  if  the  venue  is  chanpjed, 
as,  under  most  circumstances,  it  will  bo 
changed,  to  the  Wuterford  Assizes,  there 
are  very  competent  counsel  going  on 
that  Circuit,  and  the  solicitor  only  en- 
gages his  counsel  when  they  come  upon 
Circuit.  If  the  venue  had  been  changed 
to  England,  we  considered  that  it  was 
desirable  that  the  prisoners  should  have 
the  advantage  of  obtaining  the  assist- 
ance of  counsel  whom  the  Irish  solicitor 
might  consult.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  sugpjosts  that  the  venue  might 
be  changed  after  the  jury  is  empannelled. 
I  can  quite  understand  that  it  would  be 
improper,  under  such  circumstances,  to 
deprive  a  man  of  the  counsel  who  had 
been  briefed,  and  who  knew  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.  I  know  that 
under  the  Act  of  1882,  where  arrange- 
ments were  made  to  bring  such  a  counsel 
to  the  changed  venue — [Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy  :  Ho  would  be  paid  ?]  He  would 
be  paid.  That  was  done  under  similar 
clauses  in  1882.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  appears  to  assume  that  all  these 
cases  are  to  be  transferred  to  Belfast. 
Now,  under  the  Act  of  1882,  there  was 
no  change  of  venue  from  the  South  of 
Ireland  to  Ulster.  Tiiere  were  cases  in 
which  the  venue  was  changed  from 
Ulster  to  other  parts  of  Ireland,  but  not 
from  the  South  to  Ulster.  The  cases 
that  would  be  transferred  to  the  North 
would  naturally  be  very  exceptional 
cases.  As  to  the  point  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Kilkenny  (Mr. 
Chance),  the  solicitors  are  covered  by 
the  words  of  tlie  clause. 

Mr.  speaker  :  In  answer  to  the 
question  which  was  put  to  me  by  the 
lion.  Member  for  South  Kilkenny,  I  cer- 
tainly think  that  the  Besolution  to  be 
proposed  in  Committee  would  cover  the 
expenses  which  would  be  thought  proper 
for  solicitors. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Matter  comidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and*  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Par- 
liament, of  any  allowances  that  may  be  made, 
and  Expenses  that  may  be  incurred,  under  the 
provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session 
to  make  hotter  provision  for  the  prevention 
and  punishment  of  Crime  in  Ireland." — {Mr, 
A.  J,  Balfour.) 


Mr.  T.  M.  healy  (Longford,  N.): 
In  the  main  I  think  the  answer  given 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
to  my  questions  before  going  into  Com- 
mittee   was   satisfactory ;   but   what    I 
wish  to  ask  is  whether  rules  will  ba 
made  and  hung  up  in  the  prisons,  so 
that  the  prisoners  may  understand  what 
they  are   entitled  to   claim?    When  a 
prisoner    is    subjected    to    change    of 
venue,  the  least  we  can  ask  is  that  such 
rules  shall  be  made,  and  that  he  shall 
be  able  to  understand  the   purport  of 
them.     I  have  known  of  many  cases  of 
prisoners  pleading  guilty,  simply  because 
they  could  not  afford  to  keep  their  wit- 
nesses any  longer.     Anyone  who  will 
ask  the  Judge  or  the  counsel  who  at- 
tended the  Winter  Assizes  of  1881  in 
Cork  will  learn  that  the  witnesses  for 
some  of  the  prisoners  spent  their  Christ- 
mas in  the  workhouse,  because  money 
was  not  forthcoming  to  maintain  them, 
and    the    prisoners     were     afterwards 
obliged  to  plead  guilty  because  the  wit- 
nesses could  not   be  kept  any  longer 
in  Cork.     I  heard  a  similar  complaint 
about   a  case    at  the   Assizes    in    the 
town  of  Omagh.    What,  then,  would  be 
the  case  when  witnesses  have  to    be 
sent  from  Kerry  or  Cork  to  Ulster,  hun- 
dreds of  miles    away?      How  can   an 
unfortunate  prisoner  find   the  railway 
faro   for  his  witnesses   from    Cork   to 
Belfast,  or,  it  may  be,  to  Dublin?    I 
may  be  told  that  he  has  only  to  give  the 
names  of  his  witnesses  to  the  Solicitor 
for  the  Crown.     Well,  what  would  be 
the  result  ?    They  would,  every  one  of 
them,  be  examined  by  a  Eesident  Magis- 
trate under  the  1st  clause  of  the  Bill. 
Now  that  that  section  has  been  passed 
I  cannot  conceive  the  possibility  of  any 
accused  person  escaping  conviction,  how- 
ever innocent  he  may  be.     With  this  Act 
in  your  hands  you  might  charge  the 
Archbishop  of  Dublin  with  the  Phoenix 
Park  murders,  and  I  would  undertake  to 
convict  him  in  the  twinkling  of  an  eye 
with  the  aid  of  a  packed  Dublin  or 
Ulster  jury.   The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General    for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  has  stated  that  the 
majority  of  cases  will  not  be  brought  to 
Belfast.     That  may  be  true  when  there 
is   no  political  question  involved;  but 
will  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man give  us  an  undertaking  that  if  they 
I  are  brought  to  Belfast  the  special  ex- 
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penscB  of  connrel  will  be  provided  ?  It 
is  no  good,  as  a  general  rule,  for  any 
Catholic  counsel  to  go  to  Belfast,  and 
hence  the  Bar  there  is  almost  entirely 
in  the  hands  of  a  particular  section.  Of 
course,  a  few  Catholics  are  now  going 
the  Northern  Circuit;  but  it  is  not 
worth  the  while  of  most  to  do  so.  I 
had  a  case  the  other  day  myself,  and  I 
gave  it  to  an  Orangeman  to  advise 
upon,  because  I  was  quite  sure  that  the 
integrity  of  the  Bar  was  to  be  relied 
on.  [^Hinitierial  cheers,']  Yes ;  that  may 
be  very  well  when  you  have  educated 
men  concerned;  but  the  poor  prisoners 
will  not  think  so.  You  must  assume 
that  among  the  prisoners  there  will  be 
one  innocent  man.  That  is  not  a  very 
large  assumption.  Well,  for  the  sake 
of  that  one  innocent  man  I  do  think 
that  we  should  adopt  some  precautions. 
I  think  that  when  a  counsel  nas  to  travel 
from  Kerry  to  XJleter  the  least  that  can 
be  asked  is  that  his  expenses  should  be 
paid. 

Mb.  holmes  :  The  clause  in  the  Bill 
contemplates  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
with  the  consent  of  the  Treasury,  should 
make  rules  from  time  to  time.  I  am  sorry 
to  say  that  I  cannot  assent  to  the  rest  of 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  says. 
It  amounts  to  this — that  if  there  is  a 
change  of  venue  to  Belfast  there  are  to 
be  special  fees.  I  cannot  consent  to  that. 
It  would  be  perfectlv  unnecessary  when 
upon  a  Circuit  like  the  Northern  Circuit, 
wnere  there  are,  perhaps,  50  or  60  men 
who  honourably  carry  on  the  profession 
of  the  Bar.  I  must  protest  against  the 
idea  that  amongst  those  50  or  60  men 
you  could  not  find  any  who  would  act 
with  integrity.  [Mr.  T.  M.  Hsalt  :  I 
have  said  the  reverse.]  I  must  protest 
against  the  idea  that  there  are  not  to  be 
found  on  the  Northern  Circuit  counsel  of 
the  same  ability  as  gentlemen  in  other 
parts  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  CHANCE:  The  reference  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
is,  I  presume,  to  a  case  in  which  an  old 
friend  of  the  Treasury  Bench  was  plain- 
tiff for  the  Government  and  Mr.  William 
O'Brien  was  defendant.  It  happened 
that  I  was  solicitor  for  the  defendant, 
and  I  remember  I  had  to  take  down 
counsel  and  to  pay  the  ordinary  special 
retainer.  Some  distinction  should  be 
made  in  such  cases.  No  doubt  the  ser- 
vices of  excellent  counsel  can  be  obtuned 
who  practise  in  the  locality ;  but  wit-  | 
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nesses  will  not  submit  themselves  satis* 
factorily  to  the  examination  by  counsel 
as  to  whom  they  know  nothing,  of  whom 
they  hear  that  he  is  an  Orangeman,  and 
so  forth,  and  who  they  may  see  on  an* 
other  day  prosecuting  one  of  their  own 
Party.    But  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  said  nothing  about 
the  expenses  of  witnesses.    He  did  not 
tell  us  whether  counsel  will  have  to  dis- 
close the  names  of  witnesses  first  before 
any  arrangement  will  be  made  as  to 
expenses.      We   require    some  pledge 
that  the  Crown,  having  obtained  the 
names  of  witnesses  thus,  will  not,  as 
has  been  often  done,  go  to  the  witnesses 
and  bully,  badger,  and  threaten  them 
in  order  to  get  them  to  give  evidence 
for  the  prosecution.    This  is  a  most  un- 
desirable state  of    affairs;  the  Crown 
ought  not  to  interfere  in  this  way,  and 
it  ought  to  be  rendered  impossible  to  do 
so.     We  want  assurance  that,  the  names 
having  been  submitted  to  the  Crown 
Solicitor,  that  shall  not  take  place  which 
undoubtedly  has  taken  place ;  that  some 
constable  or  sub  constable  shall  not  at- 
tempt to  work  up  the  case  for  the  pro- 
secution by  getting  at  the  witnesses  for 
the  defence  under  the  stimulus  of  the 
reward  their  zeal  may  gain. 

Mn.  MAUBICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
respectfully  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  to  give  some  reply 
on  the  point  to  which  his  attention  has 
been  called  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford.  It  is 
really  the  most  important  of  the  three 
points  that  have  been  raised,  and  one 
that  will  have  to  be  fought  out  either 
now  or  at  a  later  stage.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  that  the 
administration  of  the  Crimes  Act  in  the 
past  was  such  that  no  complaint  could 
fairly  be  made ;  but  I  think  if  he  had 
consulted  the  counsel  for  the  prisoners 
he  would  gather  a  very  different  account. 
It  is  within  my  own  knowledge  and  my 
experience  at  Winter  Assizes  that  on 
the  point  of  the  expenses  of  witnesses 
prisoners  have  grave  causes  of  com- 
plaint. Several  such  cases  have  been 
referred  to,  and  others  have  come  under 
my  personal  knowledge  in  which  wit- 
nesses brought  up  from  Keny  to  Cork 
have  been  kept  hanging  about  day  after 
day  waiting  for  the  trial  in  which  they 
were  concerned  to  come  on,  until  they 
have  had  actually  to  go  to  the  poor 
house,  night  after  night,  to  get  tneir 
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food  and  lodging,  owing  to  the  want  of 
means  of  the  prisoner  to  sustain  them. 
Of  course,  the  natural  result  is  that  the 
bulk  of  the  witnesses  have  to  go  away 
before  the  trial  comes  on,  and  the  un- 
fortunate prisoner  is  left  with  a  very 
small  portion  of  the  evidence  he  was 
prepared  to  bring  forward.  The  rule 
of  the  Crown  Solicitor  is  this — I  have 
had  experience  of  it  over  and  over  again 
— that,  as  sometimes  the  Court  dis< 
allow  the  expenses  of  a  witness  be- 
cause his  evidence  has  been  shown  to 
be  false,  the  Crown  Solicitor  proceeds 
on  the  assumption  that  this  is  always 
going  to  be  the  case,  and  will  pay  no 
expenses  until  the  trial  is  over.  Now, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
Winter  Assizes  sometimes  last  a  long 
time,  it  is  a  great  hardship,  when  a 
prisoner  is  tried  20,  30,  or  40  miles  from 
his  home,  for  him,  if  not  in  prison,  to 
maintain  himself,  and  in  many  cases 
his  witnesses,  during  a  long  and  uncer- 
tain interval  of  waiting.  If  criminal 
cases  were  taken  in  any  consecutive 
order  like  the  processes  at  Sessions,  he 
might  calculate  when  his  trial  was  likely 
to  come  on,  and  not  bring  up  his  wit- 
nesses until  they  were  likely  to  be  re- 
quired; but  the  Crown  ofELcials  bring 
on  the  cases  when  and  how  they  please ; 
they  give  no  notice ;  and  if  the  prisoner's 
witnesses  are  not  there  at  the  minute  it 
is  decided  to  go  on,  the  chances  are  the 
case  will  be  heard  without  them.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says 
this  is  a  matter  to  be  dealt  with  by  rule 
rather  than  by  direct  enactment ;  but  we 
ask  for  some  undertaking  that  when  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  proceeds  to  make  the 
rules,  which,  of  course,  will  be  done 
through  his  Legal  Advisers  in  Dublin 
Castle,  he  will  so  draw  those  rules  that 
some  justice  shall  be  done  to  the  pri- 
soner; that  he  will  not  keep  up  this 
barbarous  and  grossly  unfair  practice  of 
treating  prisoners,  so  that,  in  nine  cases 
out  of  10,  the  prisoner  is  driven  to  great 
straits  to  keep  his  witnesses,  and  is 
sometimes  obliged  to  go  to  trial  without 
them. 

Mr.  holmes  :  I  have  already  said 
that  the  expenses  of  bringing  witnesses 
to  the  place  to  which  the  venue  is 
changed  will  be  borne  by  the  Crown, 
and  as  to  keeping  them  while  there  that 
is  a  matter  that  must  be  dealt  with  by 
rules,  which  rules  will  be  framed  so  that 
justice  shall  be  done.    I  do  not  mean  to 


say  that  expenses  can  be  advanced  for 
every  possible  witness ;  there  must  be  a 
certain  amount  of  examination  in  each 
instance  before  that  is  done.  I  am  sure 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  see  the  fairness  of 
that.  I  cannot  give  any  pledge  as 
meaning  that  no  Crown  official  shall 
address  a  witness  for  the  defence  in  re- 
ference to  any  particular  case.  I  might 
as  well  say  that  a  prisoner  or  his  solicitor 
has  no  right  to  speak  to  a  Crown  witness ; 
of  course  there  is  the  right.  So  far 
as  the  expenses  of  witnesses  who  are 
obliged  to  go  to  the  place  to  which  the 
venue  is  changed,  that  will  be  borne  by 
the  Crown,  and  so  also  as  to  the  expenses 
of  keeping  them  there,  and  this  will  be 
according  to  rules  to  prevent  abuses  and 
to  secure  that  justice  shall  be  done. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  And  will  the 
oases  be  in  an  alphabetical  list  ? 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament,  of  any  allowances  that  may  be 
made,  and  Expenses  that  may  be  incurred, 
under  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present 
Session  to  make  better  provision  for  the  pre- 
vention and  punishment  of  Crime  in  Ireland. 

Eesolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

PLACES  OF  WORSHIP  (SITES)  BILL. 

{Mr.  /.  E.  Ellis,  Mr.  Broadhurst,  Mr.  Borlase, 

Mr.  Burt,  Mr,  M* Arthur,  Mr.  Henry  Wilson.) 

[bill  5.]      SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottinghau),  Eush- 
diffe) :  I  need  hardly  say  it  is  not  my 
intention  to  detain  the  House  at  this 
hour — 2.10  a.m. — with  a  speech  in  sup- 
port of  this  Bill.  It  was  introduced 
some  years  ago  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
West  Nottingham  (Mr.  Broadhurst),  and 
discussions  were  taken  upon  it  in  1884-5. 
Last  year  it  was  placed  in  my  hands, 
when  my  hon.  Friend  became  Under 
Secretary  to  the  Home  Department,  and 
it  passed  its  second  reading  without  any 
Division.  I  hope  I  may  appeal  to  the 
Q-ovemment  not  to  throw  any  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  the  second  reading  now.  It 
is  a  simple  and  a  small  measure,  having 
for  its  oDJeot  the  giving  facilities  for  the 
acquisition  of  sites  for  places  of  public 
worship.  It  contains  11  clauses  and 
provisions  by  which  persons  belonging 
to  any  religious  denomination  can  obtain 
compulsoriJy  by  a  certain  procedure  set 
forth  land  for  the  purpose  of  building  a 
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church  or  chapol.  There  are  many  dis- 
tricts where  such  persons  are  placed  at 
great  disadvantage  by  reason  of  land- 
owners refusing  to  sell  for  the  purpose, 
and  this  Bill  is  to  place  all  denominations 
in  possession  of  an  advantage  now  pos- 
sessed by  one  particular  demomination — 
the  Church  of  England.  I  am  sure 
there  will  be  a  general  disposition  that 
power  possessed  by  one  denomination 
should  apply  to  all.  Strictly  adhering 
to  my  promise  not  to  make  a  speech  at 
this  late  hour  I  now  move  the  second 
reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (J/r.  J,  E,  Ellis,) 

Mr.  J.  O.  TALBOT  (Oxford  Uni- 
versity) :  I  do  not  propose  to  follow  the 
example  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Bushcliffe  Division  of  Nottingham  TMr. 
J.  E.  Ellis)  and  not  discuss  the  principle 
of  this  Bill,  and  so,  I  think,  I  have 
sufficient  justification  for  the  course  I 
propose  to  take  to  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate.  There  is  a  sinrple  reason 
and  a  conclusive  one  ;  the  Bill  explained 
in  a  very  moderate  speech  by  the  hon. 
Member,  who  affirms  that  its  principle  is  a 
moderate  one,  really  does  go  a  very  great 
way  in  the  direction  of  confiscation.  It 
proposes  to  take  property,  whether  the 
owner  wishes  it  or  not,  for  what  is  called 
public  purposes,  though  I  am  not  quite 
sure  that  it  can  be  maintained  it  is  for  a 
public  purpose.  But  this  is  not  a  ques- 
tion we  can  argue  now,  and  at  this  late 
hour  I  believe  I  shall  be  consulting  the 
convenience  of  the  House  by  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (1/r.  J.  O.  Talbot.) 

Mr.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.) :  I  do  not  know  who  is  in  charge  of 
the  Party  opposite.  I  do  not  see  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) ;  but  whoever 
is  in  command  of  the  army,  or  exercises 
control  in  the  ranks  opposite,  I  sincerely 
hope  that  he  will  use  his  influence  to  in- 
duce the  hon.  Gentleman  to  withdraw 
the  Motion  just  made.  The  subject  this 
Bill  deals  with  is  a  perfectly  simple  one 
and  is,  I  think,  well  understood  by  every 
Member  in  the  House,  and  it  has  fre- 
quently been  debated  in  the  House.  It 
is  but  a  simple  act  of  justice  to  confer  on 
Nonconformists  the  same  privileges  as 
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are  now  possessed  by  the  Church  in  re- 
gard to  acquiring  space  for  places    of 
worship.    I  sincerely  hope  that  the  Go- 
vernment, having  appropriated  all  the 
time  of  the  House  for  purposes  of  their 
own,  will  not  crush  out  this  little  attempt 
at  legislation,  but  will  allow  the  Oppo- 
sition this  crumb  of  comfort  of  havings 
obtained  the  second  reading  of  a  measure 
that  excites  the  greatest  interest  through- 
out the  country  among  persons  of  both 
Parties,  for  this  is  by  no  means  a  politi- 
cal Bill.     It  is  simply  to  confer  on  Non- 
conformists a  position  of  equality  with 
that    possessed    by    Churchmen.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  appears  to  look  as  though  he 
has  taken  the  position  of  Leader  oppo- 
site.    I  appeal  to  him  to  induce  hia  sup- 
porter to  withdraw    this  unreasonable 
Motion,  and  allow  us  to  take  a  decision 
on  the  Bill.     If  the  Government  do  not 
think  proper  to  do  that,  I  sincerely  hope 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for    the 
Eushcliffe  Division  (Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis)  will 
take  a  Division  on  the  adjournment,  and 
we  will  count  that  as  a  Second  Reading 
Division. 

CoLONBL  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.):  I 
will  only  remind  the  House  that  I 
originally  brought  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
for  Ireland,  and  I  may  say  the  whole  of 
Ireland  wants  it  just  as  much  as  do  the 
Nonconformists  of  England.  I  will  not 
detain  the  House  now  ;  but  I  do  think 
it  is  shockingly  unfair  to  adopt  this 
means  of  defeating  a  Bill  of  this  kind. 
We  have  an  opportunity  of  doing  a  little 
good  after  passing  whole  nights  in  un- 
profitable discussion  of  the  Crimes  Bill. 
Here  we  have  a  pennyworth  of  whole- 
some bread  to  the  ''  intolerable  deal  of 
sack  "  wo  have  been  spilling  so  freely, 
and  we  are  met  with  a  motion  for  ad- 
journment! I  will  only  say  the  Bill  is 
very  much  wanted  in  Ireland,  and  I  hope 
the  Government  will  take  some  step  to 
check  the  misdirected  zeal  of  their 
followers. 

Mb.  CONYBEARE  (Cornwall,  Cam- 
borne) :  I  do  not  think  that  anyone  on 
the  other  side  can  complain  of  taking 
the  Bill  at  this  hour,  considering  that 
every  available  moment  of  what  may  be 
called  reasonable  time  is  employed  by 
the  Government  for  another  purpose. 
We  are  perfectly  justified  in  availing 
ourselves  of  such  a  chance  as  this  when 
we  get  it.    If  you  are  afraid  of  this  Bill 
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then  say  so  fairly  and  boldly ;  do  not  en- 
deavour to  get  rid  of  it  by  a  side  wind. 
I  agree  with  the  hon.  Member  for  West 
Nottingham  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  if  we  are  to 
have  aDivision  then  that  Division  shall  be 
considered  as  a  Second  Heading  Division. 
I  should  not  have  risen  to  say  one  word 
in  support  of  the  measure  if  it  had  not 
been  for  a  remark  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford  (Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot),  who  said  he  doubts  whether  this 
Bill  has  to  do  with  public  purposes. 
Well,  it  is  usually  considered  that  the 
religion  of  the  country  might  well  fall 
under  the  definition  of  public  purposes, 
and  I  fail  to  see  why  the  religion  of  the 
greater  part  of  the  population  is  less  a 
public  object  than  that  of  one  particu- 
lar denomination.  We  are  met  by  the 
cry  of  confihcation.     I  will  only 

Mr.  speaker  :  Order,  order !  The 
Motion  before  the  House  is  the  Motion 
for  the  Adjournment  of  the  Debate. 

Mr.  CONYBEARE  :  Very  weU,  Sir. 
I  quite  understand  it  is  impossible,  under 
the  circumstances,  to  meot  the  objections 
ttie  hon.  Gentleman  has  urged  against 
the  Bill.  It  only  shows  how  exceedingly 
inconvenient — I  will  even  say  how  un- 
just— such  a  Motion  is,  especially  when 
the  hon.  Gentleman  made  a  speech 
against  the  Bill  before  he  concluded  with 
his  Motion  for  Adjournment. 
•  Mr.  a.  M*ARTHUR  (Leicester) :  I 
hope  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Oxford  University  (Mr.  J.  G.  Tal- 
bot) will  not  press  his  Motion.  Some 
of  us  have  been  waiting  here  eight  or  ten 
hours  for  this  Bill  to  come  on,  because 
we  understood  it  was  to  come  on,  there 
being  no  strong  objection  to  it,  nor 
could  there  be,  for  it  is  a  most  reasonable 
Bill.  It  is  brief,  the  clauses  are  few,  and 
once  the  second  reading  is  passed  we 
should  dispose  of  it  quickly.  I  hope  it 
will  not  be  postponed  in  this  indirect 
manner.  If  there  is  to  be  a  Division  at 
all,  let  it  be  upon  the  Bill  itself. 

Mr.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) :  I 
join  in  the  appeal  to  hon.  Members  op- 
posite to  allow  us  to  take  a  Division  on 
the  second  reading.  I  think  the  fact 
that  the  Order  is  not  blocked,  that  there 
is  no  Notice  of  objection  put  down,  will 
justify  us  in  pressing  the  desire  in  which 
I  heartily  join  to  take  a  Division  on  this 
stage  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  I  will  not  stand  between  the 
House  and  a  Division  for  more  than  a 


second  or  two,  but  I  must  express  my 
regret  that  no  Gentleman  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  seems  to  be  in  a  position  to 
state  what  is  the  attitude  of  the  Govern- 
ment towards  this  Bill.     I  do  not  say 
that  as  desiring  to  find  fault ;  but  I  think 
this  is  a  question  on  which  we  have  a 
right  to  ask  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment.     I  know  that  many  of  my  con- 
stituents who  do  not  belong  to  the  same 
persuasion  as  myself  are  deeply  inte- 
rested, and  it  does  not  raise  any  Party 
issues.    As  to  the  time  of  the  morning, 
I  do  not  think  there  is  much  force  in 
that  objection,  for— and  I  do  not  refer  to 
that  now  in  any  controversial  spirit — we 
know  that  all  the  time  of  the  House  is 
taken  by  the  Government  for  Business 
they  consider  necessary;  and,  unless  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  comes  forward  at  an 
hour  such  as  this,  there  is  no  opportunity 
of  discussing  it  at  all.     But,  late  as  it  is, 
we  have  a  full  House.     I  have  rarely 
seen  so  large  an  attendance  at  half-past  2 
in  the  morning,   and  from  appearances 
there  does  not  seem  the  smallest  reason 
for  supposing  that  either  Party  is  taken 
at  a  disadvantage ;  certainly  the  Party 
to  which  my  hon.  Friend  belongs  has 
no  advantage  in  numbers  over  his  oppo- 
nent.    But,  from  personal  experience,  I 
think  hon.  Members  opposite  are  much 
more  inclined  to  take  an  impartial  view 
of  questions  at  this  hour  than  they  are 
earlier  in  the  Sitting.     On  one  or  two 
occasions  when  we  have  had  another  Bill 
before  the  House,  we  have  found  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  willing    to    desert 
their  own  Friends  and  support  a  Bill  on 
the  Liberal  programme.      I  hope,  when 
the  Division  is  called,  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  will  be  true  to  the 
assurances  they  have  given,  and  assist 
us  to  remove  a  small  remnant  of  religious 
bigotry  that  does  not  commend  itself  to 
the  mind  of  any  reasonable,  tolerant  man. 
Mr.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) :  I 
wish  to  join  in  the  appeal    that    the 
Motion  may  be  withdrawn.      This  is  a 
Bill  in  which  many  of  my  constituents 
are  very  much  interested,  and  I  happen 
to  know  one  instance  where  a  congrega- 
tion found  it  absolutely   impossible  to 
get  the  land  to  build  a  place  of  worship. 
They  made  application  for  land,  but  the 
owner  held  different  religious  opinions, 
and  absolutely  refused  to  sell  for  the 
purpose.      I  know  that  a  feeling  also 
exists  in  favour  of  the  Bill  in  the  neigh- 
bouring parish  of  Clapham,  the  hon. 
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Member  for  which  constituency  showed 
a  readiness  to  second  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment.  At  half-past  1 1  to-night 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wandsworth  asked 
me  to  pair  with  him,  and  I  agreed, 
making  an  exception  in  favour  of  this 
Bill,  and  it  would  be  hard  and  unjust  to 
many  of  us  who  have  waited  for  the 
same  purpose  if  the  Bill  were  shelved 
by  adjournment. 

Mb.  BYEON  reed  (Bradford,  B.) : 
I  rise  simply  for  the  purpose  of  appeal- 
ing to  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford  Uni- 
versity (Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot)  and  to  Her 
Majesty's  G-overnment  not  to  insist  on 
the  Motion  for  Adjournment,  but  to 
allow  us  to  decide  on  the  second  read- 
ing. I  think  it  would  be  an  advantage 
to  the  House  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  in  charge  of  the  Bill  were 
allowed  to  go  on  with  the  discussion 
to-night,  and  for  us  to  devote  a  brief 
space  to  the  discussion  of  its  principle. 
I,  personally,  have  no  wish  to  take  any 
action  that  would  lead  to  delaying  the 
Bill,  but  I  know  on  this  side  there  is  a 
strong  feeling  of  objection  to  the  mea- 
sure, and  some  of  us  are  prepared  to 
debate  it  on  its  merits  if  the  opportunity 
is  given  either  to-night  or  on  some  other 
occasion.  I  appeal  now  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  withdraw  the  Motion  for 
Adjournment. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  160  ;  Noes 
130  :  Majority  80.  [2.30  a.m.] 

AYES. 


Ainslie,  W.  G. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherat,  W.  A.  T. 
Anstruther,  Colonel  B. 

H.L. 
Afihrnead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baden-Powell,  G.  8. 
Baggallay,  E. 
BaUey,  Sir  J.  B. 
Balfour,  G.  W. 
Baas,  H. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Baumann,  A.  A. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Beadel,  W.  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  H.  C. 
Bentinck,  W.  G.  0. 
Beresford,  Lord  C.  W. 

De  la  Poer 
BetheU,  GommanderG. 

B. 
Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  £. 
BlundeU,  CoL  H.  B.  H. 
Bond,  G.  U. 


Bonsor,  H.  C.  0. 
Borthwick,  Sir  A. 
Bridgeman,  Col.  hon. 

F.  C. 
BristowOiT.  L. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Borghley,  Lord 
CampbeU,  J.  A. 
Chaninffton,  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Commerell,  Adml.  Sir 

J.E. 
Compton,  F. 
Cooke,  C.  W.  R. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 
Cotton,  Capt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cranbome,  Viscount 
Cross,  H.  Hi 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
De  Cobain,  E.  S.  W. 
De  Lisle,  E.  J.  L.  M.  P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dimsdale,  Barun  B, 
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Dorington,  Sir  J.  £. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Dyke,  right  hon.   Sir 

V.  H. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Egerton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elton,  C.  L 
Feilden,    Lieut. -Gen. 

R.J. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Fielden,  T. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Fisher,  W.  H. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Fowler,  Sir  R.  N. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Ghithome- Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gent-Davis,  R. 
Gibson,  J.  G. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Gunter,  Colonel  R. 
Hall,  C. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hambro,  Col.  C.  J.  T. 
Hamilton,  liOrd  E. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hardcastle,  E. 
Hardcastle,  F. 
Herbert,  hon.  8. 
Hermon-Hodge,  R.  T. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  Lord 

A.  W. 
Hiu',  Colonel  E.  S. 
Hoare,  8. 

Holmes,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Houldsworth,  W.  H. 
Hosier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  E. 
Hulse,  E.  H. 
Hunt,  F.  S. 
Isaacson,  F.  W. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jarvis,  A.  W. 
Kenyon  -  Slaney,  Col. 

W. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
King  -  Harman,   right 

hon.  Colonel  £.  B. 
Knowles,  L, 
Kynoch,  G. 
Lambert,  C. 


Lechmen^  SirE.  A.  H. 
Leighton,  8. 
Lewisham,  right  hon. 

Viscount 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  M. 

Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Macartney,  W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  right  hon. 

J.  H.  A. 
Madure,  J.  W. 
M'Calmont,  Captain  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marriott,     right  hon. 

W.T. 
Matthews,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  K. 
Mayne,  Admiral  R.  C 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
MulhoUand,  H.  Ij. 
Murdoch,  C.  T. 
Newark,  Visoonnt 
Noble,  W. 

Northcote,  hon.  H.  S. 
Norton,  R. 
PeUy,  Sir  L. 
Penton,  Captain  F.  T. 
Plunket,    right    hon. 

D.  R. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Raikes,  rt  hon.  H.  C. 
Bankin,  J. 
Reed,  H.  B. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  C.  T. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Round,  J, 
Royden,  T.  B. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Saunderson,  Col.  £.  J, 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smith,  A. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Sykes,  C. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Tomlinaon,  W.  B.  M. 
Townsend,  F. 
Trotter,  H.  J. 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Webster,  Sir  B.  E. 
Weymouth,  Visoonnt 
Wlute,  J.  B. 
WhiUey,  £. 
Whitmore,  C.  A. 
Wilson,  Sir  S. 
Wood,  N. 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wroughton,  P. 
Young,  C.  E.  B. 

TBLLBBS, 

Powell,  F.  S. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 


NOES. 

Abraham,  W.  (lime-  Baird,  J.  G.  A. 

rick,  W.)  Banes,  Major  G.  E. 

Acland,  A.  H.  D.  Barry,  A.  H.  South- 

Agg-Gardner,  J.  T.  Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 

AUison,  R.  A.  Biggnr,  J.  G. 
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Blane,  A. 
Bright,  W.  L. 
Burt,  T. 
Caine,  W.  S. 
Caldwell,  J. 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  H. 
Chance,  P.  A. 
Channing,  F.  A. 
Clancy,  J.  J. 
Cobb,  H.  P. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Coleridge,  hon.  B. 
Commins,  A. 
Connolly,  L. 
Conway,  M. 
Conybeare,  0.  A.  V. 
Craven,  J. 
Crilly,  D. 
Dillon,  J. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Ellis,  T.  £. 
Esmonde,  SirT.  H.  G. 
Evelyn,  W.  J. 
Evershed,  S. 
Eyre,  Colonel  H. 
Fenwick,  C. 
Finucane,  J. 
Foster,  Sir  B.  W. 
Fox,  Dr.  J,  F. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gill,  T.  P. 
Grey,  Sir  E. 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 


Harrington,  E. 
Hayden,  L.  P. 
Hayne,  C.  Seale- 
Healy,  M. 
Healy,  T.  M. 
Holden,  J. 
Hooper,  J. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hunter,  W.  A. 
Jacoby,  J.  A. 
James,  C.  H. 
Johnston,  W. 
Joicey,  J. 
KeUy,  J.  R. 
Kenny,  C.  S. 
Kenny,  M.  J. 
Konyon,  hon.  G.  T. 
LawBon,  Sir  W. 
Lawson,  H.  L.  W. 
Lea,  T. 
Lees,  £. 
Lewis,  T.  P. 
Lowther,  J.  W. 
Mac  NeiU,  J.  G.  S. 
M* Arthur,  A. 
M*Arthur,  W.  A. 
M«Cartan,  M. 
M'Donald,  P. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mason,  S. 
MUvain,  T. 
Montagu,  S. 
Morgan,  0.  V. 


Neville,  R. 
Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
Nolan,  J. 
O'Brien,  J.  F.  X. 
O'Brien,  P. 
O'Brien,  P.  J. 
O'Connor,  J.  (Kerry) 
O'Connor,  J.  (Tippry.) 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Doherty,  J.  E. 
OHanlon,  T. 
O'Hea.  P. 
O' Kelly,  J. 
Paulton,  J.  M. 
Pickersgill,  E.  H. 
Pinkerton,  J. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  P.  J. 
Power,  R. 
Price,  T.  P. 
Priestley,  B. 
Pyne,  J.  D. 
Quinn,  T. 
Rondel,  S. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
Rowlands,  J. 
Rowlands,  W.  B. 
RusseU,  T.  W. 

Debate  adjourned 


Sexton,  T. 
Shaw,  T. 
Sheehan,  J.  D. 
Sheil,  E. 
Stack,  J. 

Stanhope,  hon.  P.  J. 
Stuart,  J. 
Sullivan,  D. 
Sullivan,  T.  D. 
Swetonham,  E. 
Tanner,  C.  K. 
Tapling,  T.  K. 
Thomas,  A. 
Tollemache,  H.  J. 
Tuite,  J. 
Verdin,  R. 
WaUace,  R. 
Watt,  H. 
Williams,  A.  J. 
Williamson,  J. 
Wilson,  H.  J. 
Wolmer,  Viscount 
Wright,  H.  S. 
Yeo,  F.  A. 

TELLBRS. 

Broadhurst,  H. 
Ellis,  J.  E. 

till  Monday  next. 


House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  Three  o'clock. 
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Criminal   Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el,  3,  1320 
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Africa  ( Central) 

Transit  Tariff  through  Portuguese  Territory, 
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Afriea  (South) 

Sir  Charles  Warren't  Beehuancdand  ExpedU 
tiortf  Question,  Mr.  Hanbary  ;  Answer,  The 
Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  North- 
oote)  June  13»  1734 

Swaziland^  Affairs  of,  Question,  Observations, 
Viscount  Midleton  ;  Reply,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (The 
Earl  of  Onslow),  May  28,  853 

ZULULAKS 

Questions,  Mr.  W.  Redmond,  Mr.  Labou- 
chere ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry  Holland),  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
May  16,  67 ;  Question,  Sir  Richard  Temple ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies (Sir  Henry  Holland)  May  17,  254 

Annexations  in  Zululand,  Questions,  Dr. 
Clark,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  May  19.  501 ;  Questions, 
Mr.  W.  Redmond,  Mr.  John  Morlcy ;  An- 
swers. The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Sir  Henry  Holland)  May  19,  60S 


AgrieuUural     Department — Scarlatina — 
Dr.  Klein's  Mill:  Theory 
Question,    Sir    Ughtred    Kay-Shuttleworth  ; 
Answer,  The   Chancellor   of    the  Duchy  o- 
LAncaster  (Lord  John  Manners)  June  13 
1720 


Allotments  for  Cottagers  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Earl  of  Jersey) 
L  Presented;  read  1>*  May  23  (No.  109) 

Anderson,  Mr.  C.  H.,  Elgin  and  Nairn 

Agrioulturnl  Labourers  (Scotland),  1035 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland).  Comm. 
cl.  1,  266,  359  ;  Amendt.  360,  862,  364,  375, 
378, 379  :  el  2, 458  ;  Amendt.  459,  460, 465, 
472,  962,  1007,  1008 ;  d.  3,  1322 ;  el.  4, 
1471 

Scotland  —  Crofters'  Holdings  Aot,  1886— 
ETiction  of  Alexander  Taylor,  Co,  Elrin. 
878  * 

Fishery  Board — Report,  1742 

Supply— Revenue  Departments— Post  Office 
Services,  Post  OflBce  Savings  Banks.  &c. 
1144 


Anstrutheb,  Colonel  E.  H.  L.,  Suffolk^ 
Woodhridge 
War  Office— Regimental  Transport  at  Alder- 
shot — General  Service  Waggons,  705 

Arqtll,  Duke  of 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland),  2R.  240 
Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  cL  1,  19;    Amendt. 
25,  27,  29  :  el.  5,  35 

Scotland— Hillhond  nnd  Kelvinsido  (Annexa- 
tion to  Glasgow)— The  Botanic  Gardens  and 
the  University,  C40 


Army  {Q^estions) 

Aldershot,  Reffimental  Transport  ai-^OeneraZ 
Service  Waggons,  Question,  Colonel  Lloyd 
Anstruther  ;  Answer.  The  Surveyor  Gene- 
ral of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Norihcote)  May  20, 
705 

ArmyAhroad  and  in  India — Audit  of  Accounts^ 
Question,  Mr.  Howard  Vincent ;  Answer, 
The  Financial  Secretarv,  War  Department 
(Mr.  Brodrick)  May  20,' 704 

Burmah — Licensing  and  Regulation  of  Im" 
morality.  Questions,  Mr.  Atkinson  ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  May  20,  72C ; 
May  23.  881  ;  May  24,  1028 

Contracts,  Questions.  Mr.  Watt,  Mr.  Man- 
della,  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answers, The  Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Northeote) 
June  13, 1732 

Corporation  Road  round  the  Citadel  Fori^ 
Plymouth,  Question,  Mr.  Coghill ;  Answer, 
The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr. 
Northeote)  May  20.  725 

First  Army  Corps—  The  Horses  of  the  Cavalry 
Regiments,  Question,  Mr.  Lawson  ;  Answer, 
The  SecreUry  of  Stato  for  War  (Ur.  E. 
Stanhope)  May  23,  859 

Insanitary  Condition  of  Dover  Barracks  {Fart 
Burgoyne),  Questions,  Mr.  Preston  Bmoe ; 
Answers,  The  Surveyor  General  of  Ord- 
nance (Mr.  Northeote),  May  17,  250  ; 
June  13,  1729 

The    Chesil   Beach  {Portland^— Removal  of 
Wrecks^  Question,  Colonel    Hambro ;   An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (ICr. 
E.  Stanhope)  June  7, 1225 

Personnel 

Celebration  of  the  Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Majesty's 
Reign — Extra  Queen's  Cadetships,  Question, 
Dr.  Tindal  Robertson  :  Answer.  The  Secre- 
Ury of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  £.  Stanhope) 
June  9, 1433 

Medical  Department — Surgeon  Major  Sand^ 
ford  Moore,  Question,  Ur.  Tindal  Robert- 
son ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  SUnhope) /um«  9,  1432 

'#,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet ; 
Answer,  TSli^eoretBTj  of  Slate  for  War 
(Mr.  E.  StanhoJli)i«^^  19,500 

Regimental BandstnenSN^litieal  Gatherinfis, 
Question,  Mr.  Labouohel^  ;  Answer,  The 
SecreUry  of  SUte  for  War  f<jp.  E.  Stanhope) 
May  19,  501 

Royal  Engineers,  T^e— Transference  of  Liiu- 
tenant  Gordon  of  the  Royal  Marit^AriilUry, 
Questions,  Sir  Henry  Tyler ;  Ans^^m,  The 
SecreUry  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  A^  Stan- 
hope) June  6,  1071 :  June  9,  1428       > 

R<fyal  Military  Academy,  Woolwich,  Cadets  of 
the^The  Review  at  Aldershot,  Qu^tion, 
Colonel  Hamilton  :  Answer,  The  SarWeyor 
General  of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Nortfrcote) 
June  13,  1722  I 

Senior  Majors,  Compensation  to  certain,  fyit»* 
tion.  General  Sir  William  Grossman  ;^  An- 
swer, The  Financial  SecreUry,  War  DepK  ail- 
ment (Mr.  Brodrick)  May  20,  704  . 

Yeomanry   Cavalry,   Allowance    to    the^i'^U 
Review  at  Aldershot,  Question,  Mr.  Hermoe   • 
llodgo ;  Answer,  The  SecreUry  of  Sutefor 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  Ifay  17,    56 
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Captain  fforion,  Inspector  of  Saddlery  at 
Woolwich f  QaeBtioD,  CoIoDel  Hughes- Ual- 
lett;  Answer,  The  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote)  May  16,  GO 

Colonel  Maitland,  Superintendent  of  Gun  FaC' 
tory,  Woolwich,  Questions,  Major  Rasch,  Mr. 
Hanbury ;  Answers,  The  Sur?ejor  General 
of  Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote)  May  20,  709 

Cwtraet  for  Sword  Bayoneti,  Question,  Mr. 
Hanbury  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUnhope)  Juntt  7,  1333 

Rmperimental  Wire  Guns,  Question,  Sir  Henry 
Tyler ;  Answer,  The  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote)  June  13, 1724 

43-ton  Gun,  The,  Question,  Major  Rasoh ; 
Answer,  The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance 
(Mr.  Northcote)  June  9,  U32 

Ordnance  Inquiry  Committee,  The — Appoint- 
ment and  Conttitution,  Question,  Mr. 
Henniker  Heaton ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  £.  Stanhope)  May  20, 
722 

Ordnance  Inauiry  Commission,  Report  of  the, 
Question,  Sir  Walter  B.Barttelot ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  ifay  19,  524;  Question,  Mr.  R. 
Power;  Answer,  The  Surveyor  General  of 
Ordnance  (Mr.  Northcote)  June  13. 1735 

Skilled  and  Ordinary  Workmen  at  Enfield, 
Question,  Colonel  Hughes-Hallett ;  Answer, 
The  Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance  (Mr. 
Northcote)  May  16,  62 

Defective  Weapons 

The  Tests,  Questions,  Mr.  Hanburj,  Sir  Henry 
Ilavelock-Allan  ;  Answers,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUnhope)  May  19, 
515 ;  Correction  of  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answer,  Mr.  £.  Stan- 
hope June  6,  1075 

Iseue^f  Defective  Weapons — The  Reiponeihle 
^idals.  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  May  23,  896 

Sword  Bayonets  of  the  City  of  London  Artiliery 
Volunteers^  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
£.  Stanhope)  June  7, 1226 

Ahmt  (India) 

Special  AUowanees  to  two  Engineer  Officers, 
Question,  Mr.  King ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
June  10, 1582 
The  ArtiUery^The  ^-Pounder  Muzzle- Load- 
ing Gun,  Question,  Sir  William  Plowden; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  AfiEoiirs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
May  23,  856 

AuxiLiABT  Forces 
The   Irish   Militia,    Question,    Lord    Claud 
Hamilton  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUnhope)  May  23,  905 

I%e  Volunteers 

Assistant  Instructors  in  Signalling,  Question, 
Colonel  Eyre  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  £.  Stanhope) /uim  10, 
1567 

sent. 


AiiifT — The  Volunteers — cont. 

Retired  Sergeants,  Question,  Mr.  Badolfffe 
Cooke  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  May  16,  61 

The  New  Regulations  <u  to  Shooting,  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Eyre  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  SUnhope)  May  29^ 
879 

AsHBOTTBNE,  Lord  (Lord  Glianoellor  of 
Ireland) 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  el,  1,  18 ;  ef.  5,  83, 
34, 35 :  eL  6, 36  ;  el  7, 38, 39  ;  el.  11,  tb,,  41  ; 
el.  16,  42,  43;  el.  17,  45,  46,  47;  ol.  20, 
1680, 1688  ;  el.  22,  1700 

Ath£blet- Jones,  Mr.  L.,  Durham^  N.  W. 

Criminal  I^aw  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  2, 482 

Atkinson,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Botton 

Burmah — Licensing  and  Regulation  of  Immo- 
rality, 726,  881, 1028 

Ireland — High  Court  of  Justice — Court  of 
Appeal— The  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland, 
1058 

Madagascar — Capture  of  Natires  by  the  French, 
and  Transport  to  Reunion,  877 

Merchant  Shipping — Hours  of  Unloading,  519 

Post  OflSce — Celebration  of  the  Jubilee  Tear 
of  Her  Majesty's  Reign— The  Officials,  1434 

Wreck  Commissioners'  Courts,  Hull — Nantieal 
Assessors,  252 

Attorney  Qeneral  {ses  Wibstbb,  Sir 
B.E.) 

AnoBNEY  General  fob  Ibeland  {$$$ 
Holmes,  Bight  Hon.  H.) 

Baden-Powell,  Mr.  G.,  Ltvirpool,  Kirh- 

dale 
Egypt  (Finance,  Ac.)—*'  An  Unacknowledged 

Floating  Debt,"  251 
Imperial  Defences — King  George's  Sound — 

The  Colonial  Conference,  1435 
Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebrm- 

tion  of— The  Royal  Titles,  521 
Trinidad— The  Pitch  Lake,  1217 

Balfotjb,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.  (Chief  Secre- 
tary to   the   Lord   Lieutenant  of 

Lreland),  Ifanehester,  E. 
Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Lords'  Amendts.  673 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cl.  1,  274,  281,  284, 291,  292,  295,  313,  817, 
355,  388;  el.  2,  419,  420,  421,  428,444, 
446,  460,  464,  465,  489,  541,  542,  580,  583, 
591,  770,  909,  924,  954,  965,  966,  968; 
Amendt.  1010, 1014, 1015, 1017, 1023  ;  el.Z, 
1233,  1234,  1235,  1237,  1244,  1^54,  1265, 
1266,  1269, 1272,  1310  ;  Motion  for  report, 
ing  Progress,  1334,  1355, 1356, 1364  ;  el.  4, 
1458,  1459,  1460,  1464,  1522;  Amendt. 
1534,  1538,  1553,  1554;  0^.5,  1746,  1747. 
1764, 1768.  1775 
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Balfour,  Right  Hon.  A.  J,^eont. 

Ireland — Questions 

Agrarian  Crime,  898 

Crime  and  Outrage — Return  for  April  and 
May,  1439 

Evictions— Co.  Mayo,  1228,  1229  ;— Evic- 
tions at  Bodyke,  Co.  Clare  —  Alleged 
Misconduct  of  the  Constabulary,  1439 

Executive  —  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  721,  722 

Irish  Land  Commissioners  —  Sitting  at 
Clonmel,  714 

Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign — 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  1217 

Law  and  Justice — Imprisonment  of  Father 
Keller,  904 

National  Education — Carrickawilkin  (Co. 
Armagh)  National  School,  711 ; — Classi- 
fication of  Teachers,  1219 

Poor  Relief  Inquiry  Commission — Report, 
1219 
Ireland —  Public  Meetings — Questions 

Proclaimed  Meetings—  Protestant  Home 
Rule  Association,  Kilkcel,  1223 

Proclamation  of  the  Dungannon  Meeting, 
022,  523,  624 

Suppression  of  Public  Meetings  in  Ulster, 
258,  718 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 163,  1C8,  169,  171, 172,  173.  174, 
176,  191,  193,  197,  203,  204,  206,  208, 
214,  219 

Report,  620 
United  States — Emigration  of  Pauper  Families 
from  Ireland,  1218 

Balfoub,    Eight    Hon.    J.    B.,    Claek- 
mannan,  6fo, 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
c/.  2,  562 

Balfoub,  General  Sir  G.,  Kincardine- 
shire 
Army  Estimates— Provisions,  Forage,  &c.  135 

Bakgob,  Bishop  of 

Pluralities  Act  Amendment  Act  (1885)  Amend- 
ment, aR.  636 

Babbotjb,  Mr.  W.  B.,  PaisUy 

Truck  Acts— Violation  of  their  Provisions,  57 

Babtley,  Mr.  G.  0.  T.,  Islington,  N, 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2K.  1193 
Education     Department  —  Vacant     fiuilding 

Land  in  Victoria  Street,  Westminster,  865 
Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis),  2R.  798 

Babttblot,  Colonel  Sir  W.  B.,  Sussex, 
North'  West 
Army  Estimates — Provisions,  Forage,  Ao.  84 
Ireland  —  Evictions  —  Evictions  at   Uodyke, 
Co.  Clare  —  Alleged    Violence  to    an    old 
Woman,  1740 

BAI7KAKK,     Mr.     A.    A.,     Camherwell, 

Jfecknam 

Criminal  I^w   Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cl  1,  292 


Beattohaicp,  Earl 
Tithe  Rent. Charge,  Comm.  el,  3,  841 

Beckett,  Mr.  W.,  Notts,  Bassetlaw 

Currency — New  Coinage,  1589 


Belfast  Main  Drainage  Bill  {hy  Order) 
e.  Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on 
Question  [28th  April],  *•  That  the  Lords 
Amendts.  be  now  taken  into  consideration  ;  " 
Question  again  proposed  ;  Debate  reeooied 
May  20,  651  ;  after  short  debate,  Amendfc. 
to  leave  out  "  now,"  add  "  on  Monday  20th 
Juno "  (Mr.  Conway) ;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  •  now,*  Ac.  ; "  after  further  debate. 
Question  put,  and  negatived  ;  Questioo, 
<*That  <on  Monday  20th  June.'  be  there 
added,*'  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Main  Question, 
as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 


Belmobe,  Earl  of 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  el.  1,  Amendt.  24,  31  ; 
cL  6,  Amendt.  36,  37 ;  el.  7,  39  ;  e^  11,  40  ; 
el.  20,  1687  :  el.  21,  1694 ;  Amendt.  1697, 
1698 

Belfeb,  Lord 

Registration  of  Dogs  in  the  Metropolis,   2R. 
237 


Bentinck,  Eight  Hon.  G.  A.  C,  White- 
haven 
Supply — Revenue   Departments — Post    OiBce 
Services,   Post  Office  Savings    Banks,   dto. 
1097,1129 


Bethell,  Commander  Gt.  B.,  York,  E.R.^ 

Holderness 
Army  and   Navy   Estimates,  Nomination    of 

Select  Committee,  1214 
Criminal   Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  2,  782 

BiGOAB,  Mr.  J.  G.,  Cavan^   W, 

Supply,  Report,  407,  411 

Birkbeck,  Sir  E.,  Norfolk,  E, 

North  Sea  Fisheries  Convention.  1882— The 
East  Coast  Drift  Net  Fisheries,  1424 

Blank,  Mr.  A.,  Armagh,  8. 

Ireland — Public  Meetings^ Proclaimed  Meet- 
ings in  Ulster,  718 

Blxjndell,    Colonel    H.   B.   H.,  Lan- 
cashire, 8.  W.,  Ince 
Army   Estimates  —  Provisions,   Forage,    Ac. 
128 

Board  of  Trade  —  Secretary  io   {see 
De  Worms,  Baron  H.) 
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''Board  of  Trade  Journal,^'  The^Con- 
tract  for  Advertisements 
Question,  Mr.  MonUgu  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tnrf  to  tho  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Uenry 
Do  Worms)  ^fay  23,  870  ;  (Question.  Mr. 
Montagu  ;  Answer,  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell  (A 
Lord  of  tho  Treasury)  June  13,  1727 

BoNsoB,  Mr  H.  C.  0.,   Surrey,  Wimble' 
don 
Excise — Adulteration  of  Deer,  1220 

Brabournb,  Lord 

Police  Force  Enfranohiscinent,  211.  4 

Tithe  llent- Charge,  Comm.  823;  el.  2,840; 

Report,  €1.   2,  Amendt.    1560,  1574  ;   add, 

cL  1576  ;  Schedule  1,  1577 

BiiADLATJon,  Mr.  C,  Northampton 

Burmah  (Upper)  — Kuby  Mines,  1028,  1020, 
1030,  1073,  1074,  1580 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  1,  265,  306;  el.  3.  1356  ;  el.  4,  1461, 
1463  ;  el.  5,  Amendt.  1772,  1775 

Employers*  Liability  Act  —  Renewal  and 
Amendment,  1220 

Great  Eastern  Railway,  Con8id.677)  684,687, 
697,  698,  699.  700 

Greenwich  Park,  1419,  1420 

High  Court  of  Justice— Appeals  in  the  Iloase 
of  I^rds,  1028 

Jubilee  ThanksgiTing  SerTioe  (Westminster 
Abbey)— Accommodation  for  Servants  of 
this  House,  1232 

I>ondon  Corporation  (Charges  of  Malversation), 
893 

Manchester  Ship  Canal,  Motion  for  Leave, 
1352 

OTor  Darwen  Corporation,  Consid.  494 

Parliament — Public  Business— Oaths  Bill,  66 

Parliament — Business  of  tho  House  (Proce- 
dure on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ire- 
land) Bill),  Res.  1624 

Scotland — Pollution  of  Rivers — Discharge  of 
Sewage,  dtc.  into  the  River  Clyde,  1579 

Superannucation  and  Retired  Allowances  — 
Pension  to  a  Custom  Houso  Officer  — 
Fraudulent  Drawing,  519 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  RoTonue  Depart- 
ments, 219 
Post  OfiSco  Services,  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks,  <fco.  1079,  1091,  1002,  1090 

Bramwell,  Lord 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  el.  27,  1703,  1704 
Tithe  Rent-Charge,  Comm.  el.  2,  810  ;  el.  3, 
843  ;  Report,  el.  2,  1572 

Bbidgeman,  Colonel  Hon.  F.  C,  Bolton 

Egypt  —  Soudan  Campaign,  1885  —  The 
Khedive's  Bronxe  Star,  1427 

Bright,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester ,  S.  JF. 

Manchester  Ship^Canal,  Motion  for  Leave,  1348 

Bright,  Mr.  W.  L.,  Stoke  upon- Trent 

Dominion   of  Canada— Increased    Duties    on 

Iron,  1743 
Metropolitan     Police— New    Station    on    the 

Thames  Embankment,  1582 


British  Guiana — Ecclesiastical  Affairs 

Question,  Mr.  Crosslny  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonics  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  May  23,  861 

Bkoadhurst,  Mr.  H.,  Nottingham^  W. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  2.  1020 

Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebra- 
tion of— Metropolitan  Police,  1737 

Parish  Allotments  Committees,  2R.  228 

Places  of  Worship  (Sites),  2R.  1847 

Brodrick,  Hon.  W.  St.  J.  F.  (Financial 
Secretary,  War  Department),  Sur- 
rey, Guildford 
War  Office — Army  Abroad  and  in  India — Aadit 
of  Accounts,  701 
Compensation   to  certain   Senior   Majors, 
705 

Brown,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Hawick,  Sec. 

Scotland  —  Tweed  Fisheries  —  Alleged  Tres- 
passes, 708,  709 

B&owNLow,  Earl 

Smoke  Nuisance  Abatement  (Metropolis), 
Comm.  1410 

Bruce,  Hon.  E.  P.,  Fifeshire,  W. 

War  Office  —  Insanitary  Condition  of  Dover 
Barracks  (Fort  Burgoyne),  250,  1729 

Bryce,  Mr.  J.,  Aberdeen,  S. 
S^ypt— Anglo-Turkish  Convention,  809 

Buchanan,  Mr.  T.  R.,  Edinburgh,   W, 

Africa  (Central) — Transit  Tariff  through  Por- 

tuguoao  Territory,  16S6 
Free  Chiirch  of  Scotland — Mission  Station  at 

Constantinople,  512 
Scotland — Literature,  Science,  and  Art —Tho 

Votes,  256 

Buckinouam   and    Ciiandos,    Duke   of 
(Chairman  of  Committeos) 

Irish  L:ind  Law,  Comm.  el.  G,  36 

BURDETT-COUTTS,    Mr.    W.    L.    A.    B., 

Westminster 

Great  Eastern  Hail  way,  Consid.  Amendt.  077, 
688,080,690.  CO  1.698 

Jubilee  Year  of  ilor  Majesty's  lleign.  Celebra- 
tion of— Metropolitan  Police,  1737 

Burmah 

Licensing  and  Rfgxdation  of  Immorrtlity,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Atkiriiton;  Aniwcm.  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gor^it)  3/ay  20,720;  3fav  23,881  ;  May2i, 
1028 

Burmah  ( Upper) 

The  Ruby  Mines,  Questions,  Mr.  Bradlangh  ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  lor 
India  (Sir    John    Gorst    May  21,  1U28 ; 
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Burtnah  ( Upper)^cont, 

Queations,  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  Answers,  The 
Under  SecreUry  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John 
Gorst),  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  June  6,  1073 ;  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Brmdiaogh ;  Answer.  The  Under  Secretary 
of  SUte  for  India  (Sir  John  Oorst)  June  10, 
1580 

BuBT,  Mr.  T.,  Morpeth 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Gomm. 

cl  4, 1528 
Parliament — Business    of  the    House — Goal 

Mines,  Ac.  Regulation,  1488, 1694 

Butter  SuMHutea  BiU 

e.  Ordered,  That  it  he  an  Instruction  to  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  Butter  Substitutes 
Bill,  that  they  hare  power  to  consolidate  the 
Butter  Substitutes  Bill  and  the  Oleomar- 
nrine  (Fraudulent  Sale)  Bill  into  one  Bill 
{Mr.  SekUer^Booth)  May  30 

BuxToir,    Mr.  8.  O.,    Tower   BanUets, 
Poplar 
Education  Department — Recent  Disturbances 
at  Exeter  Training  College,  878 

Oadogak,  Earl  (Lord  FriTj  Seal) 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  cl,  1,  16,  17,  24; 
Amendt.  35,  37,  30 ;  el,  3,  33 ;  el,  4, 
Amendt.  ib, ;  el.  5,  Amendt.  «'&.,  34  ;  el,  6, 
37;  el  11,  Amendt.  40,  41;  d,  17,  46; 
eU  19,  48  ;  el.  30,  Amendt.  48,  1670,  1684, 
1685.  1686, 1687,  1688, 1689  ;  el,  31,  1690, 
1691, 1697 ;  «2.33, 1698, 1699, 1701  ;  e2.35, 
ih. ;  el  37,  1705 

Oainb,  Mr.  W.  S.,  BamroW'in'Fumest 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites),  3R.  1849 

Oaldwsll,  Mr.  J.,  Okugow,  8t.  BoUox 
Unirersity  of  Glasgow«~Prefessor  of  Scots 
Uw,  1336 

Oambkon,  Dr.  0.,  Qlaegow^  CoUege 

Court  of  Bankruptcy — Mr.  E.  M.  Langworthy 

-«Pri?ate  Examination,  511 
Supply— ReTcnue  Departments  ^  Post  Office 
Senrices,  Post  Office  Safings  Banks,  Ac. 
1105, 1117, 1130 
Post    Office    Telegraph    Serrices,    1163; 
Amendt.  1168 

Oambbon,  Mr.  J.  M.,  Wieh^  Sfe. 
Board  of  Inland  RcTcnue— Reduction^  of  the 
Staffs  of  the  Indoor  and  Outdoor  Depart- 
ments, 1738 

Oampbbll,  Sir  G.,  Kirkealdy^  Sfo. 

Army  Estimates — Prorisions,  Forage,  Ao,  00, 

100 
British  Parliament  and  the  Channel  Islands 

and  Isle  of  Man,  893 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  3,  591;  el  3,  1303;  Amendt.  1314; 

el  if  1507, 1509 ;  Am«ndt.  1516 

[eoni. 


Campbell,  Sir  6.— eoiU. 

Jubilee   Thanksgifins    Serrice  (Westminster 

Abbey}— Letting  of  Seats  on  Public  Ground, 

1585 
North  Bomeo^Operations  against  the  NatiTM, 

871 
Parliament— New  Rules  of  Procedure  (1883) 

—  Rule  3  (Adjournment  of  the  Hooae) — 

Annexations  in  Zululaad,  Motion  for  Ad* 

journment,  534 
Parliament — Public  Business^L^gislation  of 

the  Session,  1330 

Oahpbell,  Mr.  H.,  Fermanagh^  8. 

Ireland-^Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Promo- 
tion of  Sergeant  Magee,  Beliast,  1593 

Oampbell-Banke&acak,  Sight  Hon.  H., 
Stirling^  ifc. 
Supply — CItU  Serrices  and  Rerenne  Depart- 
mento,  173, 175,  179, 180 

Oamfsbdown,  Earl  of 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  ct.  1,  30 
Tithe  Rent-Charge,  Comm.  el.  3, 843  ;  Amoodt 
844 

Canada 
Canadian  Pae^  RaSUoay,  Question,  Lord 
Claud  Hamilton ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  May  30, 
730 
Inereaeed  Import  DtUUs  on  Iron,  Question, 
Lord  Claud  Hamilton;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
Majf  19,  531  ;  Question,  Mr.  W.  L.  Bright ; 
Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  June  13, 1743 

[See  titles  North  American  Fitheriee — 
United  States] 

Oantebbuby,  Archbishop  of 
Tithe  Rent*Charge»  Comm.  c<.  7, 846 

OABKABYOir,  Earl  of 
Egypt  —  Anglo  -  Turkish   Con? ention  — •  The 
Papers,  1564 
Duration  of  the    English   Oecopatioa  — 
Mission  of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  634 
Pluralities  Act  Amendment  Act  (1885)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  637 

Oastlbtowk,  Lord 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  el  1,  37,  30 ;  cl.  7, 
Amendt.  37,  38  ;  el  11,  Amendt.  40  ;  el  16, 
Amendt.  43,  43 ;  el,  19,  Amendt.  47 ;  el.  30, 
Amendt.  1684,  1685,  1686  ;  el  81,  1694  ; 
el  33,  Amendt.  1699 

Central  Asia 

Afglionietan — The  An^o-Rusgian  Delimita' 
tion  CommieeioH,  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Harrow  by  ;  Answer,  The  Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  A&irs 
(The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  May  20,  634 

AJaire  of  Afghanistan,  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Rosebery  ;  Answer,  The  Seoreury  of  State 
for  India  (Viscount  Cross)  June  18, 1678 

[eonL 


GEN        OHA        {SESSION    1887} 

315. 


OHA 


OtA 


Central  Asia — oont. 

Advance  of  Russian  Railways,  QaestioD,  Mr 
Hanbary  :  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Aflbirs  (Sir  James  Fergas- 
son)  June  13,  1734 

Trade  Communication  with  Thibet — The  Con^ 
vent  ion  with  China,  Question,  Sir  John 
Simon ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergus- 
son)  June  13, 1725 

CeyJon 
Celebration  of  tfie  Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Ma- 
jestt/s  Reign — Legislative  Council — Pro- 
posed  Reform  of  Constitution,  Question,  Sir 
Roper  Lethbridge  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land) June  6,  1072 
Dock  Accommodation  at  Colombo,  Question, 
Sir  Roper  Lethbridge,  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  June  9,  1420 


Chanob,  Mr.  P.  A.,  Kilkenny,  8, 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  1,  Amendt.  263,  264,  266,  267,  348,  364, 
399,  400,  401,  402;  cL  2,  Aipendt.  415, 
416,  417,  419,  420,  421,  422,  424,  446.  447, 
466,  547,  553,  595,  611,  713,  734,  739,  742, 
748,  744,  747,  748,  784.  786,  787,  939,  940, 
942,  944,  956,  974  ;  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 995,  1025  ;  el.  3,  1238,  1256,  1264, 
1278,  1287,  1295,  1309,  1317,  1818,  1828, 
1382,  1397,  1408  ;  el.  4,  1468,  1469, 1470, 
1481,  1675;  el.  5,  1754;  Amendt.  1770, 
1780,  1791,  1800,  1811,  1812,  1817,  1829, 
1830,  1831,1834 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  [Ex- 
penses], Comm.  1840, 1843 

Deeds  of  Arrangement  Registration,  Comm. 
cl.  5,  Amendt.  815 ;  d.  8,  816,  817,  818  ; 
el.  11,  1341  ;  cl.  15,  Amendt.  1342  ;  cl.  17, 
Amendt.  1343  ;  Preamble,  Amendt.  1344 

East  India  Stock  Conversion,  Comm.  cl.  2, 
412,  413  ;  Consid.  624  ;  cl.  2,  625  ;  add.  el. 
626,  627 

First  Offenders,  Comm.  add.  el.  808,  804,805 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice^ Court  of   Bank- 
ruptcy—Imprisonment of  Father  Keller, 
722,  004 
Public  Meetings — Nationalist  Meetings  in 
Ulster,  890 

Midland   Great  Western  Railway  of  Ireland, 

3R.  492,  493,  650 
Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2),  Comm.  el.  1,  630;  d.  3,  808  ; 
cl.  5,  809,  310  ;  add.  cl.  813  ;  Amendt.  814  ; 
Consid.  add.  el.  1556,  1559 
Parish  Allotments  Committees,  2R.  230 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  Ilouse  ( Proce- 
dure on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ire- 
land) Bill),  Res.  Amendt.  1651 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments,   143,   171,    197,  210,   213,  220, 
221 
Report,  408,  621 

GsAi^cELLOB,  Tho  LoBD  {sec  EUlsbuby, 
Lord) 


Ohancellob  of  Ibeland,  The  Lobd 
{see  Ashboubne,  Lord) 

Chanoellob  of  the  Duoht  of  Lancasteb 
(see  Mannebs,  Eight  Hon.  Lord 
J.  J.  E.) 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (^sse 
GoscHBN,  Eight  Hon.  Qt.  J.) 

Channing,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Northampton^  E. 
Metropolitan  Police— Extra  Duty  of  tho  '*  A  " 

Division,  868 
Parish  Allotments  Committees,  2R.  231 
Public   Worship   Regulation  Act,  1874^Tho 

Rev.  J.  Bell  Cox,  892 
Railways — Inspectors'  Reports  upon  Accidents, 

506 

Charity  Commisaionera 
The  Judd  Foundation,   Tonbridge,  Question, 
Sir  Julian  Goldsmid  ;    Answer,   The   Vice 
President  of  the  Council  (Sir  William  Ilart 
Dyke)  May  19,  506 

Ohxtbchill,  Eight  Hon.  Lord  E.  H.  S., 

Paddingtan,  8. 
Jubilee  Thanksgiving    Service  (Westminster 
Abbey) — Tickets  of  Admission  to  the  Plat- 
form outside  Parliament  Square,  1744 

Church  of  England 
Convocation  of   the  Province  of  Canterbury, 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Robertson ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  11. 
Smith)  May  16,  65 

Civil  Service  Writers 

The  Treasury  Minute,  Question,  Mr.  T.  C. 
Harrington  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  May  19,  498 ; 
Question,  Mr.  0.  V.  Morgan  :  Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
May  20,  111 

Sub' Commission  of  Inquiry^  Question,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  June  10, 
1588 

The  Lower  Division — Examinations  in  Dub-- 
iin.  Question,  Mr.  Tuite;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
May  23,  875 

Clancy,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Dublin  Co.,  N. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

cl.  1,  318 ;  cl.  2,  441,  577,  981,  950,  960, 

975  ;  cl.  3.  1380 ;  cl.  4,  1485 ;  cl.  5,  1747, 

1756,  1764,  1801 
Parish  Allotments  Committees,  2  R.  231 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart* 

ments,  174 

Clabk,  Dr.  G.  B.,  Caithness 
Africa  (South) — Annexations  in  Zululand,  501, 

502 
Agricultural  Laboaren  (Scotland),  1081 
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Glabk,  Dr.  G.  B.— cont. 

Armj  and    Navj   fistimatM,  Nomination    of 

Select  Committee,  1213 
Orimintfl  Law  Amendment  (Ireland],  Gomm. 
el.  \,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  886, 
387,  388  :  el.  2,  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, 610,  611 ;  el.  4,  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  1526,  1620 
East  India  Stock  OooTersion,  Comm.  el.  2, 

413 
Parliament — New  Roles  of  Froeednre  (1882) 
— Rnle  2  (Adjonmment  of  the  House) — 
Annexations  in  Zainland,  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 539 
Post  Office— East  India  and  China  Mail  Con- 
tract. 1233  ;  Res.  Motion  for  Adjonmment, 
1334 
Scotland— Qnestions 

Action  of  the  Crofter  Commission,  1040, 

1041 
Crofters   Holdings   Act,  1886— Loans  for 

Fishing  Harbours,  1584 
Fishery  Board— Crofters  and  Cottars  Fish- 
ing Boats— Loans,  897 
Sapplj,    Report,   Motion   for   Adjonmment, 
403,  404,  405 
RcTcnue  Departments — Post    Office  Ser- 
vices, Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  Ac. 
1126 

Olabxs,  Sir  E.  G.  (Solicitor  General), 

Plymouth 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Inland),  Comm. 

d.  2,  934,  955,  987 
Deeds  of  Arrangement  Registration,   Comm. 

cl.  8,  816,  817 

Qlokoubbt,  Lord 
Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  el»  5,  Amendt.  83 

C<ml  Mines 

Colliery  Aeddent  al  Votherwell,  Question,  Mr. 
D.  Crawford;  Answer,  The  Seorotary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Mat- 
thews) June  8,  1352 

CoUiery  AeeiderU  at  Udston,  Lanarkihire, 
Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Tom- 
linson ;  Answers,  The  Secratary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews) 
June  6, 1077 ;  Question,  Mr.  Mason  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Matthews)  June  9,  1486; 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer, 
The  Secratary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Matthews)  June  9,  1439 

Coal  Hmes,  ftc-  Kegulatioa  Bill 

(Mr,  Secretary  MaUhews,  Mr.  StuarU  Woriley) 
e.  Committee  deferred  May  16,  226    [Bill  130] 

OoBB,  Mr.  H.  P.,  Warwiekf  8.E.,  Rughy 
Jubilee  Tear  of  Her  Majeety's  Reign,  Oelehra- 

iion  of,  in  London,  727 
Parish  AUotmenU  Committees,  2R.  227, 229 

OoGHiLLy  Mr.  D.  H.,  Neweastle-under- 
Lyme 
War    Office  ^•Corporation    Road   round    the 
Citadel  Fort»  Plymouth,  725 


CoHBN,  Mr.  A.,  Southwarl',  W. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Iroland)^  Comm. 
<rf.  2,551,771,  971 

OoLERiDGS,  Hon.  B.,  Sheffield,  Attereliffe 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comoci. 
el.  2,  546,  968  ;  el.  4,  1513 

OoLOMB,  Oaptain  T.  0.  B.,  Tower  SdwUeis, 
BovDy  ^e. 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Iroland),  Comm. 

el.  1,  310 
Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis),   3R. 
799 

Colonial  Service  (PennLons)  Bill 

(TKeEarlof  Onslow) 

U  Read  2%  after  short  debate  May  20,  642 

(No.  98) 

O0LONIB8 — Secretary  of  State  for   {»ee 
HoLLAiTD,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  H.  T.) 

OoLONiEs — ^TJnder  Secretary  of  State  for 
{see  OirsLow,  Earl  of) 

OoiooNS,  Dr.  A.,  Roseommon,  S. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
d.  4,  Amendt.  1490,  1491,  1495,  1499, 
1513,  1541,  1648,  1549:  el.  5,  1780; 
Amendt.  1783 

OOMHITTEB  OF  OoUKOIL  ON  EdUOATIOK — 

Vice  President  {see  Dtkb,  Bight 
Hon.  Sir  W.  H.) 

Commons  Begolation  (Ewer)  Provisional 
Order  Bill 

(Mr.  Stuart'  JTortley,  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews) 

e.  Report*  May  19  [Bill  287] 

Considered  *  May  20 

Read  3«  May  28 
/.  Read  l^^{B.  Bromnlifw)  May  28  (No.  108) 

Read  2**  June  13 

Commons    Begolation   (Laindon)   Pro- 
visional Order  Bill 

(iff.  Stuart- Wortley,  Mr,  Secretary  Matthews) 
e.  Report  •  May  19  [Bill  238] 

Read  3<'  *  May  20 
I  Read  !••  {E.  Brownlow)  May  21  (No.  107) 

Read  2*  *  June  13 

Conveyancing  (Scotland)  Acts  Amend-* 

ment  Bill  (The  Lard  Advocate^ 

Mr.  Solicitor  Oeneral  for  Scotland) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  V  •  May  20  [BUI  270] 

Read2«*/uit«9 

(ToKWATy  Mr.  M.,  Zettrim,  JVl 

Belfast    Main   Drainage,    Lords'    Amendii. 

Consid.  Amendt.  652 
Edaoation  Department— -Drawing  in  Elemta- 

tary  Schools,  1227 
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OoNYBEAKE,   Mr.   C.  A.  V.,     Cornwall^ 
Camborne 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cL  2,  1018 ;  el  3,  1375,  1377,  1676 

Ireland — Que&tions 

ETiotions — Evictions  at  Bodyke,  Co.  Clare, 
1423,  1424.  1731 ;— Alleged  Misconduct 
of  the  Constabulary,  1438,  1591.  1741 ; 
— Ix>rd    Kenmare's    Estate,    Killarney, 
1736 
Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Cele- 
bration of —  Royal   Irish   Constabulary, 
1216,  1217  ;— Circular  of  the  Inspector 
General,  1429,  1431 
Poor  Relief  Inquiry  Commission,  1887 — 
Compound  Rating  of  Occupiers,  1423 
Jubilee  Thanksgiving    Service    (Westminster 
Abbey) — Accident  to  a  Workman,  1231 

Metropolitan  Police — Sergeant  Murphy,  1229 
Parliament — Business  of  the  (louse — Criminal 
Law   Amendment  (Ireland),   Notice  of  In- 
struction, 1442 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites),  2R.  1848,  1849 
Supply — Revenue    Departments — Post    Office 
Services,   Post   Office   Savings    Banks,  dto. 
1145 


OooKE,  Mr.  C.  W.  E.,  If  awing  ton,  W. 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Retired  Sergeants 
of  Volunteers,  61 

First  Offenders,  Consid.  1353 ;  3R.  ib, ;  Mo- 
tion for  Adjournment,  1338 

Parish  Allotments  Committees,  2 R.  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  227 


CoEBET,  Mr.  W.  J.,  Wicklow,  K 

Ireland — Questions 

Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests — Eaton 
Bequest,  710 

Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum — Resi- 
dent Medical  Officer,  499 

I^abourers'  Act— The  Return,  55 

Piers  and  Harbours  —  Arklow  Harbour 
Works,  718,  719 

North  Borneo — Operations  against  the  Natives 

— H.M.S.  "  Zepyhr,"  881 
War  Office— Army  Medical  Officers,  500 

OoBE,  Earl  of 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  d.  1,  30 

Com  Sales  Bill 

{Mr,  Rankin,  Sir  Joseph  JR.  Bailey,  Mr.  H,  T. 
Davenport,  Mr.  Williamson) 

e.  Order  for    2R.    discharged ;  Bill  withdrawn 
June  6,  1204  [Bill  91] 

Cobby,  Sir  J.  P.,  Armagh,  3Iid 

Belfast    Main    Drainage,     Lords'     Amondts. 

Consid.  670 
Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2),  Comm.  el.  1,  628,  630,  632 ; 
Amendt.  805  ;  cL  2,  800  ;  el.  3,  Amendt.  ib., 
807  ;  el.  5,  809  ;  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, 810  ;  add.  el.  812,  814 ;  Consid.  1026 


CossuAK,  Mr.  H.,  Bristol,  E. 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Proce- 
dure on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ire- 
land) Bill),  Res.  1638,  1639 

Supply,  Report,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  404 

Coonty  Conrts  Consolidation  Bill  [r-I'*] 

( The  Lord  Chaneellor) 

I.  Read  2«  •  May  17  (No.  78) 

Committee  * ;  Report  May  20 
Read  3**  May  23 

CouBTNEY,  Mr.  L.  H.  (Chairman  of 
Committees  of  Ways  and  Means  and 
Deputy  Speaker),  Cornwall,  Bodmin 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Lords'  Amendti. 
Consid.  661,  662,  664,  667 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  1,  261,  273,  311,  353.  358,  359,  360,  379, 
386,  388,  401,  402;  el.  2,  416,  417,  421, 
458,  459,  460,  485,  488,  489.  584,  594,  605, 
609.  739,  742,  744.  745,  782,  783.  918,  919, 
922,  925,  940,  952.  990,  993,  994,  995,  996, 
997,  1005,  1009,  1017,  1018,  1022  ;  el.  3, 
1234,  1235,  1240,  1244,  1253,  1283,  1302, 
1313,  1314,  1318.  1322,  1377,  1884 ;  el.  i, 
1445,  1469.  1495,  1499.  1521,  1522,  1526, 
1529,  1530,  1540,  1545,  1546,1549,  1552; 
el  5,  1752.  1793,  1794,  1807,  1812,  1814, 
1818,  1820,  1824,  1829,  1830 

Deeds  of  Arrangement  Registration,  Comm. 
cl.  5,  815 

Manchester  Ship  Canal,  Motion  for  Leave, 
1S47,  1350  ;  2R.  1712,  1715, 1718 

Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2),  Comm.  el  1,  631 ;  add,  el. 
814 

Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis),  2R. 
802 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart^ 
ments,  151.  152.  182,  186.  187,  188,  189, 
196,  201,  210,  211,  212,  213,  217,  221 

Supply — Reven  ue   Departments— Post    Office 
Services,  Post    Office    Savings    Banks, 
<bo.  1079,  1088, 1090,  1126 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Services,  1170,  1174 

OowPEB,  Earl 
Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  el  1,  22 

Cox,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Clare,  E, 
Distumpiked    Roads— Annual    Receipts   and 

Contributions,  508 
Midland  Great  Western  Railway  of  Ireland, 

3R.  491,  402,  047 
Supply,  Report,  Motion  for  Adjournment,  404 

Cbanbbooe,  Viscount  (Lord  President 
of  the  Council) 

Pluralities  Act  Amendment  Act  (1885)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  637 

Registration  of  Dogs  in  the  Metropolis,  2R« 
236 

Cbawford,  Mr.  D.,  Lanark,  N,E.  , 

Coal  Mines— Colliery  Accident  at  Motherwell, 
1352 
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C&AWFOBD,  Mr.  W.,  Durham,  Mid 
Riven  Pollution  Act— River  Wear,  510 


Criminal    Law   Amendment   (Ireland) 
Bill 

[Mr.  Arthur  Balfour,  Mr,  Secretary  Matthews, 

Mr,  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Attorney  General 

for  Ireland)  [Bill  217] 

e.  Committee  [Eighth  Night]— b.p.  May  17,  259 
Committee  [Nioth  Night]— b.p.  May  18,  415 
Committee  [Tenth  Night]— b.p.  May  19,  540 
Committee  fEleTentb  Night]— b.  p.  May  20,  731 
Committee[TweIfth  Night]— b.p.  May  23,  907 
Committee  [Thirteenth  Night] — b.p.  June  7, 

1238 
Committee  [Fourteenth  Night] — b.p.  June  8, 

1353 
Committee  [Fifteenth    Night]— b.p.  June  9, 

1442 
Hored,  *<  That  this  House  will.  To-morrow, 
again  reaolre  itself  into  the  said  Committee," 
1553 
Amendt.  to  leave  out    "To-morrow,"  insert 
"  on    Monday  next"  (Mr.   T.  M.  Healy)  ; 
Question    proposed,  "  That    *  To-morrow ' 
dro;"  after  short  debate,   Amendt.  with- 
drawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 
Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved.  "  That  this 
House   will,    upon    Monday  next,   resolve 
itself  into    the   Committee    on    the    Bill " 
June  10, 1674 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  **  upon  Monday  next," 
insert    «* To-morrow"  {Mr.   T.  M.  Healy) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  '  upon  Monday 
next'  d(0.;"  after  short  debate,  Moved, "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put "  {Mr.  W.  B.  Smith) 
Question  put;    A.  202,    N.  73;   M.    129; 
(D.  L.  221)    [2.10  A.if] 
Question  put,  <<  That  this  House,  <bo ; "  A.  203, 

N.  72  ;  M.  131  (D.  L.  222)    [2.25  a.m] 
Committee  [Sixteenth  Night] — b.f.  June  13, 
1745 

[See  title—  Parliament —  Busineee  of  the 
Borne'] 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  {Ireland)  [^Fx- 

pensesl 

Moved,  <*  That  this  House  will,  To-morrow, 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  to  consider 
of  authorising  the  payment,  out  of  moneys 
to  be  provided  by  Parliament,  of  any  allow- 
ances that  may  be  made,  and  Expenses  that 
may  be  incurred,  under  the  provisions  of  any 
Act  of  the  present  Session  to  make  better 
provision  for  the  prevention  and  punishment 
of  Crime  in  Ireland)  and  for  other  purposes 
relating  thereto  "  (Queen's  Reeommendalion 
signified)  {Mr.  Jackson)  June  9,  1560  :  after 
short  debate.  Question  put;  A.  Ill,  N.  48  ; 
M.  63  (D.  L.  213) 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  '*  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair " 
June  18, 1889 ;  after  short  debate,  Question 
put  and  agreed  to;  Matter  considered  in 
Committee 

Moved)  *<  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament,  of  any  allowances  that  may  be 
made,  and  Expenses  that  may  be  incurred, 

[cont 


Criminal  Law  Amendment  {Irelani)  lEgperuesJ 
—cont. 

under  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  pre- 
sent Session  to  make  better  provision  for 
the  prevention  and  punishment  of  Crime  in 
Ireland  {Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour),  1841  :  after 
short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  BiU  [h.l.] 

{The  Marquess  of  Lothian) 

I.  Read  2»,  after  short  debate  May  17, 238  ( No.  90) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  20 

Readd**  Jfay  23 
c.  Read   1«  *    ( The   Lord   Aduoeale)  June    13 

[Bill  287] 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act  (1S86) 
Amendment  (Ho.  3)  Bill 

Mr.  Angus  Sutherland,  Dr.  M'Dotiald,  Mr. 
Haldane,   Mr.   Shaw  Lefevre,    Mr.     Lyell, 
Colonel  Duncan,  Mr.   James   Stuart,    Mr. 
Chance) 
e.  BUI  withdrawn  •  June  7  [Bill  219] 

Oboss,  Yiscount  (Secretary  of  State  for 

India) 
Asia  (Central)— Affairs  of  Afghanistan,  1678 
India — Land  Acquisition   Act— Expropriation 

of  Zemindars  at  A^ni  Ghat,  Mussoorie,  11 

Orosslby,  Mr.  E.,  York,  W.R.,  Sowerhy 
British  Guiana — Ecclesiastical  Affairs,  861 

Cbossmait,  Major  General  SirW.,  PorU- 
mouth 

Scotland— Tweed  Acts,  506 
War  Office — Compensation  to  certain   Senior 
Majors,  704 

Currency,  The 

French  and  Italian  Copper  Coins,  Question, 
Mr.  Montagu ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  June  13, 
1721 

The  Silver  Coinage,  Questions,  Mr.  E.  Hard- 
castle,  Mr.  Dillon ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  May  23» 
873 

The  New  Coinage,  Question,  Mr.  W.  Beckett ; 
Answer,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  June  10, 1589 

Customs  and  Inland  Bevenne  BUI 

{Mr,  Courtney,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Mr.  Jackson) 

e.  Question,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  May  16, 
68 

c.  Read  2«,  after  debate/tiiM  6, 1184[BiU  2il] 

Customs  Consolidation  Acts  (1876)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

{Lord  ^rodetCftM) 
I,  Royal  Assent  May  23  150  VicL  c.  7] 
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Davenport,  Mr.   H.  T., 
Leeh 
Pftrii  Exhibition,  1889,  884 
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Dbasy,  Mr.  J.,  Ifayo,  W. 
Inland    Revenue    Department — Collection  at 
LiTerpool,  Colohestar,  and  Cork,  58 


Db  Cobain,  Mp.  E.  S.  W.,  Belfast,  S. 

Bel£ut  Main  Drainage*  Lords'  Amendts.  669 
Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend  • 

ment  (No.  2)  Comm.  el,  1,  633;  add,  el, 

812 


Deeds  of  Arrangement  Segiatration  Bill 

{Sir  Bemhard  SamueUoftf  Mr.  Howard  Vincent, 

Sir  John  Lubbock,  Mr.   Coddington,    Mr. 

Lawoon,  Sir  Albert  BoUit) 

e.  Committee— R.P.  May  20,  815        [Bill  231] 
Committee ;  Report  June  7, 1340 

Defences  of  the  Empire  —  see  title  Im- 
perial Defences 

Db  Lislb,  Mr.  E.  J.  L.  M.  P.,  Leices- 
tershire,  Mid 
Supply — ReTenue  Departments— Post  OflBce 
Telegraph  Servioes,  1182 

Db  Vesci,  Visooimt 

Irish  lAud  Law,  Comm.  el.  17,  46 ;  el,  20, 
Amendt.  1684  ;  cl,  22,  Amendt.  1700 


Db  Wo&MSy  Baron  H.  (Secretary  to  tke 

Board  of  Trade),   Liverpool,  East 

Toxteth 
**  Board  of  Trade  Journal  "^Contract  for  Ad- 

yertisements,  879 
Com  Sales,  2R.  1204 
Court  of  Bankruptcy — Mr.  B.  M.  Langworthj 

— Prirate  Examination,  511 
Immigration  of  Foreigners,  520 

Ireland  —  Commissioners  of  Irish  Lights  — 
Lighthouse  Keepers  and  their  Families,  888, 

889 
Tramwajs  —  Line    between    Schnll    and 
Skibbereen,  53 

Lighthouses  and  Lightships— Lighthouse  lUu- 
minants — Trinity  Ilouse  Report,  1726 
Telegraphic  Communication— Lord  Craw- 
ford's Committee— Tory  Island,  710 

Manchester    Ship  Canal,  Motion  for  Lea?e, 
1348,  1351,  1352 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts — Loss  of  Life  at  Sea 
— Report  of  the  Royal  Commission,  724 
Loss  of  the  SS.  "  Carmona,"  871 

Railway  and  Canal  Traffic — Carriage  of  Town 

Refuse,  1726 
Railways  —  Inspectors'   Reports  upon  Acci- 
dents, 506 
Railway  RatM,  68 


Dillon,  Mr.  J.,  Mayo,  E. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  1,  285,  373 ;  cl.  2,  438,  467.  552,  584, 
593, 772. 922,  935, 969,  1003, 1009  ;  Motion 
for  reporting  Progress,  1013,  1015,  1019, 
1025  :  cl.  3,  1270.  1303, 1318,  1326, 1357  ; 
el.  4,  1504,  1531,  1543,  1545.  1546,  1554 ; 
el.  5. 1747, 1748, 1793  ;  Amendt.  1794, 1797, 
1805,  1807, 1818.  1826, 1830,  1832 

Currency — SilTcr  Coinage,  875 

Egypt— Soudan— Arabs  of  Suakin,  1219 
Great  Eastern  Railway,  Consid.  701 

Ireland — Questions 

Evictions — Co.  Mayo,  1228  ;—E fictions 
at  Bodyke,  Co.  Clare,  1731,  1732;— 
Alleged  Misconduct  of  the  Constabulary, 
1439,  1741,  1742 

Irish  Land  Commission — Glebe  Land  Pur- 
chasers, 1418,  1419 

Law  and  Justice — Court  of  Bankruptcy— 
Imprisonment  of  Father  Keller,  722,  903, 
904,  905 

National  Education  —  Classification  of 
Teachers,  1218 

Poor  Relief  Inquiry  Commission — Re- 
port, 1219 

Post  Office— Telegraph  Line  to  Charles- 
town,  1223 

Public  Meetings — Proclamation  of  the 
Dungannon  Meeting,  522,  523  ;— Sup* 
pression  of  Public  Meetings  in  Ulster, 
256,  257,  258 

Jubilee  Thanksgiving  Service  (Westminster 
Abbey] — Tickets  of  Admission  to  the  Plat- 
form outside  Parliament  Square,  1744 

Parliament — Adjournment  of  the  House,  1027 
Business  of   the  House  —  Unsatis£sctory 
SUte  of,  1068 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 151, 152, 159, 163, 169, 188 ;  Amendt. 
192,  194,  195,  196,  207,  208,  209,  211,  212, 
213 


Distumpiked  Roads 
Annual  Receipts  and  Coutribniions,  Questions, 
Mr.  Webster,  Mr.  Cox  ;  Answers,  The  First 
Commissioner  of    Works    (Mr.    Plunket) 
May  19,  507 

Drcoir-HAnTLAKD,  Mr.  F.  D.,  Middlesex, 

Uxhridge 
Theatres — Protection   of    Life    from    Fire- 
Burning  of  the  Op6ra  Comique,  Paris,  1076 

DoDDS,  Mr.  J.,  Stockton 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm« 
d.  1,  396,  397 

Jubilee  Tear  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Cele- 
bration of,  in  Ix>ndon,  728 

Midland  Great  Western  Railway  of  Ireland 
3R.  493 


Dog  Owners  Bill  [n.t.] 

(The  Lord  Mount-Temple) 

I,  2R.  negatived,  after  short  debate  June  10, 
1562  (No.  91) 
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Dogs,  Rahiea  in 
Mofed.  "That  a  Select  Cominitteo  be  Ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the 
Bubjeot  of  rabies  in  dogs,  and  the  laws  appli- 
cable thereto  "  ( The  Lord  President)  May  17, 
216  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Douglas,  Mr.  A.  Asers-  (Secretary  to 
the  Treasury),  Kenty  St.  Augustine^s 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el  2,  991,  992 

Jubilee  ThanksgiTing  Service  (Westminster 
Abbey),  906 

Parliament — Remaneratlon  of  Witnesses  at- 
tending Parliamentary  Committees,  1224 

DuPF,  Mr.  E.  W.,  Banffshire 

Harbour  Loans— Memorandum  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  1420 

Duke  of  Coimaiight*B  Leave  Bill 

{Mr.  William  Renry  Smith,  Mr.  Secretary 

StanhopSf  Sir  John  Oorst) 

c.  Committee  ;  Report ;  road  S^  May  20,  788 

rBill  228] 
I,  Read  1*  *  ;    read  2* ;   Committee  negatired  ; 
read  8*  May  21 
Royal  Assent  May  28  [50  Viet.  c.  10] 

DuwoAN,  Colonel  P.,  Fmshury,  Holhorn 
Army  Estimates — ProTisions,  Forage,  Ac.  68, 
84 

Dttnbaybk,  Earl  of 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  0/.  21, 1605 

Dyke,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  H.   (Vice 
President    of    the    Committee    of 
Council  on  Education),  Kent^  Dart- 
ford 
Charity    Commissioners  —  J  add    Foundation, 

Tonbridge,  507 
Education  Department— Questions 
Bradford  School  Board,  508 
Drawing  in  Elementary  Schools,  1228 
Exeter    Training    College — Disturbances, 

876 
Jubilee    Year    of    Ilor  Majesty's    Reign, 

Celebration  of— Holiday  in  Elementary 

Schools,  56 
Royal  Commission  on  the  Education  Acts, 

713 
Vacant  Building  Land  in  Victoria  Street, 

Westminster,  865 

East  India  Stock  Conversion  Bill 

{Sir  John  Oortt^  Mr,  Jaekton) 
0.  Read  2»  •  May  16  [Bill  263] 

Committee ;  Report  May  17,  411 
Bill     re  -  committed  ;     Committee  ;     Report 

May  19,  623  [Bill  267] 

Considered  ;  read  3°  May  20,  789 
{.  Read   M*;  read   2*;  Committee   negatived  ; 
read  3*  May  21 
Royal  Assent  May  23  [50  Vict.  c.  11] 


Education    Department     {England    and 

Wales 

Bradford  School  Board,  Question,  Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the 
Council  (Sir  William  Uart  Dyke)  May  19, 
508 

Celebration  of  the  Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Reign  —  Holiday  in  EUmenlary 
Schools,  Question,  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton ; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Coancil 
(Sir  William  Uart  Dyke)  May  16,  65 

Education  Acts,  The  Royal  Commission  on 
the.  Question,  Mr.  Hanbury  ;  Answer,  The 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)  ifay  20,  713 

Elementary  Schools,  Drawing  in.  Question, 
Mr.  Conway  ;  Answer,  The  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  (Sir  William  Uart  Dyke) 
June  7, 1227 

Exeter  Training  College,  The  Recent  Dis- 
turbanees  at.  Question,  Mr.  Sydney  Buxton; 
Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
(Sir  William  Uart  Dyke)  May  23,  876 

Vacant  Building  Land  in     Victoria    Street, 
Westminster,  Question,  Mr.  Hartley  ;    An- 
swer, The  Vice  President  of  the  Council 
(Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)  Afay  23,  865 

Edwards-Moss,    Mr.  T.  0.  Zaneashire, 
8.W.,  Widnes 
Merchant    Shipping  Acta— Loss  of   the  SS. 
"  Carmona,"  870 

Egypt  ( Questions) 

Finance,  ^e. — An  '*  Unacknowledged  Floating 
Debt,"  Question,  Mr.  Baden-Powell;  An« 
swer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusioo) 
A/ay  17,  251 

The  Soudan —  The  Arabs  of  Suakin,  Question, 
Mr.  Dillon ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James 
Fergusson)  June  7,  1219 

The  Campaign  of  1885— TAe  Khedive* s  Bronze 
Star,  Question,  Colonel  Bridgeman ;  An* 
swer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr. 
£.  Stanhope)  June  9,  1427 

The  JfegotiaUons^ Evacuation  by  the  British, 
Question,  Mr.  W.  Redmond ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  May  16,  62 

Sir  Henry  Drummond  Woljf^s  Mission,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  Redmond  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  May  19,  509  ;  Obserra- 
tions.  The  Prime  Minister  and  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (The  Marquess  of 
Salisbury),  The  Earl  of  CamarTon  May  20, 
633 

The  Eumoured  Anglo*  Turkish  ConvemtioH 

Question,  The  Earl  of  Rosebery ;  Answer,  The 
Prime  Minister  and  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  ( The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) 
May  23,  820;  Question,  Mr.  Bryoe:  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
May  23,  899;^  The  Papers,  Question,  Mr. 
John  Morley ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.   U.  Smith)  June  7, 
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E^pt — The  AnglO'  Turkish  Convdntton— cont. 

1232  ;  Observations,  Question »  The  Earl  of 
Carnarvon  ;  Reply,  The  Prime  Minister  and 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury) ;  Questions,  The 
Earl  of  Kimberley  ;  Answers,  The  Marquess 
of  Salisbury  June  10,  1564 

Elementary  Edacation  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (Christchnrch)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  President) 
I.  Read  2*  •  June  10  (No.  92) 

Elementary  Edacation  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  President) 
L  Read  2*  •  June  10  (No.  94) 

Elementary  Education  Provisional  Order 
Confirmation  (Middleton  St.  George) 

Bill  [«.!•.]         [The  Lord  President) 
L  Read  2*  •  June  10  (No.  93) 

Elgin,  Earl  of 

Literature,  Science, and  Art — National  Portrait 
Gallery,  645 

Ellenborouoh,  Lord 

Tithe  Rent-Charge,  Report,  cL  2,  1572 

Ellis,  Mr.  J.  E.,  JVotiifiqham,  Ru»hcliffe 
Coal  Mines,  &q.  Regulation,  Comm.  236 
Criminal   Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Coram. 

el.  4.  Amendt.  1540,  1541 
Ireland — Questions 

Evictions — Statistics,  1720 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Ireland)  Act,  Section  8 
— Fine  on  an  Hotel-Keeper  lor  Exhibit- 
ing a  Political  Banner,  495 
Poor   Relief  Inquiry  Commiision,  1887 — 
Compound    Rating   of  Occupiers,    1421, 
1422 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the    House   (Pro- 
cedure on  the   Criminal    Law   Amendment 
(Ireland)  Bill).  Res.  1647 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites).  2R.  1846 
Purchase  of  Land  (Ireland)  Act,  1885— Re- 
turns, 894 

Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment Bill  {Mr.  William  M'Donald,  Mr. 
Arthur  0^  Connor,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Chance, 
Mr.  Clancy)  [Bill  38] 

e.  2Ii.  deferred,  after  short  debate  June  8,  1414 

Employ eru^   Liability  Act — Renetoal  and 
Amendment 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)  June  7,  1220 

Erne,  Earl  of 

Ii-ish  Land  Law,  Comm.  el.  3,  Amendt.  31 ; 
cL  17,  Amendt.  46  ;  el.  21,  Amendt.  1696  ; 
el.  22,  Amendt.  1699 


EsMONDE,  Sir  T.  H.  O.,  Dublin  Co.,  S. 
Magistracy  (England    and  Wales) — Noncon- 
formist Magistrate!  in  Flintshire,  724 

EssLEMONTy  Mr.  P.,  Aberd^enshirs,  E. 
Criminal  I>aw  Amendment  (Ireland),   Comm. 

el.  1.  Amendt.  853,  357 
Parliament — Sittings  and  Adjournment  of  the 

House — Whitsuntide  Recess,  64 
Scotland —  Questions 

Ac  tion  of  the  Crofter  Commission,  1038 
Church  of  Scotland— Church  Building  in 

Pitsligo,  Aberdeenshire,  901 
Fisheries  —  Fishermen's  Cottages  on  the 
East  Coast,  880 

EwART,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  N. 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Lords'  Amendts.  652 
Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2),  Comm.  el.  1,  630 ;  el.  5,  810 ; 
add.  el.  813;  Consid.   add.  el.  1555,  1556, 
1560 

Eyre,  Colonel  H.,  Lincolnshire,   6 aim* 

borough 

Army  (Auxiliary  Forces) — Volunteer  Corps — 

Assistant  Instructors  in  Signalling,  1587 

New  Regulations  as  to  Shooting,  879 

Army  Estimates — Provisions,  Forage,  dto.  113 

Fabquhabson,  T>t.'R.,  Aberdeenshire,  W, 
Army  Estimates— Provisions,  Forage,  dec.  72 

Ferguson,  Mr.  E.  (/.  Munro,  Leith,  Sfc. 

Immigration  of  Foreigners,  520 
India— Pisheen  Valley  Railroad,  1225 
Scotland,  Secretary  for,  1070 

Fergusson,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  J.  (Under 
Secretary    of    State    for   Foreign 
Affairs),  Manchester,  N.E. 
Africa  (Central)— Transit  Tarifif  through  Portu- 
guese Territory,  1587 
Army    (India)  —  Indian    Artillery  —  The   9- 

Pounder  Muxzle- Loading  Gun, 856 
Asia  (Central) — Advance  of  Russian  Railways, 
1734 
Trade  Communication  with  Thibet — Con- 
vention with  China,  1725 
Canada  and  the  United  States — The  Anglo- 
American  Fisheries  Disputes,  854  ;-»A  New 
Commission,  1417 
Egypt —  Questions 

Anglo-Turkish  Conyention,  899 
Finance, dec. — An**  Unacknowledged  Float- 
ing Debt,"  251 
Negotiations — Eracuation  by  the  British, 
62  ;  —  Sir     Henry    Drummond    Wolff^s 
Mission,  510 
Soudan — Arabs  of  Snakin,  1219 
France— Paris  Exhibition,  1889,  59,  519,  885, 

1428 
Free  Church  of  Scotland — Mission  Station  at 

Constantinople,  512 
Immigration  of  Destitute  Foreigners,  514 
MadagAHcar — Capture  of  Natives  by  the  French 

and  Transport  to  Reunion,  878 
North  Borneo — Operations  against  the  Natives, 
872 
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FsBemiBov,  "Right  Hon.  Sir  J.^~eont. 

North  Sea  Fisheries  Convention,  lS83^East 

Coast  Drift  Net  Fisheries,  1424 
United  States — Emigrants  to  Tennessee,  503 
Emigration  of  Highland  Crofters,  1434 

FiSLD,  Adoiiral  E.,  Sussex,  £astboums 
Armj  and    NaTj    Estimates,   Nomination  of 
Select  Committee,  1209, 1210,  1214 

Fiji  —  Puhlie   Flogging  of  a    WesUyan 

Methodist 
Question,  Sir  Robert  Fowler ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  tor    the  Colonies   (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  May  17,  246 

FinaMOy  Sfo. 
JReduction  of  the  National  DeU,  1886-7,  Qaes- 
tion,  Sir  William  Harooart;  Answer,  The 
Chanoellor  of  the  Excheqaer  (Mr.  Gosohen) 
May  17,  248 
T%e  National  Debt,  Qoestion,  Mr.  Mason  ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goiohen)  May  17,  253 

Fingh-Hatton,  Hon.  M.  E.  G.,  Zineoln" 
shirSf  Spalding 
Hanicipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2),  Comm.  el,  1,  631 
Parish  Allotments  Committees,  2R.  229 
Supply— Civil  Servioes  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 158 

FnrLAT,  Mr.  B.  B.,  Invomsss,  Sec. 

Army  Estimates — Profistons,  Forage,  Ao.  82 

FiNUOANE,  Mr.  J.y  Limerickj  E, 
Ireland — Questions 

Evictions — Powers  of  Sheriff,  520 

Post  Office— Carriage  of   Mails    to  Kil- 

mallock,  889 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Conviotioni  for 
Assault,  875 

First  Offenders  Bill 

(Mr,  Boward  Vincent,  Lord  Randolph  Speneer 
ChurehiU^  Sir  Henry  Selmn^Jbbeteon,  Mr. 
Soare,  Mr.  Addison,  Mr.  Saatinye,  Mr. 
Lawaon,  Mr.  Molloy)  [Bill  189] 

e.  Committee  *   {on  re-eomm.) ;  Report  May  20, 

803 
Moved,  **  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now 

oonsidered  "  June  7,  1334  ;  Question  put, 

and  agreed  to 
After  short  debate.  Moved,    '*  That  the  Bill  be 

now  read  3«  ;  "  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate 

be  now  adjourned "  (Mr  Radelife  Cooke) ; 

Question  pat,  and  agreed  to;  Debate  ad- 

iourned 

FitzGbrald,  Lord 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  13;  el.  1,  Amendt. 
15,  24,  27,  29  ;  el.  3,  Amendt.  31 ;  cL  5, 
Amendt.  34  ;  el.  16,  44 ;  d.  20,  49,  244 ; 
Amendt.  1679, 1680. 1682,  1684,  1685, 1687 ; 
el.  21,  1698;  el.  22,  1700;  el.  27,  1704; 
el.  29,  Amendt.  1705 


FitzWyoram,  General  Sir  F.  W.,  HemU^ 
Fareham 
Army  Estimates^Provisions,  Forage,  Ao.  107, 
119 

Flynn,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Cork,  N. 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm* 

d.  1,  335  ;  el.  2,  442,  998 
Ireland—Irish   Land    Commissionen— Sittioji^ 

at  Clonmel,  714 

Foley,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Oalway,  Connenuura 

Ireland —Dispensaries — Ooghterard  Board  of 
Guardians,  1586 

FoBEiQN  Affaibs — Secretary  of  State 
{s6$  Salisbury,  Marquess  of) 

FoBBioK  Affaibs — ^TJnder  Secretary  of 
State  (see  FEBGUssoiTy  Bight  Hon. 
Sir  J.) 

Forestry 

Ordered,  Tliat  a  Select  Committee  h«  ap* 
pointed  to  consider  whether  bj  the  Establish- 
ment of  a  Forest  School,  or  otherwise,  oar 
woodlands  could  be  rendered  more  remunera- 
tive May  16 

Select  Committee  nominated  May  20  ;  List  of 
the  Committee,  818 

FoBSTBB,  Sir  0.,  Walsall 
Public    Petitions — Petition  from  Bradford — 
— Alleged  Fictitious  Signatures.  723 

FoBWOOD,  Mr.  A.  B.  (Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty),  Laneashire,  Ormskirk 
Admiralty  —  Explosion   on    Board    H.M.S. 
**  Rupert "  at  Hull,  1581 

FosTEB,  Sir  B.  W.,  Derhy^  Ilkeston 
Parish  Allotments  Committees,  2R.  230 

FowLEB,  Bight  Hon.  H.  H.,  Wolver- 
hampton, E. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Oomm. 
d.  2,  767,  1010,  lOU ;  Motion  for  reporting 
Progresf,  1019,  1028,  1024,  1298.  1299; 
el.  4,  1455,  1456 ;  el.  5,  Amendt.  1745. 
1748,  1791 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice— Imprisonment  of 
John  Ryan,  an  Ericted  Tenant,  1723 

Jubilee  Year  of  Uer  Majesty's  Reign,  Cele- 
bration of,  in  London,  728 

Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis),  211.  797 

Supply — Civil  Serfices  and  Rerenue  Depart- 
ments, 181, 182 

FowLEB,  Sir  E.  N.,  London 

Fiji — Public  Flogging  of  a  Wesleyan  Metho- 
dist, 246 

Parliament— New  Rules  of  Procedure  (1882) 
— Rule  2  (Adjournment  of  the  House) — 
Annexations  in  Zululand,  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 526 
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France  and  the  New  H$lrii$» — The  Papers 

Question,  Mr.  John  Morley  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  June  7,  1232  ;  Observations,  Ques- 
tion, The  Earl  of  Carnarvon  ;  Reply,  The 
Primo  Minister  and  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury) ; 
Questions,  The  Earl  of  Kimberley  ;  Answers, 
The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  June  10, 1564 

Fraseb,  General  C.  0.,  Lambeth,  If. 
Army  Estimates-^ProTisioos,  Forage,  &o.  95 

Fulton,  Mr.  J.  F.,  West  Ham,  N. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
eh  4, 1465,1477 

Gas  and  Water  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

(Baron  Henry  De  Worms,  Mr.  Jaeksoh) 
e.  Read  2'»  •  May  17  [Bill  248] 

Gkts  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

(Baron  Henry  De  Worms,  Mr.  Jaekeon) 
e.  Read  2^  •  May  1 7  [Bill  249] 

Gedoe,  Mr.  S.,  Stockport 

Army  and  Navy  Estimates,    Nomination    of 
Select  Committee,  1214 

Gent-Dayis,   l^r.   E.,   Lamheth^   Ken- 

nington 
Metropolitan    Police — Duties    of  the    Police 
Serving  in  this  Ilouse,  883 

Gibson,  IMr.  J.  (\.  (Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland),  Liverpool,  Walton 
Criminal   Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cl.  3,  1276 

GiLHOOLY,  Ikfr.  J,,  Cork,  W. 
Ireland — Questions 

Board  of  Public  Works— Loo  Rock,  712 
Piers  and  Harbours — Pier  at  Cape  Clear 

Island,  711 
Poor  Law — Election  of  Guardians,  Bantry 

Union,  497 
Tramways  —  Line    between    Schull    and 
Skibbereen,  52 

Gill,  Mr.  H.  J.,  Limerick 

Criminal   Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cl.  1 ,  337 

GiLL,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Louth,  8. 

Criminal  Law   Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el,  2,  936,  950 
Immigration  of  Destitute  Foreigners,  514 
Supply — ReTCRue    Departments — Post   0£Bce 

Telegraph  Serrices,  1171,  1182 

Gladstone,  Eight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Sdin- 
burgh.  Mid  Lothian 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Oomm. 

cl.  1,  292,  295,  304,  305  ;  el.  5,  1748 
Ireland — Agrarian  Crime,  898 

\jiont. 


Glasstoits,  Right  Hon.  W.  E. — eont. 

Jubilee  Service  in  St.  Margaret's  Church,  Res. 
258,  907 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Proce- 
dure on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ire- 
land) Bill),  Res.  1601,1617 

GoLDSMiD,  Sir  J.,  St.  Pancras,  S. 
Charity    Commissioners  —  Jndd    Foundation , 

Tunbridge,  506 
Great  Eastern  Railway,  Consid.  677,  692,  697 
Manchester  Ship  Canal.  2R.  1717 
Midland  Great  Western  Railway  of  Ireland, 

3R.  649 
South    Pacific  —  New  Hebrides  —  Island   of 

Tanna,  247 

GoLDSwoBTHY,  Major-Gonoral  W.   T., 
ITammersmith 
Army  Estimates — Provisions,  Forage,  d;c.  93, 
\'6i 

GoRST,  Sir  J.  E.  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India),  Chatham 
Burmah^Licensing  and  Regulation  of  Immo- 
rality. 726,  882.  1028 
Upper— Ruby   Mines,   1029,   1073,    1074, 
1580 
Duke  of  Connaught's  Leave,  Comm.  788 
East  India  Stock  Conversion,    Comm.   411 ; 

cl.  2,  412.  413  ;  Consid.  624  ;  add.  cl.  625 
India — Questions 

Admission  of  Natives  and  Europeans  to  the 

Public  Service,  716 
Bengal — Manufacture  of  Spirits,  715 
Pishoen  Valley  Railroad,  1225 
Public  Service  Commission — Uncovenanted 

Civil  Service,  1583 
Sanitation,  1738 

Special  Allowances  to  Two  Engineer  OflB- 
cers.  1582 
Jubilee   Thanksgiving    Service    (Westminster 
Abbey) — British-Indian  Volunteers,  1592 

GosoHEN,  Et.  Hon.  G.  J.  (Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer),  St.  George* s,  Man- 
over  Square 
Criminal  Law  Amendment   (Ireland),  Comm. 

cl.  4,  1527 
Currency — Questions 

French  and  Italian  Copper  Coins,  1721 
New  Coinage,  1589 
Silver  Coinage,  873,  875 
Customs  and  Excise — Adulteration  of   Beer, 
1221 
Methods  of  Testing  Spirits  in  Bottles,  713 
Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  2R.  1196,  1199 
Finance,  Ac. — Reduction  of  the  National  Debt, 

1886-7.  248.  253 
Inland  Revenue — Questions 

Board  of  Inland  Revenue — Reduction  of  the 
Staffis  of  the  Indoor  and  Outdoor  De- 
partments, 1738 
Income  Tax — Charge  on  the  Wives  of  Civil 
and  Military  Officers  in  India  ;  and  others 
Abroad,  513; — Income  Tax  on  Profits 
Earned  by  Foreigners,  253 
Pensions  in  the  Secretary's  Department, 
866 
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GoscHiir,  Right  Hon.  Gr.  J.^^eont. 

Ireland^  Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours — Ad- 
ditional Accommodation  in  the  West 
of  Ireland,  1590.  1501 
Publio  Works  —  Government  Sab?entIon 
of  £50,000.  900  ;~Arterial  Drainage 
—  Drainage  of  the  Barrow,  Ac.  1071, 
1425,  1427 

Post  OflBee  and  Telegraph  Ser?ioei  —  Net 
Revenue,  240 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Prooe- 
dure  on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ire- 
land) BUI),  Res.  1632 

Supply — Civil  Servioes  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 140 
Post  Office  Servioes,  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank8,d(c.  1106, 1110 

GoTTBLEY,  Mr.  E.  T.y  Sunderland 

Canada  and  the  United  States — The  Anglo- 
American  Fisheries  Disputes,  854  ;— A  New 
Commission,  1417 

Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebra- 
tion  of  —  Jubilee    Thanksgiving    Servioe 
(Westminster  Abbey),  1075  ; — Accommoda- 
tion for  Members  of  this  House,  1436 

Geahah,  Mr.  E.  0.,  Lanark,  N.  W. 

Admiralty  —  Police   Fine  on  a  Naval   Lieu- 
tenant, 50 

Graityille,  Earl 
Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  245 

Chreat  Eastern  Railway  {re'eommitied)  Bill 

{by  Order) 
e»  Considered  May  20, 675 

Grey,  Sir  E.,  Northumberland,  Berwick 
Scotland— Tweed  Acts.  505 

Gbotbian,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Mull,  K 
Loss  of  Life  at  Sea— Report  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, 723 

Oroute  Disease,  The 
Question,  Mr.  £.   Robertson ;   Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  May  20,  710 

Grove,  Sir  T.  F.,   JTilts,  WiUon 

Tithes — Distraint  for  Non-Payment,  Shinford, 
Berks,  60 

Halsbttby,  Lord  (Lord  Ohancellor) 

Dog  Owners,  2R.  1563 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  d.  21,  1608 

Land  Transfer.  Comm.  233 

Tithe  Kent-Charge,  Comm.  el  3,  845 

Hambro,  Colonel  J.  C.  T.,  Dorset,  8. 
War  Office— Cfaesil  Boach  (Portland)  — Re- 
mo?ai  of  Wrecks,  1225 


Haiciltok,  Eight  Hon.  Lord   G.    F. 

(First    Lord    of   the   Admiraltj), 

Middlesex,  JSaliny 
Admiralty— Questions 

CouTersion  of  the  Royal  Marine  ArtillavY 
into  Marine  Infantry,  254 

Departmental  Committee  on  the  Clerical 
Establishments,  000 

Dockyards— Gratuities  to  Dieohargad  Work- 
men, 714 

Permanent  Finaneial  Control,  855 

Police  Fine  on  a  Naral  Lieutenant,  50 

Sheers  at  Pembroke  Dockyard,  885 

Special  Naval  Pension  to  Widow  of  Staff 
Commander  W.  M.  Savage,  873 

Supply  of  Welsh    Coal  to   Her  Majesty's 
Ships  at  Queensferry,  725,  726 

Jobilee  Tear  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebra- 
tion of— H.R.H.  the  Dake  of  Edinbai^gb, 
61 
Naval  Review,  800 
North   Borneo — Operations  against  tha   Na- 
tives—H.M.S.  "  Zephyr,"  881 

Hamtlton,  Lord  0.  J.,  Liverpool,  West 
Derby 
Dominion  of  Canada — Canadian  Paeifio  Rail- 
way, 730 
Import  Duties  on  Iron,  521 
Great  Eastern  Railway,  Consid.  605,  007,  608, 

600 
Jubilee  Tear  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebra- 
tion of,  in  London,  727 


Hamilton,  Lord  £.,  Tyrone,  If. 

Lighthouses  and  Lightships  —  Telegraphic 
Communication  —  Lord  Crawford's  Com- 
mittee— ^Tory  Island,  710 

Hamilton,  Oolonel  0.   E.,  Southwark, 

Rotherhithe 
Army— Cadets  of  the  Royal  Military  Academy 
at  Aldershot,  1722 


Hamley,    General  Sir  E.  B.,  Birken- 
head 
Army  Estimates— Provisions,  Forage,  4e.  134 


Hakbitry,  Mr.  E.  "W.,  Preston 

Africa  (Sooth)— Sir  Charles  Warren's  Beeh- 

uanaland  Expedition,  1734 
Asia  (Central)— Advance  of  Rnssian  Railways, 

1734 
Education  Department— Royal  Commission  on 

the  Education  Acts,  713 
Great  Eastern  Railway,  Consid.  686,  687,  688, 

680,  600,  61»1 
Royal   Commission    on  War   and  Admiialty 

Offices— The  Evidence,  250 
Superannuation  and  Retired  Allowances — Pen- 
sion to  a  Custom  House  Officer — Fraudulent 

Drawing,  517,  510 
Supply — Revenue  Departments  —  Post  Office 

Services,  Post  Office  Savings   Banks,  dtc. 
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IIarburt,  Mr.  R.  W. — cohL 

War  OfBco — Quettioni 

Army  Contracts,  1733 

Contract  for  Sword  Bayonets,  1223 

Ordnance  Department— Colonel   Maitland, 
Superintendent  of  Gun  Factory,  Wool- 
vrich,  709 
War  Office  (Ordnance  Department )~DorcctiTe 
Weapons — Questions 

Responsible  Officials,  80G 

Sword  Bayonets  of  the  City  of  London  Ar- 
tillery Volunteers,  1226 

Tests,  515,  517,  1075 

Harhour  Loans — Memorandum   of  Board 
of  Trade,  1886 
Questions,    Mr.    R.  W.  Duff;    Answers,   The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.   Jaokson) 
June  9,  1 420 

Harcourt,  Right  Hon.  Sir  W.  G.  V., 
Derby 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cL  I,  260  ;  Amendt.  207,  274,  234.  302,  305, 
348  ;  d.  2,  579,  580,  588,  001.  770  ;  cL  3, 
1234,  1238,  1247,  1314;  el.  4,  1527,  1537, 
1538,  1551,  1553 

Customs  and  Inland  Reyenuo,  2R.  1164,  1199 

Finance.  &c.—  Koduction  of  tlio  National  Debt, 
1880-7,248 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  (Pro- 
cedure on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
(Ireland)  Bill),  lies.  1610,  1017,  1629 

Post  Office  and  Telegraph  Ser?ioes  •«  Net 
Kevcnue.  249 

Supply — Rcycnuo  Departments — Post  Office 
Tch'graph  Services,  1172,  1174 

Hardcastle.  Mr.  E.,  Salford,  N. 

Currency — Silver  Coinage,  873 

Haruinqb,  Viscount 

Literature,  Science,  and  Art — The  National 
Portrait  Gallery,  041 

Harrinoton,  Mr.  E.,  Kerry ^  W. 

Criminal    Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cl  1,  322,  323,  395  ;  cL  2,  545,  601,  743, 
952,  909,  099  ;  el.  3,  1309  ;  cl,  5,  1809 
Ireland  —  Poor    Relief    Inquiry    Commission, 
1887 — Compound  Rating  of  Occupiers,  1423 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 171 
Report,  400 

Harrington,     Mr.    T.     C,      Dublin, 
Barbour 
Civil  Service  Writers — The  TrcAsary  Minute, 

498 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  1,  315  ;  el.  5,  1823,  1824 
Ireland— Post  Office  ( Dublin)— Female  Tele- 
graph Suff,  252,  253 
Pnblio   Meetings — Suppression   of    Public 
Meetings  in  Ulster,  257 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 182,  186,   187,  188,   189.  208,  209, 
312,214,217,220,  324 

VOL.  OOOXY.     [thibd  sbbibs.] 


Harrowby,  Earl  of 

Asia  (Central  )—Afghanisfcan^ Anglo- RuMian 

Delimitation  Commiuion,  634 
Police  Force  Enfranchisement,  3  R.  3 

Havelock-Allan,  Lt.-General  Sir  H. 
M..  Durham  f  S.E. 
Army  Estimatei— Provisions,  Forage,  d(0. 103, 

105 
War  Offioo  (Ordnance  Department) — Defective 
Weapons- Tests,  517 

Hayden,  Mr.  L.  P.,  Zeilrim,  8. 
Ireland — Chief  Land  Commissioners  at  Long- 
ford—Re-hearing  of  Appeal,  1584 

Healt,  Mr.  M.,  Cork 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  1,  367,  359,  383,  386,  392 ;  el.  3,  431, 
422  :  Amendt.  423,  445,  450,  540,  541,  551, 
564.  592,  606,  733,  739,  747,  749,  787.  915, 
918,  919,  922,  914,  954,  955,  963,966,  977, 
993:  el.  3,  1347.  1260,  1266,  1274,  1375, 
1379,  1385,  1308,  1319,  1359,  1389,  1391, 
1394,  1399,  1404,  1406,  1411,1413,1414; 
el.  4,  Ameudt.  1442,  1444, 1477, 1478,  1483, 
1510,  1515,  1516,  1539,  1533,1541,1554; 
cl.  5,  1746.  1759,  1763,  1781,  1788,  1803, 
1809,  1813,  1819,  1822,  1825 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  [Ex- 
penses], Kes.  1561  ;  Comm.  1844 
Deeds  of  Arrangement   Registration,  Comm. 

el.  2,  Amendt.  815  ;  d.  14,  Amendt.  1341 
East  India  Stock  Conversion,  Consid.  add.  el, 

627 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  -Change  of  Venue,  1225,  1236  ;— 
Miscarriage  of  Summonses,  62 
Sea    and    Coast    Fisheries — Trawling    in 
Donegal  Bay,  888 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Prooedare 
on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 
Bill),  Res.  1650 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Kovenae  Depart- 
ments, 142,  208,213,  322 
Report,  408,  612 

Healy,  Mr.  T.  M.,  Longford,  N. 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Lords*  Amendts.  653, 
662,  6«3,  665,  667,  073,  075 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  1,  Amendt.  260,  261,  263,  384,  354, 
3.'}6,  308,  375,  377,  379,  380,  887,  388, 
389,  391,  393,  396,  397,  399,  403;  el.  3, 
418,  424;  Amendt.  425,  429,  430,  490, 
541 ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  543, 
548,  550,  608,  609,  610,  743,  744 ;  Amendt. 
746,  747,  748,  753,  783,  783.  909,  918,  933, 
925,  926,  946,  947,  958  ;  Motion  for  re- 
porting  Progress,  979,  984,  987,  989.  090, 
991,  994,  995,  1000,  1003.  1004;  Amendt. 
1005,  1006,  1012,  1016.  1017,  1018,  1031, 
1024;  el.  3,  1234,  1235,  1337,  1338,  1344, 
1358;  Amendt.  1265,  1266,  1375,  1376, 
1377,  1280,  1281,  1284,  1287,  1305,  1814, 
1310,  1323,  1333,  1353,  1355,  1394,  1409, 
1410,  1411 ;  el.  4,  1446,  1459,  1460,  1468, 
1464,  1469,  1473;  Amendt.  1479,  1484, 
1488,  1515,  1516,  1518,  1531,  1533,  1536, 
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1527,  1530,  1531,  1539,  1542,  1546,  1550, 
1552,  1553,  1554,  1674  ;  el,  5,  1807,  1814, 
1815,  1818;  Amendt.  1820,  1825,  1830, 
1833 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  [Ex- 
penses], Res.  15C0,  1561  ;  Comm.  1839, 
1840,  1841,1842,  1813,  1846 

Duke  of  Connaught's  Leave,  Comm.  788;  3R. 
789 

East  India  Stock  Conversion,  Comm.  412 ; 
el  2,  413  ;  Consid.  624  ;  3R.  790 

First  Offenders,  Consid.  1834 

Ireland — Qaestions 

Bzeoutive  —  The    Parliamentary     Under 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  720, 
722 
Fishery  Piers  and   Harbours— Additional 
Accommodation  in  the  West  of  Ireland, 
1591 
Labourers'  Act — Carriokmacross  Union — 
Guardians,    884  ; — Granard    Guardians, 
863 
Public    Meetings  —  Proclamation    of   the 

Dungannon  Meeting,  524 
Public  Works — Government  Subvention  of 
Jt50.000  —  Arterial    Drainage    (Borrow 
Valley,  dto.  Drainage),  1425,  1427 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary— Celebration  of 
the  Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign 
— Circular  of  the  Inspector  General,  1431, 
1432 
Sea    and    Coast    Fisheries— Trawling    in 
Donegal  Bay,  887 
Ireland — Imw  and  Justice— Questions 

nigh  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland — Court  of 
Appeal — The  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland, 
901,   902,    1055,    1058,   1060,   1061;— 
Transfer  of  Clerks,  870 
"  Kevil  V.  King.Uarman,"  862,  863 
Quarter  and   Land  Sessions  at  Granard, 
864 
Jubilee  Service  in  St.  Margaret's  Church,  Res. 

258,  259 
Jubilee   Thanksgiving    Service    (Westminster 

Abbey),  906;— SeaU  Outside,  1593 
Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebra- 
tion of,  in  London,  728,  730 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,   Motion    for   Leave, 

1346,  1350 
Market  Tolls.  Nomination  of  Select  Commit- 
tee, 1232 
Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2).  Comm.  el,  1,  638,  631,  633 ; 
el.  5,  810;  add,  el.  811 ;  Consid.  add,  el, 
1556 
Munieipal    Regulation     (Constabulary,    dtc.) 

(Belfast),  Motion  for  Leave,  1026 
Parliament — Questions 

Adjournment  of  the  House,  414, 1027, 1677 
New     Rules    of    Procedure,    1886— The 

Closure,  905 
Sittings  and  Adjournment  of  the  House — 
Whitsun  Holidays.  903 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the  House  —  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill,  No- 
tice of  Instruction,  1441,  1442;  Res.  1625, 
1658,  1662 
Supply,  Report,  406,  407;    Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 410,  613,  617,  618,  620 
Trusts    (Scotland)    Act    (1867)  Amendment, 
Comm.  1025 

[eotU, 


Hbalt,  Mr.  T.  M.— eoni. 

United  States — Emigration  of  Pauper  Families 

from  Ireland,  1218 
Wales— Anti-Tithe  League,  895 

Heaton,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Canterbury 

Army  Estimates — Provisions,  Forage,  Ac.  135 
Supply — Revenue    Departments — Post   Office 
Packet  Service,  1161 
Post  Office  Services,  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks,  dec.  1079,  1084,  1088, 1090, 1094, 
1101,  1120,  1153,1154 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Services,  1105, 1174 
War  Office — Ordnance   Committee—- Appoint- 
ment and  Constitution,  722 

HENEAaE,  Bight  Hon.  £.,  Grrsat  6rim»hy 
Army  and  Navy  Estimates  Committee — Com- 
position, 1742 
Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis),  2K.  800 

Hennieer,  Lord 

Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets),  Comm.  821 
Literature,  Science,    and  Art — The  National 

Portrait  Gallery,  645 
Parliament — Palace  of  Westminster — Ccritral 

Ilall—Position  of  the   Statue  of  the  late 

Earl  of  Iddesleigh,  1578 

He&mon-Hodoe,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Lanea^hire, 
Aeeringttm 
War  Office — Rev  lew  at  Aldershot — Allowance 
to  the  Yeomanry  Cavalry,  256 

Hebschell,  Lord 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  el,  1, 16,  24 ;  el,  16, 
43  ;  el,  17,  46  ;  el,  20,  1679,  1688 ;  el,  21, 
1690,  1691,  1694 ;  el,  25,  Amendt.  1701 

Tithe  Rent-Charge,  Report, «/.  4,  1575 

Hill,  Colonel  E.  S.,  BrUtol,  S. 

Army  Estimates — P  revisions.  Forage,  4o.  133 

HoABE,  Mr.  S.,  Norwich 

Public  Worship  Regulation  Act,  1874 — The 
Rev.  J.  Bell  Cox,  892 

Holland,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  H.  T. 
(Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies), 
Sampitead 

Africa  (South)— Zululand,  67,  08,  254,  501, 
502,  508,  509 

British  Guiana^  Ecclesiastical  Affairs,  862 

Ceylon — Celebration  of  the  Jubilee  Year  of  Her 
Majesty's  Reign — Legislative  Council — 
Proposed  Keform  of  Constitution.  1073 
Dock  Accommodation  at  Colombo,  1421 

Fiji— Public  Flogging  of  a  Wesleyan  Methodist, 
247 

Parliament— New  Rules  of  Procedure  (1882)*- 
Rule  2  (Adjournment  of  the  Honsc) — An- 
nexations in  Zulu  land.  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 529 

South  Pacific  —  New  llebrides  —  Island  of 
Tanna,  247 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 154 

Trinidad— The  Pitch  Lake,  1217 
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Holmes,    Bight    Hon.    H.    (Attorney 
General  for  Ireland),  Dublin  Uni- 
versity 
Criminal   \jSlw  Amendtncnt  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  1,  Amendt.  259,  260,  262.  263.  264,  266. 
267,  361,  363, 3S0,  389,  392,  396,  397,  400  ; 
cL  2,  416,  417,  42S,  429,  430,  431,446,  447. 
481,  550,  570  ;  Amendt.  581.  59i,  60(1,  733, 
734,  746,  749.  761,  764,  784.  914,  943,  946, 
956,  963,  973,  974,  998,  1006  ;  el.  3,  1238, 
1241,  1247,  1263,  1273,  1281, 1284,  1287, 
1291,  1292,  1298,  1316,  1321,  1390,  1393, 
1396,  1403,  1406,  1409,  1410,  1413;  <r/.  4, 
1444,  1446,  1450,  1456,  1469.  1478,  1480, 
1502,  1515,  1516,  1517,   1518,  1529,  1530; 
cl.  5,  1751.  1753,  1776.  1781.  1787,  1791, 
1793,    1797,    1798,    1807,    1808 :  Amendt. 
1811,  1812,  1818,  1820,  1822,  1825,  1828, 
1830,  1831,  1833,  1835 
Criminal    Law    Amendment   (Ireland)    [Ex- 
penses],  Res.    1560  ;    Comm.   1840,    1843, 
1845 
Ireland  ^Questions 

Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests — Eaton 

Bequest,  710 
Evictions— Powers  of  Sheriff,  520 
Poor  Relief  Inquiry   Commission,    1887 — 

Compound  Rating  of  Occupiers,  1423 
Public    Meetings —Supprension    of  Public 
Meetings  in  Ulster,  257 
Ireland — Law  and  Justice — Questions 

Court  of  Bankruptcy  —  Imprisonment  of 

Father  Keller,  722,  004 
Court    of   Queen^s    Bench  —  Change  of 

Venue,  1220 
\V\fi\\  Court  of  Justice — Court  of  Appeal — 
The   Lord    Chancellor  of  Ireland,   902, 
10-38.  1080 
Imprisonment  of  Michael   Spillane,    707f 

708 
'*  Kcvil  V.  Kinor-Harman,"  863 
The  Brothers  Howard,  I  in  prisoned  for  Con* 
tompt  of  Court,  706,  707 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments. 208,  209,  211,  223,  224 

Home  Department — Secretary  of  State 
(jee  Matthews,  Eight  Hon.  H.) 

Home  Department— Under  Secretary  of 
State  («M  WoRTLEY,  Mr.  0.  B. 
Stuart-) 

Hooper,  Mr.  J.,  Cork,  8.E. 

Ireland — Evictions — Violent  Conduct  of  an 
"  Emergency  Man  "  at  Monkstown,  Co. 
Cork.  495,  496,  877,  1417,  1418 
Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours— Additional 
Accommodation  in  the  West  of  Ireland, 
1590 

HouLDSwoRTH,   Mr.   W.   H.,   Maneh$B' 
tery  N.  JF. 
Manchester   Ship  Canal,   Motion  for  Leaye, 
1846,  1347,  1350  ;  2R.  1709,  1714,  1760 

Howell,  Mr.  G.,  Bethnal  Oreen^  N.  E. 
Over    Darwcn    Corporation,     Consid.    493  ; 
Ameudt.  494 


HoYLE,  Mr.  I.,  Lancashire,  8.E.,  ITey' 
wood 
Poor  Law— Parochial  Relief,  1886— Statistics, 
1719 


HoziER,  Mr.  J.  H.  0.,  Zanarhhtre,  8. 
Trusts     (Scotland)    Act    (1867)   Amendment, 
Comm.   et.    2,    Amendt.     1203;    add.    cl. 
Amendt.  1204 

Hubbard,  Bight  Hon.  J.  G.,  London 

Wales— Anti-Tithe  League,  895 


Hughes  -  Hallett,     Oolonel    F.     0., 
Rochester 
Admiralty — Conversion  of  the  Royal  Marine 

Artillery  into  Marine  Infantry,  204 
Army  Estimates — ProTisions,  Forage,  Ac.  77 
War  Office  (Ordnance    Department) — Captain 
Ilorton,  Inspector  of  Saddlery  at  Wool- 
wich, 60 
Skilled  and  Ordinary  Workmen  at  Enfield, 
62 

Hunter,  Mr.  W.  A.,  Aberdeen,  N. 

Criminal    Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

ei.  2,  765,  949 
Jubilee   Thanksgiving    Service    (Westminster 

Abbej)  — Royal   Procession  —  Post  Offices 

along  the  Route,  1740 

Hyde  Park  Coraer    (New  Streets)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Henniker) 

I.  Committee  May  23,  820  (No.  79) 

Moved,  **To  disagree   to  the   Amendts.  pro- 
posed by  the  Select  Committee  "  {The  L(frd 
JSenniker) ;   Motion    agreed    to ;    Amendts. 
negatived  ;  Bill  reported 
Read  3*  *  June  9 

Illing WORTH,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford,  W. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  2,  925 

Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2),  Comm.  add.  cl.  812 

Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis),  2R. 
793 

Supply— Civil  Serrioes  and  RoTenno  Depart- 
ments, 206,  219,  220,  222 

Immigration  of  Destitute  Foreigners 

Questions,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot,  Mr.  T.  P.  Gill ; 
Answers,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
May  19,  514 ;  Question,  Mr.  Munro- Fer- 
guson ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  May  19, 
520 

Imperial  Defences — King  Qeorg/s  8ound 

— The  Colonial  Conference 
Question,   Mr.   Baden- Powell ;    Answer.  The 
Secretary  of  SUte  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope) June  9,  li36 
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Inohiquin»  Lord 

Irish  LAnd  Law,  Comm.  13  ;  cl,  4,  32  ;  el.  5, 
35  ;  el.  6,  Amcndt.  ib. ;  el.  20,  1682 

Incumbents  of  Benefices  Loans  Exten- 
sion Act  (1886)  Amendment  Bill  [h.u] 

( The  Duke  of  Buekinghatn  and  Chandoi) 
h  Royal  Assent  May  23  [50  Vict.  0.  8] 

Incumbents'    Besignation    Act    (1871) 
Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Duke  of  Buckingham  and  Chandot) 
I.  Presented  ;  read  l*"  •  May  17         (No.  104) 

India — Secretary  of  State  {»$$  Cboss, 
Viscount) 

India — ^Under  Secretary  of   State  {see 
GoRST,  Sir  J.  E.) 

India  (Queetions) 

Bengal  —  Manufacture  of  Spirits,  Quest ioD, 
Mr.  S.  Smith ;  Answer,  Tho  Under  Secre- 
tarf  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
May  20,  715 

Pitheen  Valley  Railroad,  The,  Question ,  Mr. 
Monro- Ferguson  ;  Answer,  The  Under  So- 
oretarj  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst] 
Juiu  7,  1225 

Public  Service,  Admission  of  Natives  and  Eu* 
ropeans  to  the.  Question,  Mr.  King ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  May  20,  715 

Public  Service '  Commission,  The —  The  Utu 
covenanted  Civil  Service,  Question,  Mr. 
King ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  June  10, 

1582 

Sanitation,  Question,  Mr.  Kenyon ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir 
John  Gorst)  June  13,  1738 


India — The  Zand  Aequiaition  Act — Ex- 
propriation of  Zemindars  at  Ami 
Ghat,  Mussoorie 
Moved,  for  a  "  Copy  of  Sir  Alfred  LyaU*s 
Resolution  on  the  judgment  of  the  Chief 
Justice"  {The  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley) 
May  16,5 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  (No.  2) 

Bill  {Mr.  MundeUa,  Mr.  Osborne 

Morgan^  Mr.  Jiiehardj  Sir  Bussey   Vivian, 
Mr,    Eathbone,    Mr.   Stuart    Rendel,    Mr. 
William  Abraham) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1°  *  Jum  7  [Bill  285] 

Ireland  ( Quesltotis) 

Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests  —  The 
Eaton  Bequest,  Question,  Mr.  fr.  J.  Corbet ; 
Anewer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes)  May  20,  710 

[eont., 


jRMLkn^cont, 

Dispensaries — Oughterard  Board  of  Ouetrdians, 
Question,  Mr.  Foley  ;  Answer,  The  Parlia- 
mentary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonol 
King-IIarman)  June  10,  1586 

Emigration  from  Ireland,  Question,  Mr.  W. 
A.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  The  Parliamentarjr 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King^- 
Ilarman)  May  10,  512 

Refusal  of  the  Authorities  aJt  New  York  to 
allow  Emigrants  to  Land,  Question,  Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor ;  Answer,  The  Parliamentarj 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King* 
Harman)  May  24,  1030 

Intoxicating  Liquors  {Ireland)  Act,  Section  8 — 
Fine  on  an  Hotel  Keeper  for  Exhibiting  a 
Political  Banner,  Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis : 
Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-IIarman) 
May  19,  495 

Roads  and  Bridges— Derry  Bridge  Commis^ 
sioners.  Question,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy; 
Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Colonel  Kiog-Unrman) 
May  16,  54 

The  Eteeeutive  {Ireland)— The  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant, 
Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealy,  Mr.  Johnston, 
Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour) 
May  20,  720 

The  Executive  and  Mr.  Patridt  Egan,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King-IIarman)  May  24,  1030 

Tramways — Line  between  Sehutl  and  Skib- 
bereen.  Question,  Mr.  Gilhooly ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  May  16,  52 

Laboukebs'  (Ireland)  Acts 

The  Setum,  Question,  Mr.  W.  J.  Corbet  ;  An- 
swer, The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-IIarman)  May  16, 
55 

Ouardians  of  the  Carrickmaeross  Union,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  P.  O^Brien,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  An- 
swers, The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Colonel  King- Harman)  May  23, 

883 

Granard  Ouardians,  Question,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Ilealy;  Answer,  The  Parlinmentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Uarman) 
May  23,  864 

Land  (Ireland) 

Land  Act  {Ireland) — Appointment  of  5ii6- 
Commissioners,  Question,  Mr.  Lea,  Mr. 
Mayne  ;  Answers,  Tho  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King- Harman) 
May  19,  407 

Fair  Bents— Case  of  T.  R.  Whitney,  Ques- 
tions, Dr.  Kenny ;  Answers,  Tho  Parlia- 
mentary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colo- 
nel King-Harman)  May  10,  504 

Purchase  of  Land  {Ireland)  Act,  ISSS—Re- 
turns„  Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U. 
Smith)  May  23,  894 
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Ireland — cont, 
luisH  Land  Commission 

OlebeLand  Purchasers,  Questions,  Mr.  Dillon  ; 
Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-IIarman) 
/«n«  9,  HIS 

The  Chief  Land  Commissioners  at  Longford — 
Re-hearing  of  Appeal,  Question,  Mr.  Hay- 
den  ;  Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-IIarmaD] 
June  10,  1584 

L'ish  Land  Commissioners — Sitting  at  Clon- 
melt  Question,  Mr.  Flynn ;  Answer.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) May  20,  714 

Land  Commission  Court  —  John  Smith,  of 
Currembla,  Co.  Sligo,  Questions,  Mr.  P. 
M'Donald  ;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King- 
IIarman)  May  23,  807 

Public  Meetings  (Ireland) 

Interference  of  the  Police  at  Dangannon,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny,  Mr.  M'Cartan,  Mr. 
Waddy;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man)  May  23,  885 

Nationalist  Meetings  in  Ulster,  Questions,  Mr. 
M'Cartan,  Mr.  Chance  ;  Answers,  The  Par- 
liamentary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King-Uarman)  May  23,  889 

Proclaimed  Meetings 

FroclamHion  of  the  Dungannon  Union,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Storey,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Hoaly  ;  Answers.  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  May  19,  622 

Protestant  Borne  RtUe  Association — Kilkeel, 
Questions,  Mr.  .VPCartan ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) June!,  1221 

Suppression  of  Public  Meetings  in  Ulster, 
Questions,  Mr.  Dillon.  Mr.  T.  C.  Harring- 
ton ;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Uarman), 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Ilolmea),  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  May  17,  256  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Blane;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Sexton  No  reply]  May  20, 
718 

BoAUD  OF  Public  Works  (Ireland) 

Loo  Rock,  Question,  Mr.  Gilhooly ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
3fay  20,  712 

The  Oovernment  Subvention  of  £50,000,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  T.  W.  Russell:  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen) 
May  23,  899  ;^  Arterial  Drainage  {The  Bar- 
row Valley  and  the  Bann),  Question,  Mr, 
Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  tho  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  June  6, 
1071  ;  Qupstions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor, 
Mr.  T.  M.  llealy,  Mr.  P.  M'Donald  ;  An- 
swers, Tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
(Mr.  Goschen)  June  9, 1425 

\eont^ 


Ireland — cont, 

CoifMISSIOXERS    OF   IrISH    LiOHTS 

Lighthouse  Keepers  and  their  Families,  Ques- 
tions, Colonel  Nolan  ;  Answers,  Tho  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry 
Do  Worms)  May  23,  888 

National  Education  (Ireland) 

Board  of^-The  Vacant  Seat,  Question,  Mr,  T. 
W.  Russell ;  Answer,  The  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  Kiog- 
Harman)  May  19,  496 

Annadown  (  Co.  Down)  Nationa  I  School,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Ker  ;  Answer,  Tho  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King- 
Harman)  May  16.  51 

Aughiogan  (Co.  Tyrone)  National  School — 
The  "  JVorkmistress;'  Question,  Mr.  M.  J. 
Kenny  ;  Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
May  16,  51 

Carrickawilkin  (Co.  Armagh)  National  School, 
Question,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Bal- 
four) May  20,  711 

Milltown(Co.  Tyrone)  National  ^cAooi,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny  ;  Answer,  The  Par- 
liamentary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King-IIarman)  May  16,  52 
Classification  of  Teachers,  Question,  Mr. 
Dillon  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  June  7.  1218 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland) 

Additional  Accommodation  in  the  West  of 
Ireland,  Questions,  Mr.  Hooper,  Mr.  T.  M. 
liealy ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  tho 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  June  10,  1590 

Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland) 

Arklow  Harbour  Works,  Questions,  Mr.  W. 
J.  Corbet;  Answers,  The  Secreta^y  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  May  20,  718 

The  Pier  at  Cape  Clear  Island,  Question,  Mr* 
Gilhooly  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  ;  Question,  Dr. 
Tanner  [No  reply]  May  20,  711 

Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries  (Ireland) 

Trawling  in  Donegal  Bay,  Questions,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor,  Mr.  Chance,  Mr.  T.  M. 
Hcaly,  Mr.  Maurice  Uealy ;  Answers,  Tho 
Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King-Uarman  )  May  23,  887 

Lunatic  Asylums  (Ireland) 

Dundivm  Criminal  Asylum^ The  Resident 
Medical  OJHeer,  Question,  Mr.  Vf,  J. 
Corbet ;  Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man) May  19,  499 

Monaghan  District  Asylum,  Question,  Mr. 
P.  O'Brien ;  Answer,  Tho  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King- 
Harman)  3fay  16,  53 

Richmond  District  Asylum,  Question,  Dr. 
Kenny  ;  Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-liarman) 
May  23,  882 
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Irblard — oont. 
PooB  Law  (Ireland) 

Election  of  Gnardiam,  Bantry  Union,  Qaes- 
tions,  Mr.  Gilhool/ ;  Answers,  The  Parlia- 
mentary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel 
King-Uarman)  J/ay  19,  407 

Joseph  Watt,  Relieving  OgUer  of  the  Belfatt 
Union,  Qoestion,  Mr.  Leahy ;  Answer,  The 
Parliamentarj  Under  Seoretarj  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King-Harman)  May  16,  56 

JPoor  Relief  (Ireland)  Inquiry  Oommitiion, 
1887— 2%0  Report,  Question,  Mr.  Dillon; 
Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  (or  Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfbnr)  June  7,  1219  i—Com- 
pound  Rating  of  Oeeujnere,  Questions,  Mr. 
J.  £.  Ellis,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  Edward 
Harrington ;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King- 
Uarman),  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes)  June  9,  1421 

Post  Office  (Ireland) 

Contraete — Mail  between  Bundoran  and  Bun-' 
doran  Junction,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral (Mr.  Raikes)  May  23,  864 

Carriage  of  Mails  to  Kilmalloek,  Question, 
Mr.  Finucane;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  May  28,  889 

Conveyance  of  Mails  in  the  North  of  Ireland, 
Question,  Mr.  Mac  Neill ;  Answer,  The 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  June  13, 
1739 

Telegraph  Department 

The  Telegraph  Ofice,  Dublin,  Question,  Mr. 
M'Csrtan  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral (Mr.  Raikes)  May  16,  61  ;^The  Female 
Telegraph  Staff,  Questions,  Mr.  T.  G. 
Harrington  ;  Answers,  The  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral (Mr.  Raikes)  May  17,  252 

Telegraph  Line  to  Charlestown,  Question,  Mr. 
Dillon  :  Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  June  7,  1228 

Law  and  Justice  (Ireland) 

Barbavilla  Prisoners,  The,  Observations,  Mr. 
Tuite;  Reply,  The  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Stuart- 
Wortley)  May  24, 1048 

Court  of  Queen's  Bench^  Change  of  Venue, 
Questions,  Mr.  Maurice  Uealy ;  Answers,  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes) 
June  7, 1225 

Sigh  Court  of  Justice^  The  Court  of  Appeal— 
The  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  Questions, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealy ;  Answers,  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  May  23, 
901  :  Observations,  Mr.  T.  M.  Hcaly  ; 
Reply,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Holmes)  May  24, 1055 
Transfer  of  Clerks,  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy ;  Answers,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
May  23,  869 

Miscarriage  of  Summonses,  Question,  Mr. 
Mauriee  Healy  ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  May  16,  62 

Quarter  and  Land  Sessions  at  Oranard, 
Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers, 
The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Colonel  King- Barman)  May  23,  864     I 

[0Oftf. 


Ireland— Law  and  Justice — cont. 

Case  of  Joseph  Comerford  —  Belfast  PoHee 
Court,  Question,  Mr.  M'Cartan ;  Answer, 
The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman)  May  23, 858 

Francis  Cook,  Drumsna,  Questions,  Mr. 
O'Kelly ;  Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
May  28.  860 

7%«  Brothers  Howard,  Imprisoned  for  Con^ 
tempt  of  Court,  Questions,  Mr.  Murphy,  Dr. 
Kenny  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  May  20.  706 

The  Imprisonment  of  Father  Keller,  Qoestion, 
Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Chance  [No  reply]  May  20,  722  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  Chance ;  Answers.  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes), 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  May  23,  903 

"  Kevil  ▼.  King'Harman,"  Questions,  Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  May  23,  862 

Imprisonment  of  John  Ryan,  an  Evicted 
Tenant,  Question,  Mr.  Henry  il.  Fowler; 
Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Colonel  King  -  Harman) 
June  13,  1723 

Imprisonment  of  Michael  Spillane,  Qnestioos, 
Mr.  Marphy,  Dr.  Kenny,  Mr.  Arthur  0*Con- 
nor;  Answers,  The  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Holmes)  May  20,  707 

Law  and  Police  (Ibbland) 
Denis  Lynch,  an  **  Emergency  Man,'*  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Hooper ;  Answers,  The  Parlia- 
mentary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel 
King-Harman)  May  23,  877 

The  Rotal  Irish  Constabulary 

Alleged  Misconduct  of  two  Constables,  Co. 
Limerick,  Question,  Dr.  Tanner.  Dr.  Kenny  ; 
Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Uarman) 
May  23,  890 

Convictions  for  Assault,  Question,  Mr.  Finu- 
cane; Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man) May  23,  875 

Police  Barracks  at  Meenacladdy,  County 
Donegal-^  The  Magistracy  {Ireland)-^Sher- 
eock  Petty  Sessions,  Questions,  Mr.  0*Hau- 
Ion ;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man) June  13,  1729 

Promotion  of  Sergeant  Magee  (Belfast),  Qoes- 
tion, Mr.  II.  Campbell ;  Answer,  The  Par- 
liamentary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King-Harman)  June  10,  1592 

Prisons  (Ireland) 

Assault  on  Warder  M'ConneU  in  Moun^oy 
Prison,  Question,  Mr.  Maurice  Healy  ;  An- 
swer, The  Parliamentary  Under  Seoretary 
for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman)  JtfaylO, 
57 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland) 
Agrarian  Crime  {Ireland),  Question,  Mr.  W. 
£.  Gladstone  ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.   J.  Balfour)  May  23, 
898 
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Ireland — Crime  and  Outrage — cont. 

The  Return  for  April  and  May,  Question,  Mr. 
John  Money ;  Answer,  The  Chid  Secretnrj 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  BaKoar)  June  9,  1439 

Evictions  (Ireland) 

Alleged  Outrage  by  a  Member  of  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary,  Questions,  Mr.  Cony- 
bearc;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
June  10,  1501 

Monaghan  Union — Notice  to  OuardianSf  Qaes- 
tions,  Mr.  P.  O'Brien;  Answers,  The  Par- 
liamentary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King'Ilarman)  May  16,54  ;  May  23, 
85U 

Powers  of  Sheriff,  Question,  Mr.  Finucane  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Ilolmes)  May  10,  520 

Statistietf  Question,  Mr.  J.  E.  Ellis  ;  Answer, 
The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Colonel  King-llarman)  June  13, 1720 

Violent  Conduct  of  an  "  Emergency  Man " 
at  Monkttown,  Co,  Cork,  Questions,  Mr. 
Hooper  ;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-IIar- 
raan)  May  19,  405  ;  June  9, 1417 

Evictions  at  Bodyke,  Co,  Clare 

Question,  Mr.  Conybeare  ;  Answer,  The  Par- 
liamentary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(Colonel  King-Harman)  June  9,  1423  ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  Dillon,  Mr. 
W.  Redmond  ;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary 
Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King- 
Harman)  June  13, 1731 

Alleged  Misconduct  of  the  Constabulary,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Conybeare,  Mr.  Dillon  ;  Answers, 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  ^U)M  9,  1438 

Captain  E.  jr.  D.  Croker,  Question,  Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer,  The  Parliamen- 
tary Under  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel 
King  Ilarman)  June  13,  1735 

Alleged  Violence  to  an  Old  Woman,  Questions, 
Mr.  Conybeare,  Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot, 
Mr.  Dillon,  Mr.  M.  J.  Kenny;  Answers, 
The  Parliamentary  Under  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Colonel  King- Elarman)  June  13, 
1740 

Evictions  on  Lord  Kenmare's  Estate,  Killarneyf 
Questions,  Mr.  W.  A.  MacdonalJ,  Mr.  Cony- 
beare ;  Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Colonel  King-Har- 
man) June  13,  1735 

Evictions  in  Co.  Mayo,  Questions,  Mr.  Dillon  ; 
Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
(^Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  June  7,  1228 

Irish  Land  Law  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Privy  Seal) 

I  Committee  May  16, 12  (No.  58) 

Committee  May  17,  243 
Report  •  May  20  (No.  106) 

Committee  {on  recomm.)  June  13, 1670 

Isaacs,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Newington,  Walworth 
Post  Oflfice— Auxiliary  Letter  Carriers— Case 

of  Henry  Goodchild.  505 
Public  Parks  and    Works  (Metropolis),   2R. 

801 


Isaacson,  Mr.  F.  Wootton,  Totoer  IFam' 
letsy  Stepney 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  2R.  1716 

Itlande  of  the  Southern  Pacific — see  title 
Southern  Pacific) 

Jackson,  Mr.  W.  L.  (Secretary  to  the 

Treasury),  Leeds ,  N, 
Civil   Service— Civil    Service     Writers— The 
Treasury  Minute.  490,  711 
Lower  Division — Examinations  in  Dublin, 
876 
Deeds  of  Arrangement  Registration,   Comm. 

c/.  8,  817 
Harbour    Loans — Memorandum   of  Board  of 

Trade.  1886, 1420 
Inland   Revenue   Department — Collections  at 

Liverpool,  Colchester,  and  Cork,  58 
Ireland — Questions 

Board  of  Public  Works— Loo  Rock,  712 
High  Court  of  Justice— Transfer  of  Clerks, 

870 
Piers  and    Harbours  —  Arklow    Harbour 
Works,  719  ; — Pier  at  Cape  Clear  Island, 
712 
Merchant  Shipping— Hours  of  Unloading,  510 
Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2),  Comm.  cl.  1,  632 
Public  Offices — Lower  Division  Clerks  in  the 

Treasury  Office,  1588,  1589 
Public   Parks  and    Works   (Metropolis),  2R. 

800,  801 
Superannuation    and    Retired    Allowances — 
Pension  to  a  Custom  House  Officer— Frau- 
dulent Drawing,  518,  519 
Supply,  Report,  403 

Revenue  Departments— Post  Office  Tele- 
graph Services,  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  1183 

James,  Eight  Hon.  Sir  H.,  Bury^  Lan- 

cashire 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  2R.  1718 

James,  Hon.  W.  H.,  Gateshead 

Supply— Civil  Services  and  RoToaue  Depart- 
ments, 152 

Jebset,  Earl  of 

Hyde  Park  Corner  (New  Streets),  Comm.  822 


Johnston,  Mr.  W.,  Belfast,  S. 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Lords'  AmendU. 
Consid.  655,  656 

Ireland  —  Executive  —  Parliamentary  Under 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  721 

Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2),  Comm.  cl.  1,  620 

Jubilee  Services  in  St.  UlargareVs  Church 
atid  Westminster  Abhey-^see  titles 
ParliamMt ;-- Queen,  The 
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!Kay-Shuttleworth,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  U. 
J.i  Lancashire,   Clitheroe 

Agricnltaral    Department  —  Scarlatina  —  Dr. 

Klein's  Milk  Theory,  1720 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  2, 1012,  1021 


Kbllt,  Mr.  J.  Bichards,  CamherweU,  N. 
East  India  Stock  Confersion,  Consid.  add,  el. 
627 


KBKinr,  Dr.  J.  E.,  Cork,  8. 

Oriminal   Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  1,  358;  Amendt.  377,  879,  395;  el.  2, 
404,941,957;  c/.  5,  1834 
Ireland — Questions 

Land  Act— Fair  Rents— Case  of  T.   R. 

Whitney,  504 
Law  and  Justice — Brothers  Howard,  Im- 
prisoned for  Contempt  of  Court,  707  ; — 
Imprisonment  of  Michael  Spillane,  707 
Lunatic     Asylums  -*  Richmond     District 

Lunatic  Asylum,  882,  883 
Royal    Irish    Constabulary — Alleged  Mis. 
conduct  of  Two  Constables,  Co.   Lime- 
rick, 801 
Supply — Ciril  Services  and  Re?enuo  Depart- 
ments, 169,  199,  201,  218 
Report,  408 


KsNNT,  Mr.  M.  J.,  Tyron$y  Mid 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Lords'  Amcndts.  654 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el,  1 ,  326, 355,  375  ;  el.  2, 489, 598  ;  Amendt. 
995,  907,  998  ;  el.  5, 1817 
Ireland — Questions 

Board  of  National  Education — Aughiogan 
National    School,    Co.    Tyrone  —  The 
Workmistress,   51  ;— MUltown   National 
School,  Co.  Tyrone,  52 
ETiotions— Evictions  at  Bodyke,  Co.  Clare 
—Alleged  Violence  to  an  Old   Woman, 
1741 
Public  Meeiiogs^Itttarferenoeof  the  Police 
at  Dungannon,  885,  886 
Midland  Great  Western  Railway  of  Ireland, 

3R.  493 
Bopply-^Oivil  Services  and  Revenuo  Depart- 
mento,  180, 189, 191 


Seztton,  Hon.  Q.  T.,  Denbigh,  Sfe. 

India— SuiUtion,  1738 


Ebb,  Mr.  B.  W.,  Down,  E. 

Ireland  —  Board    of    National    Education— 
Annadown  National  School,  Co.  Down,  51 


EiLMORXT,  Earl  of 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  15  ;  el.  20,  Amendt. 
1688 ;  el.  21,  Amendt.  1689,  J696 


KiKBXBy  Mr.  H.,  Wandiworth 
Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis),  2R. 
796, 802 


KiMBERLEY,  Earl  of 

Egypt  —  Anglo-Turkish  Convention  —  The 
Papers,  1568 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  d.  1,  20,  28  ;  el.  21, 
1693 

Pluralities  Act  Amendment  Act  (1885)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  637 

Tithe  Rent. Charge,  Comm.  el.  2,  839 ;  el.  8, 
845  ;  Report,  el.  2, 1573 

Knro,  Mr.  H.  8.,  HuU,  Central 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

eU  2,  Amendt.  731 
India — Admission  of  Natives  and  Europeans  to 
the  Public  Service,  715, 1582 
Special    Allowance  to  Engineer  Offlcert, 
15<'2 
Inland  Uevenue — Income  Tax — Charge  on  the 
Wives  of  Civil  and  Military  Officers  iu  India ; 
and  others  Abroad,  513 

King-Harman,  Bight  Hon.  Colonel  E. 
R.  (Parliamentary  Under  Secretary 

for  Ireland),  Kent,  hie  of  Thanet 
Ireland — Questions 

Asylums  —  Monaghan  District  Lnnatie 
Asylum,  54 

Dispensaries — Oughterard  Board  of  Guar- 
dians, 1586 

Emigration  from  Ireland,  512  :~Refttsa.l 
of  the  Authorities  at  New  York  to  allow 
Emigrants  to  Land,  1030 

Kzeoutivo  and  Mr.  l*atrick  Eean,  1030 

Intoxicating  Liquors  Act — Sec.  8~Fine 
on  an  IIotel-Keeper  for  Exhibiting  a  Poli- 
tical Banner,  459 

Lunatic  Asylums  — >  Dundrum  Criminal 
Lunatic  Asylum — The  Resident  Medical 
Officer,  490 ;— Richmond  District  Lunatic 
Asylum,  882,  883 

Poor  Law — Election  of  Guardians,  Bantrj 
Union,  497  ; — Joseph  Watt,  Relieving 
Officer  of  the  Belfast  Union,  56 

Poor  Relief  Inquiry  Commission,  1887 — 
Compound  Rating  of  Occupiers,  1422, 
1423 

Prisons — Assault  on  Warder  M'Connell  in 
Mountjoy  Prison,  57 

Public  Meetings — Interference  of  the  Police 
at  Dungannon,  886,  887; — Suppression 
of  Public  Meetings  in  Ulster,  256,  257, 
800 

Roads  and  Bridges^Derry  Bridge  Com* 
missioners,  54 

Sea  and  Coast  Fisheries— Trawling  ia 
Donegal  Bay,  887,  888 

Ireland — Evictions-^Questions 

Lord  Kenmare*s   Estate,  Killamey,  1736» 

1737 
Monaghan    Union — Notice    to  Guardians, 

55, 858 
SUttstics,  1720 
Violent  Conduct  of  an  "  Emergency  Man" 

at  Monkstowo,  Co.  Cork,  496,  877,  1418 

Ireland— Evictions    at  Bodyke,  Co.    Clare— 

Questions 
1424,  1731,  1732 
Alleged  Violence  to  an  old  Woman,  1741, 

1742 
Captain  E.  W.  D.  Croker,  1735 
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Kino-Harman,  Right  Hon.  Colonel  E.  R. — cont, 

Ireland— Irish  Land  Commission — Questions 
Appointment  of  Sub-Commissioners,  498 
Ciiief  Land  Commissioners  at  Longford— 

Re-hcaring  of  Appeal,  1584 
Fair  Rents— Case  of  T.  R.  Whitney,  504, 

505 
Glebe  Land  Purchasers,  1410 
Land  Commission   Court — John  Smith,  of 

Currembia,  Co.  Sligo,  868 

Ireland— Labourers'  Act — Questions 
Granard  Guardians,  864 
Guardians  of  the  Carrickmncross   Union, 

884 
Quarter  and   Land   Sessions  at  Granard, 

864 
The  Return,  55 

Ireland — I^w  and  Justice— Questions 

Francis  Cook,  Drnmsna,  860 

John  Ryan,  an  Evicted  Tenant,  Imprison- 
ment of,  1723 

Joseph  Comcrford,  Case  of — Belfast  Police 
Court,  850 

Irclnnd — National  Education,  Board  of— Ques- 
tions 
Annadown  National  School,  Co.  Down,  51 
Aughiogan  National  School,  Co.  Tyrone — 

The  Workmistress,  52 
Milltown  National  School,  Co.  Tyrone,  52 
Vacant  Seat,  496 

Ireland — Rojal  Irish  Constabulary — Questions 
Alleged  Misconduct  of  Two  Constables,  Co. 

Limerick,  890,  801 
Convictions  for  Assault,  875 
Evictions — Alleged  Outrage  by  a  Member 

of  the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  1501 
Jubilee    Tear    of    Her    Majesty's    Reign, 

Celebration    of  —  Circular  of   the   In. 

speotor  General,  1430.  1431 
Police  Barracks  at  Meenacladdy,  County 

Donegal  —  Magistracy — Shcroock    Petty 

Sessions,  1730 
Promotion   of  Sergeant   Magee   (Belfast), 

1592 

Municipal  Regulation  (Constabulary,  &o,) 
(Belfast),  Motion  for  Leave,  1026,  1027 

Open  Spaces  (Dublin),  2R.  232 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 173,  185,  186,  188,  195,  196 

Labouohsbe,  Mr.  H.,  Northampton 

Africa  (South)— Zululand,  68 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
eL  2,  988,  992  ;  cl.  3,  1234  ;  cU  4,  1519 

Duke  of  Connaught's  Leave,  Comm.  cl,  1 ,  788, 
789 

France— Paris  Exhibition,  1889,  59,  1428 

Groat  Eastern  Railway,  Consid.  692 

Jubilee  Tear  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebra- 
tion of— n.R.Il.  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh,  61 

Metropolitan  Police  Force— Return  ot  Con- 
stables Dismissed  and  Reduced,  500,  501 

rnrliament — New  Rules  of  Procedure  (1882) 
—Rule  2  (Adjournment  of  tho  Ilouse) — 
Annexations  in  Zululand,  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 525,  526 

Parliament — Sittings  and  Adjournment  of  the 
Honte— Whitsun  Uolidays,  902 

Pabllo  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolii),  2R.  799 


Labouchbri,  Mr.  II..— eon^ 

Supply— Civil  Services  and   Revenue  Depart- 
ments, Amendt.  139,  141 
Post  Office  Services,  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks,  <bo.  1125,  1126 
War  Office — Regimental  Bandsmen  at  Political 
Meetings,  501 

Laminoton,  Lord 

Colonial  Service  (Pensions),  2R.  642 
Literature,  Science,  and   Art — The  National 
Portrait  Gallery,  643 

Land  Transfer  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Urd  Chancellor) 

I,  Committee  ;  Report ;  Bill  re-committed  Mat/ 17, 
233  (No.  105) 

Law  Agents  (Scotland)  Act  (1873)  Amend- 
ment Bill  {Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  Sir 
Lyon  Flay  fair,  Br,  Cameron,  Mr,  Haldane, 
Mr,  Edmund  Robertson) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1»»  June  7  [Bill  284] 

Law  and  Justice  (Enqlaio)  and  Wales) 

( Questions) 

Court  of  Bankruptcy — Private  Examination — 
Mr.  E,  M.  Langworthy,  Question,  Dr. 
Cameron ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  Do  Worms) 
May  19,511 

Riph  Court  of  Juttice — Appeals  in  the  H^ute 
of  Lords,  Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  An- 
swer, The  Attorney  General  (Sir  Richard 
Webster)  Jl/ay  24,  1028 

Quarter  Sessions  and  Assizes,  Question,  Mr. 
Shirley  ;  Answer,  Tho  Attorney  General 
(Sir  Richard  Webster)  May  16,  50 

TuE  Maoistbaot 

Borough  of  Hanley,  Question,  Mr.  Woodall ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Ilomo  Department  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley) 
May  19,  503 

Lords  Lieutenant  of  Counties,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
J.  Roberts  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthewe) 
June  9,  1427 

Noneotformist  Magistrates  in  Flintshire,  Ques- 
tions. Mr.  D.  Sullifan,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
^Mr.  NY.  II.  Smith)  May  IB,  66  ;  Question, 
Sir  Thomas  £smonde ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Stuart. Wortley)  May  20,  724 ;  Quei- 
tion,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith  ;  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  May  24,  1027;  ObserTa« 
tions,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Mr.  Osborne  Mor- 
gan May  24,  1045 

Lawrence,    Sir  J.  J.   Trevor,   Surrey, 

Reigaie 
Criminal  Law   Amendment  (Ireland),  Oonim 
d.  2, 1009 
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Lawsok,   Sir  W.y    Cumberland,   Cceker- 
mouth 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el,  S,  1234.  IS62 
Licensed    Viotoallere'    Protection    Society  — 

Colonel  King-Harman.  M.P.  251 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House— Uosatia- 

faotorj  State  of  Public  Business,  1060 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Procedure 

on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 

Bill),  Res.  1629 

Lawson,  Mr.  H.  L.  W.,  St.  Faneras,  W, 

Parks  (Metropolis)— Constitution  Hill,  855 
Inolosures  in  Regent's  Park,  1224 

Parliament — Remuneration  of  Witnesses  at- 
tending Parliamentary  Committees,  1224 

Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis),  2R.  801 

War  Office — First  Army  Corps — Horsef  of  the 
CaTalrj  Regiments,  859 

Lea,  Mr.  T.,  Lcnd<md9rry^  8, 
Ireland — Land    Act — Appointment    of    Sub- 
Commissioners,  497,  498 

Leaht,  Mr.  J.,  Kildare,  8. 

Ireland — Poor  Law — ^Joseph  Watt,  Relieving 
Officer  of  the  Belfast  Union,  56 

Lefevrb,  Eight  Hon.  G.  J.  Shaw,  Brad- 
ford, Central 
Criminal   Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  2,  Amendt.  473.  595,  780,  963,  974,979 ; 
el.  5,  Amendt.  1769, 1773 
Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis),  2R.  796 
Supply — Revenue    Departments — Post  Office 
Telegraph  Ser?ioes,  1170,  1176,  1180 
Post  Office  Services,  Post  Office   Savings 
Banks,  Ac.  1095,  1102,1109, 1110, 1133, 
1140,  1154 

Lbiohton,  Mr.  S.,  8hrop9h%re,  OeweUry 
EducaMon    Department — Celebration    of    the 
Jubilee  of  Her  Majesty's   Reign— Holiday 
in  Elementary  Schools,  55 
Parliament— Business  of  the  House,  1216 
Public  Business— Oaths  Bill,  66 

Leitrih,  Earl  of 

Irish  Land   I^w,    Comro.  cL  1,  17  ;    el,  27, 
Amendt.  1701,  1704,  1705 

Lethbbidoe,  Sir  B.,  Kentington,  N, 
Ceylon — Celebration  of  the  Jubilee  Year  of  Her 
Majesty's  Reign — Legislative    Council  — 
Proposed  Reform  of  Constitution,  1072 
Dock  Accommodation  at  Colombo,  1420 
Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis),   2R. 
794 

Licensed  Victualler e^  Protection  Society — 
Colonel  King-Harman,  M.  P, 
Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Homo  De- 
partment (Mr.  Stuart-Wortley)  Mag  17, 251 


Identenancy  Clerks  Allowances  Bill 

{Mr,  Brodriek,  Mr.  Secretary  Stanhope,  Mr, 

Kortheote) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1»  *  May  23  [Bill  274] 

Lighthouse    liluminants  —  The     Trinify 
House  Report 
Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;    Answer,  The 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of   Trade   (Baron 
Henry  De  Worms)  June  13, 1726 

Lighthouses  and  Lightships — Telegraphic 

Communication  —  Lord     Crawford's 

Committee — Tory  Island 

Question,   Lord    Ernest   Oamilton;    Answer, 

The    Secretary    to    the    Board   of    Trade 

(Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  May  20,  710 

Literature,    Science,   and  Art — The  Na- 
tional Portrait  Gallery 
Obserrations,  Lord  Lamington  ;  Reply,  Lord 
HeoDiker;  short  debate  thereon  Msy  30, 
648 

Local  GovEBNMEirr  Board — President 
(see  KiTCHiE,  Bight  Hon.  0.  T.) 

Local  OoTemment  (Lreland)  Proyinonal 
Orders  (Ballyshannon,  &c.)  Bill 

{Colonel  Kiny'Sarman) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l"*  •  May  23  [Bill  272] 

Local  Government  (Ireland)  Provisional 
Order  (Killiney  and  BiOlybrack)  BiU 

{Colonel  King-Harman,  Mr.  Balfour) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  May  21  [BiU  275] 

Local   Government  Provisional  Orders 

(Gas)  Bill  {Mr,  Long,  Mr,  JUtekie) 

c.  Report  *  ;  read  3«  Juna  9  [Bill  259] 

Read  3°  * /iifttf  10 
I,  Read  1>  *  [Earl  Brownlow)  June  13  (No.  119) 

Local  Government  Provisional    Orders 

Bill  {Lord  Ba/four) 

I,  Royal  Assent  May  23  [30  Viet.  e.  xlix] 

Local  Government   Provisional  Orders 

(No.  2)  Bill        {^r,  Lony,  Mr.  Sifehie) 
c.  Read  2«  •  May  17  [Bill  261] 

Report  *  June  0 
Read  3»  •  June  10 
I.  Read  1»*  {Earl  Brownlow)  June  13 

(No.  120) 

Local  Government   Provisional  Orders 

(No.  3)  Bill      {Mr.  Lony,  Mr.  Ritchie) 
e.  Ordered  ;  road  !«  •  May  18  [Bill  268] 

Read  2«  •  June  7 

Local  Government   Provisional  Orders 

(No.  4)  Bill        {Mr.  Lony,  Mr.  Ritchie) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  May  20  [Bill  209] 

Read  2«  •  June  7 
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Local  Oovernment  Provisional   Orders 

(No.  6)  Bill        {^fr.  Long,  Mr,  Ritehie) 
e.  Ordered;  read  I''  *  June  7  [Bill  280] 
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Local  Oovemment   Provisional  Orders 

(No.  6)  Bill       (i//*.  Long,  Mr.  Ritchie) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l"  •  June  7  [Bill  281] 

Local   Oovernment   Provisional  Orders 

(Ho.  7)  Bill        {Mr.  Long,  Mr.  Ritchie) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l»  •  June  7  [Bill  282] 

Local   Government  Provisional  Orders 

(Ho.  8)  Bill      (^Vr.  Long,  Mr.  Ritehie) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1°  •  June  8  [Bill  286] 

Local   Government   Provisional   Order 

(Highways )  Bill         ( Lord  Balfour) 

I  Read2*«il/riyl7  (No.  87) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  20 
Read  3*  *  May  23 

Local  Government   Provisional   Orders 

(Poor  Law)  Bill        {Lord  Balfour) 
I  Read  2*  •  May  17  (No.  88) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  20 
Read  3*  *  May  23 

Local   Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Lord  Balfour) 

I.  Read  2*  •  May  1 7  (No.  89) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  May  20 
Read  3*  *  May  23 

Local  Government    Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (Ho.  3)  Bill 

{Mr.  Lottg,  Mr.  Ritehie) 

c.  Read  2*  •  ifay  1 7  [  Bill  260] 

Report  *  June  9 

Read  30*  June  10 
I  Read  !••  (E.  Brownlow)  June  13    (No.  118) 

LoNDONy  Bishop  of 

Tithe  RoDt-Charge,  Comm.  el.  2,  840 ;  el.  7, 
Amendt.  846;  el.  S,  ib.;  Report,  el.  9, 
Ameodt.  157t> 

London  Corporation  ( Charges  of  Malversa- 
tion) 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith) 
May  23,  893 

LoBD  Advocate,  The  (see  Macdonald, 
Right  Hon.  J.  H.  A.) 

Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  —  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  {see  Balfour,  Right 
Hon.  A.  J.) 


Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland — Par- 
liamentary Under  Secretary  to  the 
{see  Kino-Harman,  Right  Hon. 
Colonel  E.  R.) 


Loss  of  Life  at  Sea — Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission 
Qaestion,  Mr.  Grotrian  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  llcnrj 
De  Worms)  May  20,  723 

Lothian,   Marquess  of  (Secretary  for 
Scotland) 

Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland),  2R.  238,  213 
I.unacy  Districts  (Scotland),  2R.  634,  635 
Scotland  — llillhead  and   Kelrinside  (Annexa- 
tion to  Glafigow) — The  Botanic  Gardens  and 
the  Uni?ersitjf,  611 

LowTHER,  Hon.  W.,  Westmoreland,  Ap- 

plely 
Jubilee    Thanksgiving    Service    (Westminster 
Abbcj) — Seats  Outside  on  Publio  Ground, 
1593,  1744 

Lunacy  Districts  (Scotland)  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Marquess  of  Lothian) 
I.  Read  2»  May  20,  034  (No.  82) 

MoArthxjb,  Mr.  A.,  Zeieester 

Places  of  Worship  (Sites),  211.  1849 

McArthub,  Mr.  W.  A.,   Cornwall,  St. 
Afistell 
Criminal   Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  3,  Amendt.  1252,  1253, 1255 

Macartney,  Mr.  W.  Q.  E.,  Antrim,  S. 

Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment  (No.  2],  Comm.  el.  1,  632,  633 

McOartan,  Mr.  M.,  Down,  8. 

Ireland — Law    and    Justice^Case  of  Joseph 
Comerford — Belfast  Police  Court,  858 
Tost  Office— Telegraph  Office,  Dublin,  04 
Ireland — Publio  Meetings — Questions 

Interference  of  the  Police  at  Duugannon, 

880 
Nationalist  Meetings  in  Ulster,  889 
Proclaimed    Meetings — Protestant    Home 
Rule  Association,  Kilkeel,  1221, 1222 

M*Carthy,  Mr.  Justin,  Londonderry 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Lords'  Ameodts.  674 
Ireland — Roads  and    Bridges — Derry    Bridge 
Commissioners p  54 

Macdonald,  Right  Hon.  J.  H.  A.  (Lord 

Advocate),  Edinhvrgh  and  St.  An^ 

drew*s  Universities 
Scotland —  Queetions 

Crofters'   Holdings  Aot,  1886— Loans  for 

Fishing  Uarbours,  1584 
Deer  Forests—  Garbat  Ben  WjtIi,  1433 

{wnL 


MAO 


MAO 


(INDEX  } 

315- 


MAD 


MAR 


Maodonald,  Right  Hon.  J.  ll.A.~^eorU, 

EduoAtioD  Aot,  1878— Certificates  ofBirths, 

1722 
Fisher  J  Board— The  Report,  1743 
Law  and    Jostice — Angas    J^aoLauohlan, 

1732 
Literature,  Science,  and  Art— The  Votes, 

2«6 
PoUation  of  RiTora — Discharge  of  Sewage, 

dtc.  into  the  River  Clyde,  1679 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  1071 
Tweed  Acts,  508 

Tweed  Fisheries — Alleged  Trespasses,  708 
University  of  Glasgow — Professor  of  Scots 

Law,  1226 
Trusts  (Scotland)    Act   (1867)    Amendment, 
Comm.  el.  2,  Amendt.  1203 ;  add,  el.  ib, 

McDonald,  Mr.  P.,  Sltgo,  N. 

Great  Eastern  Railway,  Consid.  703 
Ireland  —  Land    Commission    Court -^  John 
Smith,  of  Curremhla,  Co.  Sligo,  867,  868 
Public  Works — Government  Subvention  of 
£50,000  —  Arterial    Drainage   (Barrow 
Valley,  dsc.  Drainage),  1427 
Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 210,  211,213 

MoDoNALD,  Dr.  B.,  B099  and  Cromarty 

Scotland — Questions 

Action  of  the  Crofters'  Commission,  1044 
Deer  Forests— Garbat  Ben  Wyvis,  1433 
Post  Office— Northern  Mails,  1733 

United    States  —  Emigration    of    Highland 
Crofters,  1434 

Macdonald,    Mr.  W.  A.,    Que&n^s  Co,, 
Ossory 
Ireland,  Emigration  from,  612,  613 

Evictions  on  Lord  Ivenmarc's  Estate,  KiU 
larney,  1736,  1737 

MoGabel-Hogo,  Sir  J.  M.  (Ohairman 
of    the     Metropolitan    Board    of 
Works),  Middlesex,  Hornsey 
Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis),  2 R.  702 

Maokintosh,  Mr.  0.  Fraseb-,  Inverneis- 

shire 
Scotland— Education  Act,    1378— CertiQcates 
of  Births,  1722 
Law  and  Justice — Angus    MacLauchlan, 
1722 
Supply — Revenno  Departments —Post  Office 
Services,   Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  die. 
1141 

Macnaohten,  Lord 

Irith  Land  Law,  Comm.  el.  1,20,  36 
Mao  Neill,  Mr.  J.  G.  8.,  Donegal,  S. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cl  3,  1240;  Amendt.  1288,  1202;  cl.  4, 
Amendt.  1445,  1446,  1533  ;  cl.  5,  174G 

Ireland — Post  Office — Conveyance  of  Mails  in 
the  North  of  Ireland,  1730 


Madagascar — Capture  of  Natives  hg  the 
French  and  transport  to  Riunion 
Question,  Mr.  Atkinson;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  Suto  for  Foreign    Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergussoo)  May  23,  877 

Mallock,  Mr.  R.,  Deton,  Torquay 
Army  Estimates — Provisions,  Forage,  Ac.  127 

Manchester  Ship  Canal  BUI  {by  Order) 
e.  Moved,  "  That  the  SUnding  Orders  bo 
suspended,  and  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  enable  the  Manchester  Ship 
Canal  Company  to  raise  a  portion  of  their 
capital  by  means  of  preference  shares,  and 
that  Mr.  Houldsworth,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright, 
Sir  James  Fergusson,  Sir  Henry  Roscoe,  the 
Honourable  Alan  de  Tatton  Egorton,  Mr. 
Addison,  and  Mr.  Elliott  Lees  do  prepare 
and  bring  it  in  "  {Mr.  Houidtworth)  June  6, 
1346 ;  after  short  debate.  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 
Moved,  "That  the  SUnding  Ordera  be 
suspended,  and  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
\o"  ^^Y.  Bouldsworth) ;  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  1** 
Moved,  "That  SUnding  Orders  62,201,223, 
and  235  be  suspended,  and  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  2«"  {Mr.  Mouldtworth) ;  after 
short  debate.  Debate  adjourned 
Debate  resumed  June  13,1706 ;  Amendt.  after 
"  SUnding  Orders,"  add  "  204  and  235  bo 
suspended,  and  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to 
the  Examiners  of  Petitions  for  Privato 
Bills"  {Mr.  SelcUer^Booth) ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  after  de- 
bate, Amendt.  withdrawn  ;  Amendt.  nuide, 
by  leaving  out  204  and  223 ;  Main  Qoeation, 
as  amended,  put  and  agreed  to 
Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  62  and  235  bo 
suspended  ;  Bill  read  2* 

Majtitebs,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  T.  B. 
(Ohancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lan- 
caster), Leicestershire,  E. 
Agricultural    Department  —  Soarlatioa  —  Dr. 
Klein's  Milk  Theory,  1721 

Market  Tolls,  The  Select  Committee  on-* 
Nomination  of  the  Committee 
Question,  Mr.  T.  M.  Dcaly  :  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury   (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith) 
June  7,  1232 

Marlborough,  Duke  of 

Tithe  Rent-Charge,  Comm.  d,  1,  Amendt.  839 

Marriage  Laws  —  The  Rector  of  Much 

Woolton,  Liverpool 

Question,  Mr.  £.   R.   Kussell;  Answer,  The 

Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De« 

partment  (Mr.  Sluart-Wortlcy)  May  23,860 

Mabum,  Mr.  E.  P.  M.,  Kilkenny,  N. 

Criminal   Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cl,  2,  Amendt.  783,  786,  787,  909 
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Mason,  Mr.  S.,  Lanark^  Mid 

Admiralty — Supply  of  Welsh    Coal    to    Tier 

Majesty's  Ships  at  Queensferry.  735,  736 
Army   and    Navy   Estimates,    Nomination   of 

Select  Committee,  903  ;  Amendt.  1305 
Coal  Mines — Colliery  Accident  in  Lanarkshire, 
HdO 
Udston  Colliery  Accident,  1077 
Finance,  Ac. — The  National  Deht,  353 
Inland  Re?cnuc — Income  Tax  on  Profits  earned 

by  Foreigners,  253 
Parliament — Business    of    the    Iloose — Coal 

Mines,  Ao.  Regulation,  1437,  1438,  1593 

Matthews,  Right  Hon.  H.   (Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department), 
Birmingham f  E, 
Coal  Mines — Questions 

Colliery  Accident  at  Motherwell,  1353 
Colliery  Accident  in  Lanarkshire,  1436 
Udston  Colliery  Accident,  1077,  1078, 1440 
Employers'    Liability    Act  —  Renewal    and 

Amendment,  1320 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 

3K.  1415 
Jubileo  Tear  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebra- 
tion of — London  School  Children   in   Hyde 
Park,  1439  ;— Metropolitan  Police,  1737 
Magistracy    (England    and    Wales)  — •  Lords 
Lieutenant  of  Counties,  1428 
Nonconformist   Magistrates  in  Flintshire, 
1037 
Metropolitan  Police — Questions 

New  Station  on  the  Thames  Embankment, 

1583 
Sergeant  Marphy,  1329,  1734 
Superintendents'  Divisional    Reports    for 
1880,  1590 
Metropolitan    Police    Courts — Ilammersmith 
and  Wandsworth  District,  1738 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.  (A   Lord  of  the 
Treasury),  Wig  ton 
**  Board  of  Trade  Journal  " — Advertisements, 
1728 

Mayxb,   Admiral  B.   C,  Pembroke  and 

Eaoerfordwest 
Admiralty — Sheers  at    Pembroke  Dockyard, 

885 
Criminal   Law   Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

eh  3,  1017 

Mayke,  Mr.  T.,  Tipper ary,  Mid 

Ireland— Land  Act — Appointment  of  Sub- 
Commissioners,  498 

Merchant  Shipping 

B.our$  of  Unloading,  Question,  Mr.  Atkinson ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
Jackson)  May  10,  519 

Lotf  of  the  S.S.  *'  Carmona"  Question,  Mr. 
Edwards-Moss  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Ilenry  De 
Worms)  May  23,  870 

Wreck  Commigtioners*  Courts,  Uull — Nautical 
Assessors,  Question,  Mr.  Atkinson  ;  Answer, 
The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Ilome 
Department  (Mr.  Stnart-Wortleyj  May  17, 
252 
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Merchant  Shipping — cont. 

Loss  of  Life  at  Sea— Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  Question,  Mr.  Grotrian  ;  An- 
swer, The  Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade 
(Baron  Ilenry  De  Worms)  May  30,  723 

Metropolis 

Metropolitan  District — Deaths  from  Starvation 
and  Privation,  Question,   Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot ; 
Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern - 
ment  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  May  10,  514 
Tlie  Parks — Constitution  Hill,  Questions,  Mr. 
Lawson  ;  Answers,  The  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  May  33,  855 
Enclosures  in  RegenCs  Park,  Question,  Mr. 
Lawson ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  June  7.  1324 
[See  title  Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure 
Gardens'] 

Metropolis  (Cable  Street,  Shadwell)  Fro- 
visional  Order  Bill 

{Mr.  Stuart'  Wortley^  Mr,  Secretary  Matthews) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  June  6  [Bill  377] 

Metropolis  Management  (Battersea  and 

Westminster)  Bill      {Earl  Fortescue) 
I.  Read  l^*  May  16  (No.  101) 

Metropolis  (Shelton  Street,   St.    Giles) 
Provisional  Order  Bill 

{Mr.  Stuart'  Worthy ^  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !«  •  June  6  [Bill  378] 

Metropolitan  Police 

Duties  of  the  Police  Serving  in  the  Bouse  of 
Commons^  Questions,  Mr.  O'Hanlon  ;  An- 
swers, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  tho 
Home  Department  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley) 
May  30,  717  ;  May  33,  880;  Question,  Mr. 
Gent-Davis ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley)  May  33,  883  i— Extra  Duty 
of  the  **  A  '*  Division,  Question,  Mr.  Chan- 
ning  ;  Answer,  Tho  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Homo  Department  (Mr.  Stuart- 
Wortley)  May  33,  868 

New  Station  on  the  Thames  Embankment, 
Question,  Mr.  W.  L.  Bright ;  Answer,  Tho 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  June  10,  1583 

Police  Courts—  The  Hammersmith  and  WandS' 
worth  Districts,  Question,  Mr.  O.  V.  Morgan; 
Answer,  Tho  Secretary  of  State  for  tho 
Homo  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  June  13, 
1738 

Return  of  Constables  Dismissed  and  Reduced, 
Questions,  Mr.  Lahouchore  ;  Answers,  Tho 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment (Mr.  Stuart-Wortley)  May\^,  600 

Sergeant  Murphy,  Question,  Mr.  Conybeare  ; 
Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  June  7,  1320  ; 
Question,  Captain  Price  :  Answer,  The  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  M.iithows)  June  13,  1734 

Superintendents'  Divisional  Reports  for  1886, 
Question,  Mr.  Pickersgiil ;  Answer,  Tho  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews) /uiitf  10,  1589 
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Metropolitan  Police  ProTisional  Order 

Bill  (Earl  Benuehamp) 

I  Royal  Assent  May  23  [60  Viet.  o.  xxxi] 

Midland  Great   JT ester n  Railway  of  Ire- 
land BtU  {hy  Order) 
e»  SR.  darerred,  after  short  debate  May  10,  491 
Read  S*",  after  short  debate  May  20,  d47 

MiDLBTON,  Viscount 

Africa  (South)— Affairs  of  Swaiiland,  852 
Irish  Land  Law,  Oomm.  13 

MiLLTowir,  Earl  of 

Irish  Land  Land  Law,  Gomm.  18  ;  el.  1,  20  ; 

eL  5,  Amendt.  83,  35  ;  el.  16,  Aroendt.  42  ; 

el.  20,  49  ;  el.  22,  Amendt.  1698 
Police  Force  Enfranohisement,  2R.  4 

MoLLOY,  Mr.  B.  0.,  King^e  Cc^  Birr 
Army    Estimates — Provisions,     Forage,    Ac, 

Amendt.  124,  132 
Criminal   Law   Amendment  (Ireland],  Comm. 

cM,  331  :  ei.  2,  453,  75*2,  927  :  el.  3,  1203, 

1268,  1316.  1306,  1403  ;  el.  4,  1478,  1477 ; 

Amendt.  1487,  1400  ;  el.  5, 1752  ;  Amendt. 

1807 
First  Offenders,  Consid.  add.  el.  804 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Procedure 

on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 

Bill),  Res.  1637 
Supply — Revenue    Departments — Post    OflSce 
Services,  Post  OflBoo  Savings  Banks,  Ac. 
1127 

Post  OflBco  Telegraph  Services,  1165, 1170 

MoNK-B&ETTOir,  Lord 

Tithe  Rent-Cbarge,  Gomm.  el.  8,  840 

MoNTAOir,  Mr.  S.,  Tower  ffamleis,  White- 
ehapel 

"  Board  of  Trade  Journal " — Contract  for  Ad- 
vertisements, 879, 1727 

Currency — French  and  Italian  Copper  Coins, 
1721 

Submarine  Telegraph  Company,  1727 

Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 145 

MoNTEAGLE  of  Bbaitdon,  Lord 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  el,  11,  Amendt.  39, 
41  ;  el.  16,  Ameodt.  42 ;  el.  20,  Amendt.  48 


MoBOAN,  Bight  Hon.  G.  Osborne,  Den- 
highehire,  E. 

Africa  (South) — Annexations  in  Zululand,  502, 
585 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
c/.  8, 1368;  e/.  4, 1467 

Ireland — Law  and  Justice— -BarbavilU  Pri- 
soners, 1050 

Iaw  and  Justice — Flintshire  Magistney,  67, 
1047 


MoBQAN,  Mr.  0.  v.,  Battereea 

Civil  Service  Writers — Treasury  Minute,  711 
Metropolitan    Police  Courts  —  Hammersmith 

and  Wandsworth  District,  1728 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites),  311.  1850 
Post  Office  — Railway  and  Tel(*graph  Clerks — 

Compensation,  871 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic — Carriage  of  Tow  a 

Refuse,  1726 


MoBLBY,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Newcastle'VpoH" 

Tyne 
Africa  (South)— Annexations  in  Zululand,  500 
Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Lords'  Amendts.  673 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Gomm. 

el.  2,  445,  470.  786.  953,  987  :  e/.  8.  1810, 

1861;  (?i.  5, 1749,  1767.1771 
Egypt — Anglo-Turkish     Convention — France 

and  the  New  Ilebrides—The  Papers,  1281 
Ireland  —  Crime  and  Outrage — Return   for 

April  and  May,  1439 
Manchester   Ship  Canal,    Motion   for  Leave, 

1351 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  523 

Sittings  and  Adjournment  of  the  Ilouse  — 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  65 
Parliament — Business  of  the  Rouso-~Criminal 

Law  Amendment  (Ireland)    Bill — Notice  of 

Instruction,  1441 

Mount- Tbmple,  Lord 

Dog  Owners,  2R.  1562 

Parliament — Palace  of  Westminster— Central 

Hall— Position  of  the  Sutueoftho  late  Earl 

of  Iddesleigh,  1577 
Registration  of  Dogs  in  the  Metropolis,  2R. 
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MowBRAT,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  B.,  Oxford 
University 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  2R.  1715 

MuNDELLA,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.,  Sheffield ^ 
BrighUide 
Deeds  of  Arrangement   Registration,  Comm. 

el.  11,1840 
War  Office— Contracts,  1788 

Monicipal  Corporation«  Acts  (Ireland) 
Amendment  (No*  2)  Bill     {Sir  jamss 

Carry,  Mr.  Ewart,  Mr,  Johneton) 

e.  Committee— ILF.  May  19,  627  [Bill  176] 
Committee;  Report  May  20,  805;  Moved, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  taken  into  Consideratioa, 
as  amended,  on  Monday,  6th  June"  {Sir 
James  Carry),  814  ;  Amendt.  to  leave  out 
*<  6th  June,"  add  •<  next "  {Mr.  Sexion)  ; 
(Question  proposed, "  That '  6th  June,'  So, ; " 
after  short  debate,  Question  pat,  and  nega- 
tived ;  Question,  *' That  'next'  be  ther« 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Main  Qaeation, 
as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to 
Consideration,  as  amended,  deferred  May  23* 

1026 
Considered ;  read  8<»  Jtme  9, 1554 

{.  Read  1«  •  (^.  Ems)  /wm  10         (No.  116) 
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Municipal  Begnlatioii  (Constabnlary 
ftc.)  (Belfast)  Bill 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Colonel  King  -  Harman) 
May  23,  1026  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
postponed 

Mtophy,  Mr.  W.  M.,  Bullin,  SL  Patrick's 
Criminal   Law    Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

cl  1,  SOO 
Ireland — Law   and   Justice — Imprisonment  of 
Michael  Spillane,  707 
The    Brothers     Howard,    Imprisoned    for 
Contempt  of  Court,  700 
Open  Spaces  (Dublin),  2B.  232 
Supply,  Report,  405 

Hational  Debt  and  Local  Loans  Bill 

(Jfr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer ^ 

Mr,  Jackson) 

e.  Orders  :  read  1«  •  May  16  [Bill  266] 

Read  2®  •  June  6 

Navy  (Questions) 

Conversion  of  the  Koyal  Marine  Artillery  into 
Marine  Infantry,  Question,  Colonel  Ilughes. 
Ilallett ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  May  17, 
254 

Departmental  Committee  on  tlie  Clerical  Et' 
tablishmentSf  Questions,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Con- 
nor ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (Lord  George  Hamilton)  May  23, 
000 

Explosion  on  Board  H.M.S.  **  Rupert"  at 
Hullf  Question,  Mr.  C.  II.  Wilson  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  For- 
wood)  June  10,  1581 

Permanent  Financial  Control,  Question,  Sir 
William  Plowden  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
May  23,  855 

Police  Fine  on  a  Naval  Lieutenant^  Question, 
Mr.  Cunninghame  Graham  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  May  16.  59 

Special  NavaX  Pension  to  Widow  of  Staff 
Commander  W.  M.  Savage,  Question,  Mr. 
Norris ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (Lord  George  Hamilton)  May  23, 
872 

Supply  of  Welsh  Coal  to  Her  Majesty's  Ships 
at  Queensferry,  Questions,  Mr.  Mason  ;  An- 
swers, The  First  rx)rd  of  the  Admiralty 
(Lord  George  IIa:nilton)  May  20,  725 

The  Dockyards 

Gratuities  to  Discharged  Workmen,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  O'Connor  (Tipperary,  S.);  Answer, 
The  First  l^rd  ol  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  May  20,  713 

Sheers  at  Pembroke  Dockyard,  Question,  Ad- 
miral Mayne ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  ol 
the  Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton) 
May  23,  885 

Newnes,  Mr.  0-.,    Cambridge,  K,  New- 
market 
Parish  Allotments  Committees,  2R.  229 


Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P.,  Qalujay,  N. 

Army  Estimates— Provisions,  Forage,  d(c,  116, 

118 
Commissioners   of   Irish    Lights — Lighthouse 

Keepers  and  their  Families,  888 
Criminal  Law   Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

cL  1,  367:  cl.  2,  447,  4S8,  489.590,932; 

c/.  3,  1282,  1283;  cl,  4,  1507 
Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2).  Comm.  el,  1,  632 
Parliament—  Business  of  the  House  ( Procedure 

on  the  Criminal   Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 

Bill),  Res.  1641 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites),  2R.  1848 
Supply — Revenue    Departments — Post  OflBce 

Services,   Post  06Soe  Savings  Backs,  <fec. 

1154,  1158 
Vaccination — Action  of  the  Compulsory  Law 

of  Vaccination,  1054 

N0BRI8,  Mr.  E.  S.,  Tower  HamUtSy  Lime- 
house 

Admiralty — Special  Naval   Pension  to  Widow 
of  Suff  Commander  W.  M.  Savage,  872 

North  American   Fisheries — Canada  and 
th9  United  States — The  Fishery  Dis- 
putes— A  New  Commission 
Question,  Mr.  Gourley ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign    Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  ilfay23,  854  ;  Questions, 
Mr.  Gourley  ;  Answers,  The   Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James 
Fergusson)  June  9,  1417 
[See  titles  Canada —  United  States] 

North  Borneo  —  Operations  against  the 
Natives    at    Darvel    Bay — H,If,S, 
''  Zephyr  " 
Question,  Sir  George  Camphell ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  May  23,  871  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  J.  Corhet ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (I^ord  George  Hamil- 
ton) May  23, 881 

NORTHBEOOK,  Earl  of 
Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  cl,  21,  1693 
Scotland — Hillhead  and  Kelvinside  (Annexa- 
tion to  Glasgow) — The  Botanio  Gardens  and 
the  University,  639 

NoETHCOTB,     Hon.    H.    S.    (Surveyor 

General  of  Ordnance),  Exeter 
Africa  (South) — Sir  Charles  Warren's  Bochu- 

analand  Expedition,  1734 
Army — Cadets  of  the  Royal  Military  Academy 

at  Aldershot,  1723 
Army  Estimates — Provisions,  Forage,  dso.  75 
War  OflBce — Questions 
Contracts,  1733 
Corporation  Road  round  the  Citadel  Fort, 

Plymouth,  723 
Insanitary    Condition   of  Dover  Barracks 

(Fort  Burgoyne),  250,  1729 
Regimental     Transport    at     Aldershot  — 

General  Service  Waggons,  700 
Report  of  the  Ordnance  Inquiry  Commis- 
sion, 1735 

\eoiU. 
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NoRTKOOTK,  Hon.  n.  8. — cont/ 

Skilled  tnd  Ordinary  Workmen  at  Enfield, 
63 

War    Office— Ordnance     Department — (Ques- 
tions 

Captnin   TTorton,  Inspector  of  Saddlery  nt 
Woolwich.  60 

Colonel  Maitland,  Supt^rintcndcni  of  Gun 
Factory,  Woolwich,  709 

Experimental  Wire  Gum,  1724 

4d-Ton  Gun,  1432 

North  ^>a  Fisheries  Convention^  1882 — 
27ie  Hast  Coast  Drift  Net  Fisheries 
Question,  Sir  Edward  Birkbeck  :  Answer,  Tho 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreifrn  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  June  9,  1424 

O'Brien,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.,  Mayo,  8, 
Criminal  I^w  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  2,  1003;  el.  4,  1526 

O'Bbibn,  Mr.  P.,  Ifonoffhan,  N. 
Ireland— Questions 

Asylums  —  Monagban    District     Lanatio 

Asjlum,  53 
Evictions— Monagban     Union — Notice    to 
Guardians,  04,  868 
Labourers'  Acts— Guardians  of  tlie  Carriok- 

maoross  Union,  883,  884 
National   Education — Carriekawilkin   (Co. 
Armagh)  National  School,  71 1 
Post    Office  (London)— Position  of   Porters, 
1725 

O'OoNNOB,  Mr.  A.,  Donegal,  B. 

Civil   Service   Writers — Sub- Commission   of 

Inquiry,  1588 
Coal  Mines — Udston  Colliery  Accident,  1077, 

1078.  1430,  1440 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cL  2,  548,  593,  929;  Amendt.  063,  951; 
eL  3,  Amendt.  1240,  1242,1269,  1273,  1273, 
1387;  eU  4,  1521,  1527,  1528,  1629;  c/.  5, 
1779 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 

2R.  1414,  1415 
Inland  Revenue — Pensions  in  the  Secretary's 

Department,  865 
Ireland — Questions 

Departmental  Committee  on  the  Clerical 

Establishments,  900 
Emigration  from  Ireland,  513 
Eviction — Evictions  at  Bodyke,  Co.  Clare 

—Captain  E.  W.  D.  Croker,  1735 
Executive— Parliamentary   Under   Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  721 
High  Court  of  Justice— Transfer  of  Clerks, 

809,  870 
Law  and  Justice— Imprisonment  of  Michael 

Spillane,  708 
Post  Office  Contracts— Mail  between  Bun- 

doran  and  Bundoran  Junction,  864 
Public  Works— Government  Subvention  of 
£50,000 — Drainage  of  the  Barrow,  Ac. 
1071,  1425 
Sea   and    Coast    Fisheries — Trawling    in 
Donegal  Bay,  887 
Jubilee    Xbanksgiving  Service  (Westminster 
Abbey;  —  Letting    of    Seats    on    Public 
Ground,  1580 
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O'CoMKOB,  Mr.  A.— MAI. 
Jubilee  Tear  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Cele- 


bration of,  in  London,  729 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Procedure 

on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 

Rill).  Ros.  1019,  ICiri 
I'ublic  Offices — Lower  Division  Clerks  in  the 

Treasury  Office,  1598 
Supply — Revenue    Depirtments — Post    Office 

Services,  Post  Office  Savings   Banks,  Ac. 

1110,1135,  1137 

O'Connor,  Mr.  J.,  Tipper  airy ^  8. 
Admiralty — Dockyards — Gratuities    to     Dis- 
charged Workmen,  713 
Criminal    Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  1 ,  340  ;  el.  2,  928,  961  ;  eL  3, 1250  ;  el.  4, 

1444;  <;/.5,  1760,  1778 
Ireland  —  Poor    Relief   Inquiry    Commission, 

1887 — Compound  Rating  of  Occupiers,  1423 
Parliament —  Business  of  the  House  (  Proeedure 

on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 

Bill),  Res.  1606,  1670 
Supply — Revenue    Departments — Post   Office 

Services,    l*ost   Office   Savings   Banks,  dec. 

1122 
Vaccination  Act — Action  of  the  Compulsory 

Law  of  Vaccination,  1055 

O'Connor,  Mr.  T.  P.,  Liverpool,  Scotland 
Criminal   Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  1,  310,  311,  313,  377.  378,  379;  cl.  2. 
433,  445,  458,  472,  488,  489,  081.  992,  093, 
1008,  1015;  cl.  3,  1363,  1389;  d.  5,  1773, 
1774,  1775.1779 
Ireland — Emigration — Refusal  of  the  Aatbo- 
ritiesat  Now  York  to  allow  Emigrants  to 
Land,  1030 
Executive  and  Mr.  Patrick  Egan,  1030 
Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (No.  3.),  Gonsid.  €uid.  el.  1550 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Procedure 
on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 
Bill).  Res.  1617.  1634 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites),  2R.  1849 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Refenuc  Depart- 
ments, 202,  204 

O'DoHBBTT,  Mr.  J.  £.,  Donegal^  N 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  1. 365, 390  ;  Amendt.  400, 401  ;  el.  2,  431 ; 
Amendt.  443,  544,  575,  605,  735,  744,  745, 
747,  785;  el.  3,  Amendt.  1235,  1340,  1255, 
1265,  1267,  1373,  1270.  1331,  1333,  1373, 
1395,  1401,  1402,  1405,  1406  ;  el.  4,  1415, 
1517;  el.  5,  Amendt.  1749,  1768,  1777, 
1781 
Great  Eastern  Railway,  Consld.  699 

O'Hanlon,  Mr.  T.,  Cavan,  E. 

Ireland  —  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  —  PoUc« 
Barracks  at  Meenaoladdy,  Co.  Donegal- 
Magistracy^  Sheroook  Petty  Sessions,  1739, 
1730,  1781 

Metropolitan  Police- Duty  at  the  Uoase  of 
Commons,  717.  880 

Supply— Report,  410 

O'Hea,  Mr.  P.,  Donegal,  JT. 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland).  Comm. 
cL  I,  397  ;  cl,  2,  433,  951 
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O^Kelly,  Mr.  J.,  Roncommon^  N, 
-Ireland  —  Law   and  Jaitice  —  Franois   Cook, 
Drumsna,  860 

Onslow,  Earl  of  (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies) 

Africa  (South)— Affairi  of  Swaziland,  852 

Open  Spaces  (Dublin)  Bill 

(Mr,  William  Redmond,  Mr,  T,  D,  StUiivan,  Mr. 
Murphy,  Mr.  Dwyer  Qray,  Mr.  Timothy 
Harrington) 
c.  Read  2o  Mc^  16,  232  [Bill  80] 

Ordnance  Department — see  Army 

OfiBNANOE  —  Surveyor      G-eneral      (see 
NoRTHCoTB,  Hon.  H.  S.) 

Over  Dartven  Corporation  Bill  {by  Order) 
e,  Ck>nflideredy  after  ihort  debate  May  19,  493 

Oyster  and  Mussel  Fisheries  Proyisional 

Order  Bill  {Baron  Henry  Be 

Worms,  Mr.  Jaekscn) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !*»  •  June  7  [Bill  279] 

Paris  Exhibition,  1889 

Qaestion,  Mr.  I  abouchere  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Sccretnrj  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fcrgusson)  May  16,  69;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  E.  Robertson  ;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fcrgusson)  May  19,  519  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  11.  T.  Davenport;  Answer,  The 
Under  Secrotarj  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(Sir  James  Fergusson)  May  23,  884  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Labouohere;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  June  9,  1428 

Parish  Allotments  Committees  Bill 

f^Mr,  Cobb,  Mr.  Channing,  Mr.  Fuller,  Mr. 

Jainee  Ellis,  Mr.  Herbert  Gardner, 

Mr.  Thomas  Ellis) 

#.  Moved,  <«That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2° " 
May  16,  227 ;  Moved,  <•  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned "  {Mr.  Radcliffe  Cooke) ; 
after  short  debate,  Question  pat;  A.  143, 
N.  85  ;  M.  58  (D.  L.  144)  [Bill  170] 

P.arltament 

LORDS— 

Butinesi  of  the  House 

Standing  Order  No.  XXXV.  to  be  considered 
To*morrow  in  order  to  its  being  dispensed 
with  for  the  remainder  of  that  day's  Sitting 
May  20 

Standing  Order  considered,  and  dispensed  with 
ifoydl 

TOIi.  OOOXy.    [txibd  sxKiss.'][tfaft/. 


Pabliaioext — LoBDs — eoni. 

Private  and  Provisional  Order  ConJlrmaHon 
BiUs 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  92.  and 
93.  be  suspended  ;  and  that  the  time  for 
depositing  petitions  praying  to  be  heard 
against  Private  and  Provisional  Order  Con- 
firmation Bills,  which  would  otherwise  ex- 
pire during  the  adjournment  of  the  Uouse  at 
Whitsuntide,  be  extended  to  the  first  day  on 
which  the  House  shall  sit  after  the  reoeu 
May2S 

Sittings  and  Adjournment  of  the  House — The 
Whitsuntide  Recess,  Question,  The  Earl  of 
Kimbcrley  ;    Answer,  The  Prime  Minister 
(The  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  May  20,  646 

Jubilee     Thanksgiving    Service    {Westminster 
Abbey) 

Moved,  "  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed  for  tho  purpose  of  arranging  the 
distribution  of  tickets  of  admission  to  be 
given  to  Peers  on  the  occasion  of  the  Jubilee 
Thanksgiving  Service  to  be  held  in  West- 
minster Abl^y  on  21st  June"  {The  Lord 
Chamberlain)  May  16,  50  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Select  Committee  nominated  May  17  ;  List  of 
the  Committee,  246 

[See  title  Queen,  Thel 

COMMONS— 
Jubilee  Service  in  St.  Margarefs  Church 

Moved,  "  That,  in  Celebration  of  the  Fiftieth 
Tear  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  this  House 
will  attend  at  the  Church  of  St.  Margaret, 
Westminster,  on  Sunday  next,  the  22nd  of 
May  "  {Mr.  William  Henry  Smith)  May  17, 
258 ;  after  short  debate.  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

This  being  the  day  on  which  the  House  had 
Resolved,  in  Celebration  of  tho  Fiftieth  Tear 
of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  to  attend  Divine 
Service  at  tho  Church  of  St.  Margaret, 
Westminster,  Mr.  Speaker  and  the  Members 
assembled  in  the  House,  and  proceeded 
thence  to  tho  Church,  when  a  Sermon  was 
preached  before  the  House  by  the  Lord 
Bitthop  of  Ripon  May  22 

Moved,  *'  That  the  Thanks  of  this  House  be 
given  to  the  Right  Reverend  William  Boyd 
Carpenter,  D.D.,  Lord  Bishop  of  Ripon,  for 
the  Sermon  preached  by  him  on  Sunday 
before  this  House,  at  St.  Margaret's,  West- 
minster, and  that  he  be  desired  to  print  tho 
same ;  and  that  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith 
and  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews  do  acquaint 
him  therewith  "  {Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  May  23, 
907  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Jubilee    Thanksgiving    Service    (Westminster 

Abbey) 

Moved,  **  That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  consider  what  means  shall  be 
adopted  for  the  attendance  of  this  House  at 
the  Jubilee  Thanksgiving  Service  in  West- 
minster Abbey  on  the  2 1st  day  of  Jane  ; 
and  that  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr. 
Childers,  Mr.  David  Plunket,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre,   Viscount    Lewisham,    Mr.    Mar- 
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Parliament  —  Commoks  —  Jvhilte  Thanktgiving 
Service  ( Westmintter  Abh€y)^eojxU 

joribanks,  Mr.  Cayendish  Beiitinck,  Sir 
Frederick  Mappin,  and  Mr.  Craig  Sellar  be 
Members  of  the  said  Gonimiitee  ;  Five  to  be 
the  quorom  "  {Mr,  W,  H,  Smith)  May  23, 
006  ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

[See  title  Queen,  The] 

Private  BiUt 
Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  39  and  129  be 
suspended,  and  that  the  time  for  depositing 
Petitions  against  Private  Bills,  or  against 
anj  Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order, 
or  Provisional  Certificate,  and  for  depositing 
duplicates  of  anj  Documents  relating  to  any 
Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order,  or 
Provisional  Certiflcnte,  be  extended  to  Mon- 
day 6th  June  ( The  Chairman  of  Ways  and 
Means)  May  24 

Publio  Petitiont — Petition  fr<m  Bradford — 
Alleged  Fictitious  Signaturet,  Question,  Mr. 
Byron  Reed  ;  Answer,  The  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Petitions  (Sir  Charles 
Forster)  May  20,  728 

SITTINGS   AND    ADJOURNMENT    OF 

THE  SOUSE 

Th$  Whitsuntide  Recets,  Questions,  Mr.  Essle- 
mont,  Mr.  John  Morley  ;  Answers,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
May  16,  64  ;  Questions,  Mr.  Labouchere, 
Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  ;  Answers,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  May2S, 
902 

Committees  {Ascension  Day) 
Ordered,  That  Committees  shall  not  sit  To- 
morrow, being  Ascension  Day,  until  Two  of 
the  clock,  and  have  leave  to  sit  until  Six  of 
the  clock,  nothwithstanding  the  sitting  of 
the  House  {Mr,  William  Benry  Smith) 
May  IB 

Adjotammsnt  of  the  House 

Moved,  **  That  this  Ilottse  do  now  adjourn  " 
(Mr  Jackson)  May  17,  413;  after  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  " 
(Mr,  JF.H.  Smith)  May  23,  1027  ;  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Moved,  «  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn" 
{Mr.  TF,  H.  Smith)  June  10, 1677  ;  Moved, 
<*That  the  Question  be  nowput"(ifr.  JF. 
H.  Smith) ;  Question  put ;  A.  203,  N.  71 ; 
M.  132  (D.  L.  223)    [2.40  a.ii.] 

Question  put,  **  That  this  House  do  now  ad- 
journ;"  A.  208,  N.  71 ;  M.  132  (D.  L.  224) 

[2.55  A.!!.] 

The  Whitsun  Recess,  Moved,  "That  this 
House,  at  its  rising,  do  adjourn  till  Monday 
the  6th  day  of  June  next"  {Mr.  W,  B. 
Smith)  May  24,  1031 ;  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE  AND  PUBLIC 
BUSINESS 

Question,  Mr.  John  Morley ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  May  19,  622;— The  Oaths  Bill, 
(^uestiohs,  Mr.  Stanley  Leighton,  Mr.  Brad- 

[COfU, 


Pabuamiitt — CovifONB — Business  of  the  Bous$ 
and  Public  Business— coni. 

laugh;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  May  16,  66  ;— 
Legislation  of  the  Session,  Questions,  Mr. 
E.' Robertson;  Answers,  The  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith)  May  20, 
726  ;  Questions.  Mr.  E.  Robertson,  Sir 
George  Campbell,  Mr.  Burt ;  Answers,  Tho 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  June  7,  1230  ;—Unsatisfaetary  Stale 
of  PubUe  Business,  Observations,  Mr.  E. 
Robertson  ;  short  debate  thereon  May  24, 
1061 ;  Notice  of  Motion,  Mr.  Stanley  Leigh- 
ton  June  7,  1216  ;—Coal  Mines,  fe.  Regnla- 
Hon  Bill,  Question,  Mr.  Mason ;  Answer, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U. 
Smith)  June  9, 1437 ;  Questions,  Mi'.  Mason, 
Mr.  F.  S.  Powell,  Bf r.  Burt ;  Answers,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  June  10,  \593 :— Criminal  Law 
Amendment  {Ireland)  BiR,  Notice  of  In- 
struction, Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ;  thort  debate 
thereon  June  9,  1440 

Palace  of  Westmimsteb 

The  Central  Hatl-^  Position  of  the  Statue  of 
the  late  Earl  of  Iddesleigh,  Question,  Obser- 
vations, Lord  Mount- Temple ;  Reply,  Lord 
Henniker  June  10,  1577 

Remuneration  of  Witnesses  attending  Parlia- 
mentary Committees,  Question,  Mr.  Lawson ; 
Answer,  The  Parliamentary  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Akers-Douglas)  June  7,  1224 

The  British  Parliament  and  the  Channel 
Islands  and  Isle  of  Man,  Question,  Sir 
George  Campbell ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U.  Smith)  May  23, 
893 


Parliament — Business  of  the  House  {Pro- 
cedure on  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment ^Ireland)  Bill) 

Moved,  "  That,  at  Ten  o'clock  p.m.  on  Friday 
the  17th  day  of  June,  if  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  be  not  previoasly 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,  the  Chairman  shall  put  forthwith  the 
Question  or  Questions  on  any  Amendment  or 
Motion  already  proposed  from  the  Chair.  He 
shall  next  proceed  and  successively  put  forth- 
with the  Questions,  That  any  Clause  then 
under  consideration,  and  each  remainio|^ 
Clause  in  the  Bill,  sUnd  part  of  the  Bill, 
unless  Progress  be  moved  as  hereinafter  pro- 
vided. After  the  Clauses  are  disposed  of  he 
shall  forthwith  report  the  Bill,  as  amended, 
to  the  House 

'<  From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Order,  no 
Motion,  That  the  Chairman  do  leave  the 
Chair,  or  do  report  Progress,  shall  bo  allowed 
unless  moved  by  one  of  the  Members  in 
charge  of  the  Bill,  and  the  Question  on  lach 
Motion  shall  be  put  forthwith 

"  If  Progress  be  reported  on  the  17th  June, 
the  Chairman  shall  put  this  Order  in  force 
in  any  subsequent  sitting  of  the  Committee  ~ 
{Mr.  mUiam  Henry  Smith)  June  10, 1694 

Amcndt.  to  leave  out  from  first  word  "  That,' 
add  *'  ioaamach  as  tho  Qriminal  Law  Amend- 
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Parliament — Business  of  the  JToiue  {Procedure 
on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendmt'nt  {Ireland) 
Bill) — cont. 

ment  (Ireland)  Hill  is  designoil  to  deprive 
the  Irish  people  permanenti/  of  their  Con- 
stitutional rights,  this  llouso  declines  to 
sanction  the  proposal  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernnnent,  to  deprive  the  Chair,  during  the 
discussions  in  Committee  on  the  said  Bill, 
of  the  power  which,  since  tho  opening  of 
those  discussions,  the  Chair  has  felt  called 
upon  repeatedly  to  exercise,  in  opposition  to 
Ilcr  Majesty's  Government,  for  the  protec- 
tion of  freedom  of  debate  in  this  House,  and 
the  maintenance  of  the  rights  of  minorities  " 
(Mr,  Parnell) ;  after  short  debate,  Question 
proposed,  "  That  *  at  Ten  o'clock  p.m. ' 
Ac.;*'  after  further  debate,  Moved,  "  That 
the  Question  be  now  put"  {Mr,  W.  H. 
Smith);  Question  put;  A.  284,  N.  167; 
M.  117  (D.  L.  2U) 

Question  put,  "That  *  at  Ten  o'clock  p.m.' 
Ac.;"  A.  301,  N.  181;  M.  120  (D.  L.  215) 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  17th,"  insert  "  24th  " 
{Mr.  Chance) ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That 
*  17tb,'  Ac. ;  "  after  short  debate,  Question 
put ;  A.  268.  N.  113  ;  M.  155  (D.  L.  216) 

Amendt.  in  line  3,  leave  out  "  shall,"  insert 
"  may,  if  he  thinks  fit,  having  regard  to  the 
Rule  of  Closure  of  the  18th  March,  1887" 
{Mr,  WiUiam  Redmond) ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "That  'shall,'  Ac.;"  after  short 
debate.  Moved,  ''That  the  Question  be 
now  put"  {Mr,  W,  H,  Smith);  Question 
put;  A.  268,  N.  91;  M.  167  (D.  L.  217) 
[1.10  AM.] 

Question  put,  "That  'shall,'  Ac.;"  A.  255, 
N.  94  ;  M.  101  (D.  L.  218)  [1.25  a.m.] 

Moved,  "That  the  Main  Question  be  now 
put "  {Mr.  W,  H,  Smith) ;  Question  put ; 
A.  250, N.  91  ;  M.  159  (D.  L.  219)  [1.40  a.m.] 

Main  Question  put;  A.  245,  N.  93;  M.  152 
[1.55  A.M.] 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1671 

Ordered,  That,  at  Ten  o'clock  p.m.  on  Friday 
the  17th  day  of  June,  if  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  be  not  previously 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,  the  Chairman  shall  put  forthwith  the 
Question  or  Questions  on  any  Amendment  or 
Motion  already  proposed  from  the  Chair.  He 
ahall  next  proceed  and  suooeuively  put  forth- 
with the  Questions,  That  any  Clause  then 
under  consideration,  and  each  remaining 
Clause  in  the  Bill,  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 
unless  Progress  be  moved  as  hereinafter  pro- 
vided. Afler  the  Clauses  are  disposed  of  he 
shall  forthwith  report  the  Bill,  as  amended, 
to  the  Hoase 

From  and  after  the  passing  of  this  Order,  no 
Motion  That  the  Chairman  do  leave  the 
Chair,  or  do  report  Progress,  shall  be  allowed 
unless  moved  by  one  of  the  Members  in 
charge  of  the  Bill,  and  the  Question  on  such 
Motion  shall  be  put  forthwith 

If  Progress  be  reported  on  the  17th  June, 
the  Chairman  shall  put  this  Order  in  force 
in  any  subsequent  sitting  of  the  Com- 
mittee 


Parliament — The  New  Rules  of  Procedure 
(1882)— i?f</<j  2  {Adjournment  of  the 
House)  —  Matter f     Annexations    in 
Zululand 
Moved,  "  That  this  llouso  do  now  adjourn  " 
{Mr.  Labouchere)  May  19,  025  ;  after  short 
debate.  Moved.  '*  That  the  Question  be  now 
put  "   [Mr,    \V,    H,  Smith)  ;  Question  put ; 
A.  278,  N.  15(J ;  M.  122 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  536 
Question  put,  **  That  this  House  do  now  ad- 
journ ;"  A.   142,  N.  280  ;   M.  138  (D.  L. 
158) 

ParliamefU — The  New  Rules  of  Procedure 
(1887) 
Rule  1  {Closure  of  Debate),  Questions,  Mr.  T. 
M.    liealy  ;    Answers,   Mr.    Speaker,    The 
First  Lord   of   the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.    H. 
Smith)  May  23,  906 
Rule  2  {Sittings  of  the  House) t  Question,  Mr. 
Provand  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  May  23,  897 

Paeliambnt — House  of  Lords 

Sat  First 
May  20 — The  Lord  Meredyth,  after  the  death 

of  his  father 
May  23 — The  Lord  Kinnaird,  after  the  death 

of  his  father 
June  10 — The  Lord  Uindlip,  after  the  death  of 

his  father 

Parliament — House  of  Commons 

New  Member  Sworn 

May  23  —  William  Alexander  MoArthur, 
esquire.  County  of  Cornwall,  Mid 
or  St,  Austell  Division 

Parnell,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Cork 

Criminal    Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm* 

d.  3, 1239 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House  (Procedure 

on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland) 

Bill),  Res.  1598  ;  Amende.  1608, 1616, 1017, 

1618 

Paulton,   Mr.  J.   M.,  Durham^  Bishop 
Auckland 
United  States — Emigrants  to  Tennessee,  502 

Pease,  Sir  J.  W.,    Durham,  Barnard 

Castle 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 201 

Peel,  Bight  Hon.  A.  W.  (see  Spbaxbb, 
The) 

PiOKERSoiLL,  Mr.  E.  H.,  Bethnal  Oreen, 
8.W. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

cl.  3,  1368 
Great  Eastern  Railway,  Consid.  701 
Metropolitan  Police — Superintendents'  Divi- 
sional Reports  for  1880, 1589 


3  Q  2 


^^nctj^< 


PIC 


PLU 


(  INDEX } 


PLU 


POS 


3i5< 


PiCKBRsoiLL,  Mr.  E.  H. — eont. 

Royal    Parks    and    Pleasure   Gardens — Kow 

Gardens — Partial  Closing  on  Whit  Monday, 

1229 
Supply — Hevenue    Departments— Post    Office 

Services,  Post  Office   Savings  Banks,  Ac. 

Amendt.  1155 

PiOTON,  Mr.  J.  A.,  Leicester 

Criminal   L4iw  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el.  3,  1383  ;  el.  5,  1747 
Vaccination  Act — Action  of  the  Compulsory 
Law  of  Vaccination,  1051,  1052 
Convictions  by  the  Leicester  County  Bench, 
724  ;— Assault  on  the  Police,  891 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders 

Bill  (Baron  Henri/  De  Wormtf 

Mr.  Jackson) 

e.  Read  3-  •  Jfay  16  [Bill  222] 

/.  Read  1»  •  {L.  Stanley  of  Preston)  May  17 

Read  2**  June  10  (No.  103) 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  13 

Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders 

(No.  2)  Bill  (Baron  Henry  De 

Worms,  Mr.  Jaekson) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  l^  *  June  6  [Bill  276] 

Places  of  Worship  (Sites)  Bill 

(3fr.  John  Ellis,  Mr.  Broadhursty  Mr.  Borlase, 
Mr.  Burty  Mr.  M' Arthur,  Mr.  Henry 

Wilson)  [Bill  5] 

r.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2®" 
June  13,  1847  ;  Moved,  **That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned "  (Mr.  J,  O.  Talbot) ; 
after  short  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  160, 
N.  130  ;  M.  30  [2.30  a.m.] 
Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes,  1851 

Playfair,    Eight    Hon.    Sir     Lyon, 
Leeds,  S. 
Parliament — Business  of   the  Ilouse    (Proce- 
dure on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ire- 
land) Bill),  Res.  1642 

Plowden,  SirW.  C,  Wolverhampton,  JF. 
Admiralty — Permanent  Financial  Control,  855 
Army      (India)  —  Indian      Artillery  —  The 
9- Pounder  Muzzle- Loading  Gun,  856 

Plunket,   Right    Hon.   D.   R.    (First 
Commissioner  of   Works),   Dublin 
University 
Disturnpiked   Roads  —  Annual    Receipts   and 

Contributions,  507,  508 
Greenwich  Park,  1419,  1420 
Jubilee   Thanksgiving   Service    (Westminster 
Abbey)— Letting  of  Seats  on  Public  Ground, 
1585,  1586,  1593.  1744 
Metropolis— Royal  Parks— Constitution   Hill, 
855 
Enclosures  in  Regent's  Park,  1224 
Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis)  2R.  790, 
793 

[eont. 


Plunkkt,  Right  Hon.  D.  R. — eonU 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens —  Kcvi 
Gardens — Partial  Closure  on  Whit  Monday, 
1229 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart' 
ments,  140,  143.  152 

Plnralities  Act  Amendment  Act  (1885 
Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Bishop  of  Bangor) 

I.  Moved,  "  That  the  BUI  be  nofr  read  2» " 
May  20,  636  (No.  96) 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  ("  now,")  add  ("  this  daj 
six  months")  (The  Earl  of  Powis);  after 
short  debate,  on  Question,  That  ("  now,"] 
Ac. ;  resolved  in  the  negative  ;  Bill  read  2* 

Committee  *  May  23 

Police  Force  Enfranchisement  Bill 

( The  Earl  of  Harrowhy) 

I.  Read  2*,  after  short  debate  May  16,  3  (No.  77] 
Committee*;  Report  May  17 
Read  3*  *  May  20 
Royal  Assent  May  23  [50  Viet.  c.  9] 

PooE  Law  (ExGLAin)  and  Wales) 

(  Questions) 

MetropoHs^Strand  Board  of  Ouardians— Can 
of  Kligabeth  Smith,  Question,  Sir  Henr| 
Tyler ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  May  23, 
856 

Parochial  Relief,  l8BQ^Stalisties,  Questioi, 
Mr.  Hoyle;  Answer,  The  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
June  13,  1719 

Salaries  of  Poor  Lata  Ofieers,  Question,  Mr. 
Wftddy  ;  Answer,  The  I'resident  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  Mau  10, 
63 

Post  Office  (England  and  "Wales) 

( Questions) 
An    Insurance    ieparttnent,    Question,    Mr. 

Watt;    Answer,    The   Postmaster  General 

(Mr.  Raikes)  June  13,  1733 
Atvnliary  Letter   Carriers ^Case  of   Hcnr\ 

Ooodehild,  Question,  Mr.    Isaacs  ;  Answer 

The     Postmaster    General     (Mr.     Raikei 

May  19, 505 
London" Position  of  Porters,  Question,   Mr 

P.  O'Brien  ;  Answer,  The^ Postmaster  Gene 

ral  (Mr.  Raikes)  June  13,  1725 
Post    Office   and     Telegraph    Services  —  Xt 

Revenue,  Question,  Sir  William  Ilarcourt 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequci 

(Mr.  Gosohon)  May  17,  249 
Private  and  Oficial  Post-Cards,  Question,  Mr 

Rankin ;  Answer,  The  Postmaster   Genera 

(Mr.  Raikes)  ifay  16,  5S 

Telegraph  Department 

Railway  atid  Telegraph  Clerks — Compensjtm 
Question,  Mr.  O.  V.  Morgan  ;  Answer,  Tb 
Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  May  2£ 
871 

The  Submarine  Telegraph  Company,  Questior 
Mr.  Montagu  ;  Answer,  The  Postmastei 
General  (Mr.  Raikes)  June  IS,  1727 
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Post  Office — Fast  India  and  China  Mail ' 
Contract 

Questions,  Mr.  Frovand,  Dr.  Clark  ;  Answers, 
The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
II.  Smith) /u;{<;  7»  1233 

Moved,  "That  the  Contract  dated  tho  ISth 
day  of  March  1887,  for  the  conveyance  of 
tho  East  India  and  China  Mails,  be  ap- 
proved" {}fr.  Jackson)  June  7,  1334; 
Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  bo  now  ad- 
journed" (/>/*.  Clark)  \  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to  ;  Debate  adjourned 

Powell,  Mr.  F.  S.,  Wigan 

Criminal  Law   Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

«/.  4,  1521 
First  Offenders,  Comm.  add.  cL  805 
Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2).  Comm.  c/.  5,810  ;  add.cLSlS 
Over  Darwen  Corporation,  Consid.  494 
Parliament — Public  Business — Coal  Mines,  &c. 
Regulation  Bill,  1594 

Power,  Mr.  P.  J.,  Waterford,  E, 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland).  Comm. 
el  1,  393;  cL  3.  1383,  13S4  ;  c/.  4,  1506; 
c^.  5,  1783 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 156 

Power,  Mr.  E.,  Wafer  ford 

War  Offico— Report  of  tho  Ordnance  Inquiry 
Commission,  1735 

Powis,  Earl  of 

Pluralities  Act  Amendment  Act  (1885)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  Amendt.  636 

Prior,  Captain  Q.  E.,  Devonport 

Army  and   Navy  Estimates  Committee — The 

Composition,  1742 
Metropolitan  Police— Sergeant  Murphy,  1724 

Prime  Minister  {see  Salisbury,  Mar- 
quess of) 

Prisons  {England  and  Wales) — Contract 
for  Mat' Making 
Observations,  Mr.  Quilter  May  21,  1036 

Provand,   Mr.  a.  D.,    Glasgow,  Black- 

friarSj  Sfc. 

Parliament — New  Rules  of  Procedure— Rule  2 
(Sittings  of  the  House),  897 

Post  OfBce — East  India  and  China  Mail  Con- 
tract, 1232, 1233 

Puhlic  Offices,  The 
Lower  Division  Clerks  in  the  Treasury  Office^ 
Question,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor  ;  Answer, 
The  Secretai-y  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
Juve  10,  158S 
lioyal  Commission  on  War  and  Admxrally 
Ojfices  —  Tite  Evidence,  Question,  Mr.  llan- 
bury ;  Answer,  Sir  Matthew  White  Ridley 
May  17,  250 


Pablic  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis) 

Bill  [Mr.  David  Plnnket,  Mr.  Jackson) 

e.  Read  2^  and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee 
of  Seven  Members,  Four  to  be  nominated  by 
tho  House  and  Three  bv  the  Committee  of 
Selection  May  20,  790  *  [Bill  136] 

Public  Worship  Regulation  Act,   1874 — 
The  Rev.  J,  Bell  Cox 
Questions,   Mr.   Iloare,   Mr.   C banning ;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  May  23,  892 

Puleston,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Devonport 

Jubilee  Thanksgiving  Service  (Westminster 
Abbey)— Seats  Outside  on  Pub'.io  Ground, 
1592 

ftnarries  Bill  ( The  Lord  SudeUy) 

I.  Read  2%  after  short  debate  May  16,  1 

(No.  88) 

Queen,  The  —  Celebration  of  the  Jubilee 
Year  of  Her  Majesty^ s  Reign 

Questions,  Lord  Claud  Ilamilton,  Mr.  Cobb, 
Mr.  Dodds,  Mr.  T.  M.  llealy,  Mr.  Henry 
II.  Fowler,  Sir  Henry  Tyler,  Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor,  Mr.  Rathbone,  Dr.  Tanner  ;  An- 
swers, The  First  Lord  of  tho  Treasury  (Mr. 
AV.  H.  Smith),  Mr.  Speaker  May  20,  727 

H.R.H.  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh,  Questions,  Sir 
John  Swinburne,  Mr.  Labouchcre  ;  Answers, 
Tho  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Hamilton)  May  16,  61 

Fireworks  in  the  London  Parks ^  Question, 
Mr.  James  Stuart ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  May  17, 
266 

The  Royal  Titles^  Questions,  Mr.  Howard 
Vincent,  Mr.  Baden- Powell ;  Answers,  Tho 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  U. 
Smith)  May  19,  521 

The  Xaval  Review,  Question,  Sir  William 
Crossman ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  May  23, 
899 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary  —  Circular  of  the 
Inspector  Oeneral,  Questions,  Mr.  Cony- 
bcaro  ;  Answers,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  June  7,  1216; 
Questions,  Mr.  Conybeare,  IMr.  T.  M.  Ilealy  ; 
Answers,  The  Parliamentary  Under  Secre- 
tary lor  Ireland  (Colonel  King  -  Ilarman) 
June  9,  1429 

London  School  Children  in  Hyde  Park,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Richard  Temple  ;  Answer,  Tho 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
(Mr.  Matthews)  Jane  9,  1429 

Post  Offlce^The  OficiaU,  Question,  Mr.  At- 
kinson; Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikcs)  June  9,  1434 

Increase  of  Pension  to  Old  Soldiers,  Question, 
Mr.  II. *S.  Wright ;  Answer,  The  Secretary 
o(  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  June  10, 

1587 
The    Metropolitan     Police,     Questions,    Mr. 
Burdoit-Coutts,   Mr.  Broadhurst;  Answers, 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  tho  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Matthews)  June  13, 1737 
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QvuM,  Thr — CelebrcUion  of  the  Jubilee  Ytar  of 
Her  Majeity'a  Reign — cont. 

Jubilee    Thanksgiving    Service    {Westminster 
Abbey) 

Qoestion,  Mr.  Gourley ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  II.  Smith) 
Jutie  6, 1075 

Accident  to  a  Workman,  Question,  Mr.  Oonj- 
beare ;  Answer,  The  First  I^ord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  June  7,  1231 

Aecommadatian  for  Servants  of  this  House, 
Question,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  June  7,  1282 

Aeeommodation  for  Members  of  this  House, 
Question,  Mr.  Gonrley  ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
June  9,  U36 

The  Seats  on  Public  Ground,  Questions,  Sir 
George  Campbell,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor ; 
Answers,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Plunket)  Jtme  10, 1585  ;  Question,  Mr. 
Pnleston  ;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) ;  Questions,  Mr. 
W.  Lowther.  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy  [No  reply] 
June  10, 1502 

Tickets  of  Admission  to  Uie  Platform  outside 
Parliament  Square,  Questions,  Mr.  VV.  Low- 
ther, Lord  Randolph  Churchill,  Mr.  Dillon  ; 
Answers,  The  First  Oommissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Plunket),  The  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  June  Id,  1744 

The  British'Indian  Volunteers,  Question,  Sir 
Richard  Temple;  Answer,  The  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst) 
June  10. 1502 

The  Royal  Procession — Post  Offices  along  the 

Route,  Question,  Mr.  Hunter  ;  Answer,  The 

Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Raikes)  June  18, 

1740 

[See    under  Parliameni  —  Xort/«— C7o»i- 

mons"] 

QuiLTEB,  Mr.  W.  0.,  Suffolk,  8. 

Excise— Adulteration  of  Beer,  1221 
Prisons  (England  and  Wales) — Contracts  for 
Mat  Making,  1036 

Baikes,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  (Postmaster 
General),  Cambridge  University 
Post  Office— Questions 

An  Insurance  Department,  1784 
Auxiliary  Letter  Carriers— Case  of  Henry 

Goodchild.  505 
Jubilee  Thanksgiving  Service  (Westminster 
Abbey)  Royal  Procession— Post   Offices 
along  the  Route,  1740 
Jubilee  Tear  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Cele. 

bration  of— The  Officials,  1434 
London — Position  of  Porters,  1725 
Private  and  Official  Post-Cards,  5S 
Railway  and  Telegraph  Clerks — Compensa- 
tion, 871 
Post  Office  (Ireland) — Questions 

Carriage  of  Mails  to  Kilmallock,  880 
Conveyance  of  Mails  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land. 1789 
Dublin— Female  Telegraph  Staff,  258 
Miscarriage  of  Summonses,  62 
Post  Office  Contracts — Mail  between  Bun- 
doran  and  Bundoran  Junction,  865 


Raikis,  Right  Hon.  H.  C— «otU. 

Telegraph  Line  toCharlestown.  1228 
Telegraph  Office,  Dublin,  64 
Post  Office  (Scotland)— The  Northern  Mails, 

1732 
Submarine  Telegraph  Company,  1727 
Sopplj — Revenue  Departmonu  —  Post  Office 

Packet  Service,  1161 
Post  Office  Services,  Post  Office  Savings 

Banks,  dtc.  1089,  1000,  1091, 1098, 1094, 

1096.1128,1129,1183, 1135,  1137, 1156, 

1159,  1160,  1161 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Services,  1166, 1175, 

1176 

Railway  and  Canal  Trafio  Bill 

Question,  Mr.  Ueneage ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 

tarv  to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron   Henry 

De  Worms)  May  16,  68 
Carriage  of  Tovon  Refuse,  Question,  Mr.  O.  V. 

Morgan ;    Answer,   The    Secretary    to    the 

Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 

June  13,  1726 

Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill  [h-i*-] 

{Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
c.  Read  1"*  May  16  [Bill  265] 

Railways — Inspectors^  Reports  upon  Acci- 
dents 
Question,  Mr.  Channing  ;  Answer,  The  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Trade  (Baron  Henry  De 
Worms)  May  19,  506 

Rankin,    Mr.    J.,    Hereford  shire,    Leo- 
minster 
Corn  Sales,  2 R.  1204 

Post  Office— Private  and  Official  Post-Cards, 
58 

Basch,  Major  F.  0.,  Essex,  8.B. 

Great  Eastern  Railway,  Consid.  694 
War   Office  (Ordnance  Department) — Colonel 
Mail  land.  Superintendent  of  Gun  Fac- 
tory, Woolwich,  709 
48- ton  Gun,  1482 

Bathbone,    Mr.    W.,    Carnarvonshire^ 
Arfon 
Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Majesty's   Reign,  Cele- 
bration of,  in  Ix>ndon,  780 

Redmond,  Mr.  W.  H.  K.,  Fermanagh^ 

N. 

Africa  (South )^Zulaland,  67,  508,  509 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
a,  2,  455,  596,  604, 1017  :  d,  4,  1519, 1591 ; 
cl,  5,  1755 

Sgypt  —  Negotiations  —  Evacuation  by  the. 
British,  62  ;~Sir  Henry  Drummond  Wolff's 
Hissiun,  509,  510 

Ireland — Kvictions—Evictions  at  Bodjke,  Co. 
Clare,  1732 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House  (Proce- 
dure on  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
(Ireland)  Bill),  Kes.  1640;  Amendt.  1663 

Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 204 
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Beed,  Mr.  H.  B,  Bradford,  E, 

Criminal   Lav  Amendment   (Ireland),  Gomm. 

cU  2, 1017 
Places  of  Public  Worship  (Sites),  2K.  1851 
Public    Petitions  — Petition    from    Bradford — 

Alleged  Fictitious  Signatures,  723 

Begistration  of  Dogs  in  the  Metropolis 

Bill  [u.L.]  (The  Lord  Mount- Temple) 

I,  Read  2%  alter  short  debate  May  17,  231 

(No.  73) 

Beid,  Mr.  B.  T.,  Dumfries,  Sfc. 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cL  2,  419,  668  :  Amendt.  694,  766 

BiDLEY,    Sir   M.   W.,    Lancashire  J   JV., 

Blackpool 
Royal  Commission    on    War   and  Admiralty 
Offices— The  Evidence,  250 

BiTCHiE,  Bight  Hon.  C.  T.  (President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board), 
Tower  Hamlets^  St.  George^ s 
Great  Eastern  Railway,  Consid.  676 
■  Grouse  Disease,  719 
Metropolitan  District— Deaths  from  Staryation 

and  Privation,  616 
Parish  Allotments  Committees,  2R.  229 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales) — Salaries  of 
Poor  Law  Officers,  63 
Metropolis — Strand  Board  of  Guardians — 
Caso  of  Elizabeth  Smith,  867 
Poor  Law— Parochial  Relief,  1886—  Statistics, 

1719 
Rivers  Pollution  Act — River  Wear,  610 
Vaccination  Act — Action  of  the  Compulsory 
Law  of  Vaccination,  1062 

Rivers  Pollution  Act — The  River  Wear 

Question,  Mr.  W.  Crawford ;  Answer,  The 
President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Ritchie)  ATay  19,  610 

BoBERTs,  Mr.  J.,  Flint,  i^o. 

Magistracy  (England  and  Wales)  —  Lords 
Lieutenant  of  Counties,  1427 

BoBERTSON,  Dr.  W.  Tindal,  Brighton 

War     Office— Army    Medical     Department — 
Surgeon  Major  Sandtord  Moore,  1432 
Jubilee  Year  of  ller  Majesty's  Reign,  Cele- 
bration  of — Extra   Queen's   Cadetships, 
1433 

B0BERT8ON,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 

Church  of  England — Convocation  of  the  Pro- 
vince of  Canterbury,  66 

Grouse  Disease,  719 

Paris  Exhibition,  1889,.';  19 

Parliament — Hu!)ine8.<<  of  the  House  (Criminal 
Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill),  Notice  of 
Instruction,  1  Ml 

Parliament— Public  Business,  720,  727  ; — 
Legislation  of  the  Session,  1230  ;— Unsatis- 
factory State  of,  1061 

Royal  Grants— Select  Committee,  1693 


BoBERTsoN,    Mr.    J.    P.    B.   (Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland),  Bute 
Scotland — Questions 

Action  of  the  Crofter  Commission,   1039, 

1040,  1041 
Church  of  Scotland— Church  Building  in 

Pitsligo,  Aberdeenshire,  901 
Crofters'  Holdings  (Scotland)  Act.  18S6— 
Eviction  of  Alexander  Taylor,  Co.  Elgin, 
878 
Fisheries— Fishermen's    Cottages    on    the 
East  Coast,  880 
Truck  Acts— Violation  of  their  Provisions,  67 
Trusts    (Scotland)   Act   (1867)    Amendment, 
2R.  227 

BoLLiT,  Sir  A.  K.,  Islington,  8. 

Deeds  of  Arrangement  Registration,  Comm. 
cl,  2.  816  ;  el,  8,  816,  817  ;  cl.  11,  1341  ; 
cL  16,  Amendt.  1342 

BosEBERT,  Earl  of 

Asia  (Central)— Affairs  of  Afghanistan,  1678 
Egypt— Rumoured  Anglo-Turkish  Convention, 
820 

BossE,  Earl  of 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  el.  27,  1703 

B0WLAND8,  Mr.  J.,  Finshury,  E, 
'     Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropoli»),  2R.  796 
Supply— Revenue    Departments— Post    Office 

Services,   Post  Office  Savings   Banks,  Ac. 

1169,  1100 

Royal  Grants — The  Select  Committee 
Question,  Mr.  E.   Robertson  ;    Answer,   The 
First   Lord   of  the   Treasury   (Mr.    \V.  II. 
Smith)  June  10,  1693 

Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens 
Oreenmcii  Park,  Questions,  Mr.  Bradiaugh ; 
Answers,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Plunket)  June  9, 1419 
Keuf  Oardens—  Partial  Cloture  on  Whit  Man- 
day.   Question,   Mr.   Pickersgill ;    Answer, 
The   First  Commissioner    of   Works   (Mr. 
Plunket)  June  7,  1229 
[See  title  Metropolis'] 

BussELL,  Sir  C,  Hackney,  8, 

Criminal  I>aw  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cl.  2,  649  ;  Amendt.  563  ;  cl.  3, 1243,  1293  ; 
cl.  4,  1446;  Amendt.  1447 

BussELL,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Glasgow,  Bridgeton 
Marriage  Laws — The  Rector  of  Much  Woolton, 
Liverpool,  800 

BussELL,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Tyrone,  S. 

Helfast  Main  Drainage,  Lords'  Amend ts.  665 
Ireland — National   Board  of  Education — The 
Vacant  Scat,  406 
I'ubl'o  Works — Government  Subvention  of 
£50.000,  899 
Lighiliouso  illuminants — Trinity  House  Re- 
port, 1726,  1727 
Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2),  Comm.  cl.  6,  809,  8L0 
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8t.  Asaph,  Bishop  of 

PInralitics  Act  Amendment  Aot(1885)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  C36 

Salisbubt,  Marquess  of  (Prime  Minister 
and  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs) 
A  sia    ( Central ) —  A  fghanistan —  A nglo- RnBsian 

Delimitation  Commission,  634 
K|»7P^~'  Questions 

Anglo  -  Turkish    Convention,    820  ; — The 

Papers,  1565,  1568 
Duration  of  the  English  Occupation — Mis- 
sion of  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff,  633 
Rumoured  Anglo-Turkish  Convention,  120 
Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  11  ;  e/.  1,  20,  24,  27, 
28,  30  ;  €l  17,  46, 47  ;  el.  20,  49, 245, 1681  ; 
el.  21,  1691 
Parliament — Sittings  and  Adjournment  of  the 

House— Whitsuntide  Reoess,  646 
Tithe  Rent-Charge,  Comm.  836 ;  e^  1,  Amendt. 
839  ;  el.  2,  Amendt.  839, 841  ;  el.  3,  Amendt. 
841,  842  ;  Amendt.  ib.  843,  844,  845  ;  el.  7, 
846;  el.  10,  Amendt.  849;  «/.  11,  Amendt. 
850;  Report,  el.  2,  1573;  el.  4,  Amendt. 
1574 ;  el.  6,  Amendt.  1575  ;  add.  el.  1576 

Saving  Life  at  Sea 
Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Select 
Committee  on  Saving  Life  at  Sea  that  they 
have  power  to  inquire  and  report  as  to  the 
fittings  and  appliances  on  board  British  Mer- 
chant Ships,  with  a  view  to  the  safety  of  life 
{Baron  Henry  De  Worms)  May  16 

SoLATEB-BooTHf  Bight  Hon.  G.,  Mantt, 
JSasingstoke 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  2R.  Amendt.  1706, 
1708,  1714, 1716 

SooTLAiTD — Secretary  for,   &c.   {tee  Lo- 
THLAN,  Marquess  of) 

SooTLAND  (Qtiestions) 

AffrieuUural  Labourers,  Observations,  Dr. 
Clark,  Mr.  Anderson  May  24,  1031 

Church  of  SeoiUmd— Church  Building  in  Pit' 
tligo,  Aberdesnshire,  Questions,  Mr.  £s8le- 
mont ;  Answers,  The  Solicitor  General  for 
Scotland  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson)  May  23, 
901 
Fres  Chureh  qf  Scotland — Mission  Station  at 
Constantinople,  Question,  Mr.  Buchanan ; 
Answer,  The  (Jnder  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 
May  19,  512 

Crofter  Commission,  Action  of  the,  Observa- 
tions, Mr.  Wallace ;  Reply,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robert- 
son) ;  short  debate  thereon  May  24,  1037 

Crofters'   Holdings    {Scotland)    Aet,    1886— 

Eviction  of  Alexander   Taylor,  Co.   Elgin, 

Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  The  Soli- 

oitor  General  for  Scotland  (Mr.  J.   P.    B. 

Robertson)  May  23,  878 

Loans  for  Fishing  Harbours,  Question,  Dr. 

Clark ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 

J.  H.  A.  Maodonald)  June  10, 1584 

[eonL 


SOOTLAHD— COfl^ 

Deer  Forests— OarbtU  Ben  Wyvis,  Qaestion, 
Dr.  R.  Macdonald  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Ad- 
vocate (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  June  9, 
1433 

EdueaHon  {Scotland)  Aet.  \S78^CeHi/icat€S 
of  Births,  Question,  Mr.  Fraser-Haekin- 
tosh  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 
J.  U.  A.  Macdonald)  June  13.  1722 

Billhead  and  Kelvinside  {Annexation  to  Olas^ 
gow)  Bill^The  Botanic  Gardens  and  the 
University,  Observations,  Question,  The 
Earl  of  Stair :  Reply,  The  Secretary  for 
Scotland  (The  Marquess  of  Lothian) ;  ahori 
debate  thereon  May  20,  637 

Literature,  Science^  and  Art — The  Votes — 
Question,  Mr.  Buchanan  ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  May  17, 

250 

Pollution  of  Rivers— Discharge  of  Sewage,  jre. 
into  the  River  Clyde,  Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J. 
H.  A.  Macdonald) /un«  10,  1579 

Secretary  for  Scotland — Legislation^  Questioo, 
Mr.  Munro- Ferguson  ;  Answer,'  The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  U.  A.  Macdonald)  Jume  6, 
1070 

The  Tweed  Acts,  Questions,  Sir  £dward  Greyt 
Sir  William  Grossman  ;  Answers,  The  Lord 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  May  19, 
506 

University  of  Glasgow — Appointment  to  the 
Professorship  of  Scott  Law,  Question,  Mr. 
Caldwell ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr. 
J.  II.  A.  Macdonald)  June  7, 1226 

FiSHBBT  Board  (Scotland) 

Crofters  and  Cottars  Fishing  Boats-^Loans, 
Question,  Dr.  Clark ;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  ( Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
May  23,  897 
The  Report^  Question,  Mr.  Anderson;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  U.  A. 
Macdonald) /ttiM  13,  1742 

Fisheries  (Scotland) 
Fishermen^ s  Cottages  on  the  East  Coast,  Qoes- 
tioc,  Mr.  Esslemont ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robert- 
son) May  23,  880 
Tweed  Fisheries — AUegfd  Trespasses,  Qaes- 
tion, Mr.  A.  L.  Brown  ;  Answer,  The  l^rd 
Advocate  (Mr.  J.  U.  A.  Maodonald)  May  SO, 
708 

Law  and  Justice  (Scotland) 
Angus  MacLauchlan,  Question,  Mr.  Fraser- 
Mackintosh  ;    Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate 
(Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)  June  13, 1722 

Post  Office  (Scotland) 
The  Xorthem  Mails^  Question,  Dr.  R.  Mac- 
donald :    Answer,  The  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Raikes)  June  13,  1732 

Selbobne,  Earl  of 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.  cL  1,  17,  21 
Police  Force  Enfranchisement,  2R.  3,  5 
Tithe  Rent- Charge,  Comm.  d.  2,  840;  cL3, 

Amendt.   841,    843,   844;    cl.  7,  Amendt. 

816 ;  add.  cl.  849 
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Sexton,  Mr.  T.,  Belfast,  W. 

Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Lords  Amendts.  661, 
653,  655,  656,  664,  665,  670 

Ireland —Pnblio  Meetings— ProoUimed  Meet- 
ings in  Ulster,  718 

Manioipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2),  Comm.  cl,  1,  Motion  for 
reporting  Progress  627,805  ;  el.  2,  Amendt. 
806 ;  el,  3,  Amendt.  807,  808  ;  el.  5,  t* ; 
ai</.  c/.  811  :  Aroendr.  814;  Consid.  1026  ; 
add,  el.  1554, 1556, 1559  ;  3R.  ib. 

Municipal  Regulation  (Gonstabular/,  dec.) 
(Belfast),  Motion  for  Leave,  1026 

Shibley,  Mr.  W.  S.,   Yorhhire,  W.R., 
Doneaster 
Law  and  Justice  ( England  and  Wales)— Quarter 
Sessions  and  Assizes,  50 

SncoN,  Sir  J.,  Dewshury 

Asia  (Central)— Trade  Communications  with 
Thibet— ConTention  with  China,  1725 

SiKOLAiR,  Mr.  W.  p.,  Falkirk,  Sfe. 

Manchester    Ship    Canal,  Motion  for   Leave, 

1347;  2R.  1715,  1710,  1719 
Supply — Revenue    Departmenta— Post   Office 

Telegraph  Services,  1183 


Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.  (First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury),  Strand^  West- 
minster 

Africa  (South)— Zululand,  68 

Armj  and  Navy  Estimates,  Nomination  of 
Select  Committee,  903,  1205,  1212,  1213, 
1214,  1742 

British  Parliament  and  the  Channel  Islands 
and  Isle  of  Man,  804 

Burmah  (Upper)^Rub7  Mines,  1074 

Coal  Mines,  Ac.  Regulation,  Comm.  226 

Church  of  England — Convocation  of  the  Pro- 
vince of  Canterbury,  65 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el,  1,  377,  387  ;  el,  2,  421,  458.  485,  610, 
611  ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  t6., 
786,  787;  907,  918,  919,  922,  981,  987, 
988,  989,  990,  991  ;  Amendt.  992,995,  1008, 
1009,  1011,  1012,  1014,  1017,  1019,  1024; 
el,  3,  1310,  1313  ;  el,  4,  1522,  1526,  1527, 
1528,  1539,  1551,  1562,  1653,  1075,  1677  ; 
el  5,  1748 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue,  68 

Dominion  of  Canada—  Canadian  Pacific  Rail- 
way, 730 
Increased  Import  Duties  on  Iron,  522, 1743 

Duke  of  Connaugbt's  Leave,  Comm.  cl,  1, 789  ; 
3R.  ib, 

Egypt  —  Anglo-Turkish  Convention  —  France 
and  the  New  Hebrides —The  Papers,  1232 

Great  Eastern  Railway,  Consid.  700 

Ireland  —  Public    Meetings  —  Suppression    of 
Public  Meetings  in  Ulster,  267 
Purchase  of  Land  Act  (1886) — Returns,  801 

Jubilee  Service  in  St.  Margaret's  Church,  Res. 

268,  006 
Jubilee  Thanksgiving    Service    (Westminster 
Abbey),  006, 1076 
Accident  to  a  Workman,  1231 
Accommodation  for  Members  of  this  House, 
1436 


Smith,  Right  Hon.  W.  H.— con^; 

Accommodation  for  Servants  of  this  House, 

1232 
Tickets  of  Admission  to  the  Platform  out- 
side  Parliament  Square,  1745 
Jubilee  Tear  of  Her   Majesty's  Roign,  Cele- 
bration of,  in  London,  727,  728,  730  ;— The 
Royal  Titles,  521 
London  Corporation    (Charges  of   Malversa- 
tion), 893 
Magistracy  (England  and  Wales)—  Flintshire 

Magistrates,  67 
Market  Tolls,  Nomination  of  Select  Commit* 

tee,  1232 
Parish  Allotments  Committees,  2R.  228 
Parliament — Questions 

Business    of  the    House,   522,    726,  727, 

1437.1438,  1504 
New  Rules  of  Procedure  (1882)— Rule  2 
(Adjournment  of  the   House)— Annexa- 
tions in   Zululand,  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 536 
New  Rules  of  Procedure  (1886) — Rule  1 

(Closure  of  Debate),  906 
Public  Business— Legislation  of  the  Ses- 
sion, 1230,  1231 :— Oaths  Bill,  66;— Un- 
satisfactory State  of,  1070 
Sittings  and  Adjournment  of  the  House, 
897,  1027,  1081,  1678 ;  — Whitsuntide 
Recess,  64,  65,  902,  903 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House — Criminal 
Law   Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill,  Notice  of 
Instruction,  1440,  1441,  1442;  Res.  1594 
1599,  1606,  1619,  1620,   1651,  1656,  166S 
1665,  1670,  1671 

Post  Office- East  India  and  China  Mail  Con- 
tract, 1233 

Public  Worship  Regulation  Act,  1874— The 
Rev.  J.  Bell  Cox,  892 

Royal  Grants— Select  Committee,  1593 

Scotland — Fishery  Board — Crofters'  and  Cot- 
Urs'  Fishing  Boats— Loans,  898 

Supply — Civil  Service  and  Rerenue  Depart- 
ments, 178,  179,  180,221 
Report,  404,  405,  410,  613,  623 

Theatres  —  Protection  of  Life  from  Fire- 
Burning  of  the  Op€ra  Comique,  Paris,  1076 

Trusts  (Scotland)  Act  (1867)  Amendment, 
Comm.  1025 

Wales— Anti-Tithe  League,  805 

Intermediate  Education — Government  As- 
sistance, 896 

War  Office  (Ordnance  Department) — Issue  of 
Defective  Weapons — The  Responsible  Offi- 
cials, 806 

Smith,  Mr.  8.,  Flintshire 

India  (Bengal) — Manufacture  of  Spirits,  715 
Ireland — Law    and  Justice — Barbavilla    Pri- 
soners, 1050 
Magistracy  (England    and   Wales) — Noncon- 
formist   Magistrates    in    Flintshire,    1027| 
1015 

Smoke    Nnisance   Abatement   (Metro* 
polis)  BiU 

{The  Lord  Stratkeden  and  Campbell) 

L  Order  for  Committee  discharged,  after  short 
debate  Jum  9,  1416  (No.  43) 
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SoLioiTOB    Q-BNERAL    (iee  Olabke,   Sir 
E.  Q.) 

SoLioiTOB    GsNE&AL   for   Ibeland   (see 
GiBSONy  Mr.  J.  G.) 

SOLIOITOB    GSKEBAL    for    SoOTLAND    («M 

BoBSETSON,  Mr.  J.  P.  B.) 

8&tUhern  Paetfie^  Islande  of  iha^The  New 
BebrideS'-'The  Island  of  Tanna 
Qoestioo,  Sir  Jaliita  Goldsmid  ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  OolonieB  (Sir  Henry 
Holland)  M^y  17,  947 

Spbakbr,   The  (Bight    Hon.    Abthub 
Wbllbslet    Peel),     Warwieh  and 
Leamington 
Agricoltural  Labourers  (Scotland),  1085 
Army  and    Nayy    Estimates,  Nomination  of 

Select  Committee,  1210, 12U 
Belfast  Main  Drainage,  Lords'  Amendts.  6ff2 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

eU  2,  490,  1677 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  [Expenses], 

Comm.  1841 
East  India  Stock  ConTcrsion,  Consid.  627; 

SR.  789 
Egypt— Sir  Uenry  Dnimmond  WolfiTs  Mission 

—  Reported  ETacnation,  010 
Employers'  Liability  Act  (1880)  Amendment, 

2a.  1410 
First  Offenders,  Consid.  1384,  1885 
Great  Eastern  Railway,  Consid.  692 
Ireland— Questions 
Emigration,  018 
High  Court  of  Justice — Cocrt  of  Appeal — 

The  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  1008 
Poor    Relief  Inquiry  Commission,  1887 — 
Compound  Rating  of  Occupiers,  1422, 
1428 
Public    Meetings  —  Proclamation    of   the 

Dungannon  Meeting,  038,  024 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Celebration  of 
the  Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign 
— Circular  of  the  Inspector  General, 
1431,  1432;— Police  Barrack  at  Meena- 
oladdy,  Co.  Donegal  —  Magistracy  — 
Shercock  Petty  Sessions,  1730 
Jubilee  Service  in  St.  Margaret's  Church,  Res. 

259 
Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebra- 
tion of,  in  London,  728,  729,  730 
Manchester  Ship  Canal,  Motion  for   Leave, 

1846,  1300;  2R.  1708 
Midland  Great  Western  Railway  of  Ireland, 

8R.  492,  600 
Municipal  Corporations  Acts  (Ireland)  Amend- 
ment (No.  2),  Consid.  add,  cl,  1006,  1009 
Over  Darwon  Corporation,  Consid.  493 
Parliament—  Questions 
Adjournment,  414,  1037 
New  Rules  of  Procedure  (1882)— Rule  2 
(Adjournment  of  the  House) — Annexa- 
tions in  Zululand,  Motion  for  Adjourn- 
ment, 020,  086 
New  Rules  of  Procedure  (1836)— Rule  1 
(Closure  of  Debate),  900 

[eont. 


Spbakib,  The— con£. 

Parliament  —  Business  of  the   House  —  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill,  Notice 
of  Instruction,  1442 ;  Hes.  1099, 1616,  1617, 
1618,  1619,  1639, 1662,  1668,  1670 
Plaees  of  Worship  (Sites),  2R.  1849 
Public  Parks  and  Works  (Metropolis),  2R.802 
Scotland— Tweed    Fisheries— Alleged    Tres- 
passes, 709 
Supply— Report,  404,  406,  407,  612,  617,  618 
Vaccination  Act — Action  of  the  Compulsory 

Law  of  Vaccination,  1002 
Wales— Anti-Tithe  League,  895 

Sfekoeb,  Earl 

Irish  Land  Law,  Comm.cl.  1, 29 ;  d.  8,  Amendt. 
82 ;  el  U,  40 ;  el.  17,  44,  47 ;  eL  20»  1680 

Staib,  Earl  of 
Scotland — Hillhead  and  Kelvinside  (Annexa- 
tion to  Glasgow)— The  Botanic  Gardens  and 
the  UnlTersity,  637 

Stakhopb,  Bight  Hon.  E.  (Secretary 
of   State    for  War),   Lineolnskire, 
HorneastU 
Army  (Auxiliary  Forces)— Questions 
Irish  Militia,  900 

Volunteers— Assistant  Instructors  in  Sig- 
nalling, 1087 ; — New  Regulations  as  to 
Shooting,   879;— Retired    Sergeants  of 
Volunteers,  61 
Army  Estimates — ProTisions,  Forage,  Ac.  82, 

84.  99,  100,  100,  118, 122,  128,  181 
Egypt— Soudan   Campaign,  1885- The  Khe- 

diTc's  Bronse  Sur,  1427 
Imperial    Defences — King  George's  Sounds 

The  Colonial  Conference,  1430 
Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebra- 
tion of— Fireworks  in  the  London  Parks, 
200 
Increase  of  Pension  to  Old  Soldiers,  1088 
War  Office — Questions 

Army    Contracts  —  Contract    for    Sword 

Bayonets,  1223 
Army  Medical  Department — Army  Medical 
Officers,  000  ; — Sergeant  Major  Sandford 
Moore,  1483 
Chesil     Beach    (Portland)— Removal    of 

Wrecks,  1220 
First  Army  Corps— Ilorses  of  the  Cavalry 

Regiments,  809 
Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Mnjesty's  Reign,  Cele- 
bration of— Extra  Queen's  Cadetships, 
1433 
Regimental  Bandsmen  at  Political  Meet- 
ings, 001 
Review  at   Aldershot — Allowance  to    the 

Yeomanry  Cavalry,  206 
Royal   Engineers — Transference  of  Lien- 
tenant   Gordon,   of  the  Royal  Marine 
Artillery,  1072,  1429 
War    Office  (Ordnance    Department) — <^ues- 
tions 
Defective  Weapons— The  Tests,  016,  017; 
—Correction  of  Answer,  1070;— Sword 
Bayonets  of  the  City  of  London  Artillery 
Volunteers,  1227 
Ordnance    Committee — Appointment    and 

Constitution,  723 
Report  of  the  Commission,  024 
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Stanhope,  Hon.  P.  J.,  Wedneshury 

Griminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cL  2,  1018 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  Lord 

India — Land  Acquisition   Act—  Expropriation 
of  Zemindars  at  Arni  Ghat,  Mussoorie,  5,  12 
Qaarries,  2R.  2 

Stobey,  Mr.  S.,  Sunderland 

Criminal   Law   Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

cl.  1,  Amendt.  371,  370 
Ireland— Public     Meetings — Proclamation    of 
the  Dungannon  Meeting,  523,  521 

St&atheden  and  Campbell,  Lord 

Smoke  Nuisance  Abatement  (Metropolis), 
Comm.  1416 

Stuart,  Mr.  J.,  Shoreditch^  Box  ton 

Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
el.  2,  967,  068 

Jubilee  Tear  of  Her  Majesty's  Heign,  Celebra- 
tion of— Fireworks  in  the  London  Parks, 
255 

Sudeley,  Lord 

Quarries,  2R.  1 

Sullivan,    Eight  Hon.   T.   D.     (Lord 

Mayor  of  Dublin),  Buhlin^  College 

Green 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

el,  5, 1782 
Supply,  Report,  622 

Sullivan,  Mr.  D.,  Westmeaih,  8. 

Magistracy  (England  and  Walesj—Flintshire 
Magistratet,  66 

Superannuation  and  Retired  Allowances — 

Pension  to  a  Custom  Mbufe  Officer — 

Fraudulent  Drawing 
Questions,  Mr.  Ilanbury,  Mr.   Caleb  Wright; 
Answers,   The   Secretary   to   the   Treasury 
(Mr.   Jackson) ;    Question,   Mr.   Bradlaugh 
[No  reply]  J/ay  19,  517 

Supply — Army  and  Navy  Estimates — 
The  Committee 

Question,  Mr.  Mason;  Answer,  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
May  23,  903 

Moved,  **  That  the  Select  Committee  do  con- 
sist of  Nineteen  Members "  [Mr,  W.  H, 
Smith)  June  6,  1204 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "Nineteen,"  insert 
"Twenty-flro"  {Mr.  Mason) ;  Question  pro- 
posed, "  That  *  Nineteen,'  Ac.  ;  "  after  short 
debate,  Question  put ;  A.  120,  N.  31  ;  M.  89 
(D.  L.  187) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Members 
nominated 

Question  proposed,  *'Thnt  Mr.  Jennings  be  a 
Member  of  the  Committee ;  '*  after  short 
debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  other 
Members  nominated 


\eowL 


Supply — Army  and  Navy  Estimates'— The  Com* 
mittee — cent. 

Question  proposed,  *' That  Mr.  Plcton  be  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  ; "  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to 

Question,  *'  That  Colonel  Nolan  and  Mr.  Sex- 
ton bo  Members  of  the  Committee,"  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Committee  hare 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  re- 
cords ;  Five  to  be  the  quorum ; "  after 
short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

The  Composition,  Question,  Mr.  Heneage ; 
Answer,  The  First  I^rd  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  June  13,  1742 

SWPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee  May  16,  68— Arict 
EsTiuATBs,  Vote  10 ;  Civil  Sxuvices, 
£3.830,300,  on  Account 

Resolutions  reported  May  17,  403 

First  Resolution  read  2^ 

Moved,  **  That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution  ;*'  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned"  {Dr, 
Clark) ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Second  Resolution  read  2° 

Moved,  *'That  this  House  doth  agree  with  the 
Committee  in  the  said  Resolution  ;*'  Moved, 
•'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (Dr, 
Clark) ;  after  short  debate.  Question  put ; 
A.  68,  N.  105  ;  M.  47  (D.  L.  149) 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  404  ;  Moved, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn  "  (Mr, 
Cox) ;  after  short  debate,  Question  put ; 
A.  65  ;  N.  103  ;  M.  48  (D.  L.  160) 

Original  Question  again  proposed,  410  ;  Moved, 
*'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  "  (Mr, 
T.  M.  Healy) ;  after  short  debate.  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  Debate  adjourned 

Debate  resumed  May  19,  611 ;  after  short 
debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Question  bo  now 
put "  (Mr.  W,  H.  i>mith) ;  Question  put ; 
A.  240,  N.  96 ;  M.  161  (D.  L.  164) 

Question  put,  *<  That  this  House  doth  agree 
with  the  Committee  in  the  said  Resolution  >  " 
A.  245,  N.  79;    M.  166  (D.  L.  166) 

Considered  in  Committee  June  6,  1079  — 
Kbvsnus  Dbpabtmbnts  —  Post  OFrioii 
Votes  3  and  4 

Resolutions  reported  June  7 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 

Bill  (The  Lord  Privy  Seat) 

I,  Royal  Assent  May  23  [60  Vict,  c.  6] 

SwETENiiAM,  Mr.  E.,  Carnarvon f  ^c. 
Vaccination   Act — Action  of  the   Compalsorj 
l^w  of  Vaccination,  1063 

Swinburne,  Sir  J.,  Staffordshire,  Lichfield 
Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebra- 
tion of—Il.R.LI.  the  Duke  of  Edinburgh,  61 

Talbot,  Mr.  J.  Q-.,  Oxford  University 
Education    Department  —  Bradford    School 

fioard,  608 
Immigration  of  Destitute  Foreigners,  514 

[ecntt 


F 

/ 


TAL 


TOT 


Talbot,  Mr.  J.  6.— H)ont. 

Metropolitan   District — Deaths  from   Starra- 

tion  and  Privation,  514 
Places  of  Worship  (Sites),  2a.  1847 
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TramwayB  FroTiaional  Orders  (Ho.  1) 

Bill  (Baron  Henry  De  Wormt, 

Mr,  Jackson) 
e.  Read  2«  •  May  18  [  Bill  257] 


Tannbr,  Dr.  0.  K.,  Cork  Co.,  Mid 

Criminal   Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Gomm. 

d.  2y  1009,  1017,  1018  ;  cl.  3,  1380 
East  India  Stock  Conversion,  Comm.  Motion 

for  reporting  Progress,  411,  412 
Ireland — Piers  and  Harboars — Pier  at   Cape 
Clear  Island,  712 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  —  Alleged  Mls- 
oondnot  of  two  Constables,  Co.  Limerick, 
890 
Jubilee  Tear  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebra* 

tion  of,  in  London,  728,  730 
Supply — Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 206 
Report,  404 

Revenue  Departments^Post  Office  Ser- 
vices, Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  d^o. 
1141,1160,1161 

Tafuno,  Mr.  T.  K.,  Leioestershtre,  Kar- 
borough 
Supply^  Revenue  Departments  —  Post  Office 
Services,  Post   Office  Savings   Banks,  die. 
1128 

Temple,  Sir  B.,  WorcMtm',  Eveiham 

Africa  (South)^Zaluland,254 

Jubilee  Thanksgiving  Service  (Westminster 
Abbey)--Briti8h<Indian  Volunteers,  1592 

Jubilee  Year  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Cele- 
bration of — London  School  Children  in  Ilyde 
Park,  1429 

Theair08 — Protection  of  Life  from  Fire — 

Burning  of  the  Opira  Comique,  Paris 

Question,  Mr.  Dixon- Ilartland  ;  Answer,  The 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury   (Mr.    W.   H. 

Smith)  June  6,  1076 

Thbhtq,  Lord 

Irish  Lftnd  Law,  Comm.  cl,  1,  17  ;  cl.  16,  43 

Tithe  Bent-Charge  Bill 

( Th^  Marqtt€88  of  Salisbury) 

•  Committee,  af\er  debate  May  23,  823  (No.  54) 
Report  June  10,  1668  (No.  110) 

Tithee — Distraint  for  Non-Payment,  Shin^ 

ford,  Berks 
Question,  Sir  Thomas  Grove  ;    Answer,  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the    Home 
Department  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  A/ay  16, 
60 

ToMUNSON,  Mr.  W.  E.  M.,  Preston 

Coal  Mines —Udston  Colliery  Accident,  1073 
East  India  Stock  Conversion,  Consid.  add.  el. 
626 

Tottenham,  Mr.  A.  L.,  Winchester 

Army  Estimates — Provisions,  Forage,  dtc.  119, 
123 


Tramways  Frovisional  Orders  (No.  2) 

Bill  {Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  1<»  •  May  23  [Bill  271] 

Read  2o  *  June  8 

Treasttry— First  Lord  {see  Smith,  Bight 
Hon.  W.  H.) 

• 

Treasxtrt,  a  Lord  of  {see  Maxwbll,  Sir 
H.  E.)  • 

Treastjrt — Secretary  to  {see  Douolas, 
Mr.  A.  Akers-) 

Treasury — Secretary  to  {see  Jackqos, 
Mr.  W.  L.) 

Trinidad—The  Pitch  Lake 
Question,  Mr.   Baden- Powell;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir 
Henry  Holland)  June  7, 1217 

2)ruek  Acts,  The —  Violation  of  their  Pro- 
visions 
Question,  Mr.  Barbour ;  Answer.  The  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robert- 
son) May  16,  57 

Truro    Bishopric    and    Chapter   Acts 
Amendment  Bill  [u-i*.] 

(Mr.  Stuart'  WortUy) 

c.  Committee  *  ;  Report  ;  read  3"  May  20 

[Bill  205] 

Trusts  (Scotland    Act  (1867)  Amend- 
ment Bill 

(Ifr.  Solicitor  General  for  Scotland) 

c.  Read  2°  May  16,  227  [Bill  225] 

Committee  deferred,  after  short  debate  May  23, 

1025 
Committee  ;  Report  June  0,  1203 
Considered  *  ;  read  3"  June  9 
I.  Read  1**  {Marqucts  of  Lothian)  June  10 

(No.  117) 

TuiTE,  Mr.  J.,  Westmeath,  N. 

Civil  Service — Lower  Division— Examinations 
in  Dublin,  875,  876 

Ireland—Law  and  Justice — Barbavilla  Priso- 
ners, 1048 

TwEEDDALE,  Marquess  of 

Scotland  —  llillhead  and  Kclvinsido  (Annejca- 
tion  to  Glasgow) — The  Botanic  Gardens  aud 
the  University,  610 
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Ttler,  Sir  H.  W.,  Great  Yarmouth 
Jubiieo  Tear  of  Ilcr  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebra- 
tion of,  in  London,  729 
Poor    Law    (Metropolis)  —  Strand    Board  of 

Guardians — Case  of  Elizabeth  Smith,  856 
War  Office — Ordnance    Departmont^Experi- 
mental  Wire  Guns,  1724 
Royal    Engineers — Transference  of    Lieu- 
tenant   Gordon    of   the    Royal    Marino 
Artillery,  1071,  1072,  U28 


United  States 

Emigration  of  Highland  Crofters,  Queation, 
Dr.  R.  Macdonald ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir 
James  Fergusson)  June  0, 1434 

KmigraHon  0}  Pauper  Families  from  Ireland, 
Questions,  Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealy ;  Answers,  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Cal- 
foor)  June  7,  1218 

Emigrants  to  Tennetseey  Question,  Mr.  Pau.- 

ton  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State 

for  Foreign   Affairs  (Sir  James  Fergusson) 

May  19,  502 

[See    titles    Canada  —  North   American 

Fisheriet] 

Vaeeination 

Action  0/  the  Compulsory  T^aw  of  Vaccination, 
Observations,  Mr.  Pioton  ;  Reply,  The  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr. 
Ritchie);  short  debate  thereon  May  24, 
1051 

Assault  on  the  Police  at  Leicetter,  Question, 
Mr.  Picton  ;  Answer,  The  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Stuart- Wortley)  May  23,  891 

Convictions  by  the  Leicester  County  Bench, 
Question,  Mr.  Picton  ;  Answer,  The  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  May  20,  724 


Vincent,  Mr.  0.  E.  H.,  Sheffield,  Central 

First  Offenders,  Oomm.  add,  ei,  803,  804 ; 
Consid.  1334,  1335 

Jubilee  Tear  of  Her  Majesty's  Reign,  Celebra- 
tion of— The  Royal  Titles,  520 

War  Office — Army  Abroad  aud  in  India — 
Audit  of  Accounts,  704 


Waddy,  Mr.  S.  D.,  Lincolnshire^  Brigg 
Criminal   Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

cl.  2,  596,  763,  764 
Poor  Law  (England  and  Wales) — Salaries  of 

Poor  Law  Officers,  63 
Public  Meetings  (Ireland)— Interference  of  the 

Police  at  Dungannon,  886 


Wales 
Anti-Tithe  League,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  G.  Hub- 
bard, Mr.   T.    M.   Ilealy;    Answers,    Mr. 
Speaker,   The  First   Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  May  23,  895 
Jntcrmidiate  Education — Oovernment  Assist- 
ance, Question,  Mr.  Cornwallis  West ;  An- 
swer, The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith}  May  23, 895 


Wallace,  Mr.  E.,  Edinburgh^  E. 

Criminal   Law  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 

chZ,  1377;  c^  5, 1753 
Scotland— Action  of  the  Crofter  Commission, 

1037 

War  Departtnent — see  Army 

War  Department— Secretary  of  State 
{see  Stanhope,  Right  Hon.  E.) 

War  Department — Financial  Secretary 
{see  BjftODRicK,  Hon.  W;  St.  J.  F.) 

Warmington,  Mr.O.  M.,  Monmouth,  W, 
Criminal  I^w  Amendment  (Ireland),  Comm. 
cl,  5,  1778 

Water  Provisional  Orders  Bill 

{Baron  Henry  Do  Worms,  Mr.  Jackson) 

e.  Report  • ;  June  9  [Bill  250] 

Considered  *  June  10 

Watt,  Mr.  H.,  Glasgow ,  Camlaehie 
Post  Office— An  Insurance  Department,  1733 
War  Office— Contracts,  1732 

WAYS  AND  MEANS 

Excise — Adulteration  of  Beer,  Questions,  Mr. 
Bonsor,  Mr.  Quilter;  Answers,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Gosohen) 
June  7,  1220 

Methods  of  Testing  Spirits  in  Bottles,  Question, 
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